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AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY.— QUESTION. 

LORD  LYNDHURST  :  My  Lords,  a 
I  thori  time  ago  I  asked  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AffMfs  whether  he  would  lay  apon  the  table 
of  tiie  HoQse  the  correspondence  relating  to 
tiie  afairs  of  Italy.  Since  that,  the  noble 
Lord  haa,  on  two  several  occasions,  stated 
to  yoar  Lordships  that  a  correspondence 
vas  going  on »  as  I  understood  it,  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  Go* 
Terament  of  Naples  and  other  European 
Powers  with  regard  to  the  affairs  of  Italy. 
I  now  wish  to  repeat  my  question  ;  for,  as 
leiates  to  Naples^  it  is  to  be  presumed^  I 
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think,  that  that  correspondence  is  at  an 
end ;  and,  I  fear,  it  is  an  end  without  any 
satisfactory  result.  I  form  that  opinion 
from  what  is  now  passing  in  Naples.  I 
allude  to  the  trials  now  going  on  there — 
the  political  trials — which  have,  as  your 
Lordships  are  well  aware,  disclosed  pro* 
ceedings  of  a  most  scandalous  description. 
Ministers  of  religion  have  been  stripped  of 
their  religious  dress,  threatened  with  im- 
prisonment— threatened  even  with  inflic- 
tion of  the  lash — unless  they  would  con- 
sent to  give  evidence  against  the  parties 
accused.  The  whole  course  of  those  pro- 
ceedings appears  to  me  to  be  a  mere  dupli- 
cate of  those  proceedings  which  took  place 
on  the  trial  of  Poerio,  of  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone),  has  given  so 
graphic  a  description.  It  appears  to  me, 
so  far  as  I  can  collect,  that  the  whole  Go- 
vernment of  Naples  is  iu  the  hands  of 
police  agents,  spies,  and  informers,  and 
that  the  position  of  affairs  in  that  part  of 
Italy  is  truly  deplorable.  I  beg  to  ask  my 
noble  Friend  whether  he  is  prepared  to  lay 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  copies  of  the 
communications  which  have  passed  be- 
tween this  Government  and  the  Neapoli- 
tan Government,  or  any  other  European 
Powers,  in  respect  to  the  affairs  of  Italy  ? 
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The  Earl  op  CLARENDON:  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  at  present  inform  mj 
noble  and  learned  Friend  whether  it  will 
be  in  the  power  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  lay  upon  the  table  of  the  House 
the  correspondence  to  which  he  alludes. 
That  correspondence,  as  respects  Naples, 
has  not,  as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
supposes,  been  brought  to  a  close;  we 
have  not  yet  received  an  answer  to  the 
despatch  communicated  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  concert  with  that  of  the  Em- 
peror of  the  French,  to  the  Neapolitan  Go- 
vernment. The  King  of  Naples  was  absent 
from  that  capital  when  this  despatch  ar- 
rived there ;  but  he  returned  in  a  few  days 
after,  and  we  have  reason  to  believe  that 
he  gave  directions  that  an  answer  should 
be  made  out  and  forwarded  to  the  Nea- 
politan Ministers  in  London  and  Paris,  to 
be  by  them  communicated  to  the  French 
and  English  Governments.  Well,  as  I  said 
before,  we  have  not  yet  received  it;  and 
until  we  shall  have  received  it,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  shall  have  deter- 
mined what  further  steps  are  to  be  taken 
in  respect  of  the  affairs  of  Italy,  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  will  understand  that  it 
would  be  premature  to  lay  this  correspond- 
ence upon  the  table.  With  respect  to  the  cor- 
respondence that  has  taken  place  between 
this  Government  and  other  Governments  in 
regard  of  the  affiairs  of  Italy,  it  is  perfectly 
true  that  we  have  offered  our  opinions  and 
advice  to  those  Governments  whose  armies 
occupy  a  portion  of  the  Italian  States; 
but  I  do  not  think  the  object  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  in  view  would  be  served 
by  the  production  of  this  correspondence 
at  present.  I  believe  that  the  only  result 
of  its  production  would  be  to  check  the 
friendly  and  confidential  communication 
which  is  now  going  on,  and  from  which 
some  good  may  be  expected.  Your  Lord- 
ships must  be  aware  that  to  correct  the 
state  of  things  now  existing  in  that  coun- 
try, and  to  render  the  withdrawal  of  those 
foreign  armies  safe,  roust  be  a  work  of 
some  time.  I  can,  therefore,  only  hope 
that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  will  ac- 
cept the  assurance  that  nothing  which  it  is 
possible  for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
do  has  been  or  will  be  neglected  to  promote 
the  cessation  of  this  foreign  occupation.  I 
believe  that  the  French  and  Austrian  Go- 
vernments are  both  desirous  to  withdraw 
their  troops  from  the  Roman  territory,  and 
that  this  withdrawal  will  take  place  as  soon 
as  a  military  organisation  which  the  Pope 
18  preparing  shall  have  been  completed. 


LoBD  LYNDHURST :  Will  my  noble 
Friend  lay  on  the  table  the  correspondence 
with  the  Neapolitan  Government  as  soon 
as  the  answer  arrives  ? 

The  Eabl  of  CLARENDON :  Until 
I  see  the  answer  I  cannot  tell;  but  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  will  have  an  op- 
portunity of  repeating  his  question. 

OATH  OF  ABJURATION  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

The   Earl  of  DERBY:    My  Lords, 
before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  taken  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject  of 
a  Bill  which  I  introduced  a  short  time  ago, 
and  which  stands  for  the  third  reading  on 
Thursday  next.     That  Bill  was  for  the 
amendment  of  the  oath  of  abjuration ;  or, 
as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Lyndhurst)  would   like  better,  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  oath  "  commonly  called**  the 
abjuration  oath.      That  Bill    was    intro- 
duced to  effect  an  object  which  all  your 
Lordships    desire  —  namely,    the    abro- 
gation of  certain  portions    of   that   oath 
which,  having  become  obsolete,  are  use- 
less, and,  being  useless,  are  indefensible. 
My  Lords,  I  was  in  hopes  that  the  BUI, 
having  that  object,  would  have  been  dis- 
cussed without  any  allnsion  to  another  sub- 
ject with  which  it  had  been  on  former  oc- 
casions eonnected,  and  I  framed  the  Bill  so 
as  to  avoid  any  reference  to  that  oiher 
subject ;  and  I  hoped  that  in  this  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  the  proposed 
measure  would  have  been  received  in  a 
spirit  of  conciliation ;  but  the  character  of 
the  comments  which  have  been  made  on 
the  Bill  in  its  progress  through  this  House, 
and  of  which,  I  think,  I  have  some  cause 
to  complain,  and  the  misconstniction  of  its 
objects  by  so  high  and  so  respected  an  au- 
thority as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Lyndhurst),  deprives  me  of  the  hope 
that   it  would  be  received  in  the    other 
House  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  w^as   in- 
tended.  For  peace  and  conciliation  I  intro- 
duced a  measure,  as  it  appeared  to  me,  of 
the  most  unobjectionable  kind ;  but  I  have 
been  met  in  a  spirit  of  defiance  and  hos- 
tility.    I  have  been  charged  with  having 
promoted  that  which  would  bring    about 
discussions  on  a  subject  likely  to  produce 
considerable  irritation  ;  whereas  my   sole 
object  in  introducing  the  Bill  was  to  avoid 
— sedulously  to  avoid — that.     But  in   the 
present  state  of  the  public  mind — atnce 
there  is  no  hope  that  the  Bill  will  be  pass- 
ed into  law  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  in- 
tended— I  will  not,  so  far  as  I  am    con- 
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eeraed,  be  answerable  for  reintrodacing 
an  irritating  topic,  upon  which   the  two 
Houses  are  at  variance.     Looking,  then, 
at  the  prolmbiHtj  of  the  Bill  leading  to  in- 
cooTenieDt  discuaaion,  and  having  regard 
to  the  period  of  the  Session  at  which  we 
are  arrived,  I  will  ask  yonr  Lordships'  per- 
mission for  the  discharge  of  the  Order  for 
the  third  reading ;  but,  in  doing  so,  I  must 
at  the  same  time  be  permitted  to  say  that 
it  remains  my  firm  conviction  that  a  Bill 
aoeh  as  that  which  I  have  introduced  is 
the  only  mode  of  effecting  the  abrogation 
of  those  unnecessary  oaths.     If,  for  the 
fatore,  those  oaths  which  are  unnecessary, 
and  therefore  objectionable,  and  of  which 
every  one  is  desirous  of  getting  rid,  be  re- 
tained, I  trast  that  I  shall  not  be  held  re- 
Bponaible  for  their  retention.     I  did  my 
beat  to  get  rid  of  them ;  and  the  responsi- 
bility of  their  retention  must  rest  with 
ihoae  who  will  not  agree  to  their  abolition, 
aaless  attached  to  that  abolition  are  other 
provisions  referring  to  another  entirely  dis- 
tinct subject  which  this  House  has  repeat- 
edly expressed  its  determination  conscien- 
tionaly  to  refuse. 

LoBD  LYNDHURST  :  I  will  not  now 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  question; 
bot  the  noble  Earl  complains  of  the  course 
which  I  pursued  on  a  former  occasion  with 
respeet.  to  this  Bill.  Now,  I  have  much 
mors  reason  to  complain  of  the  noble 
Earrs  conduct,  because,  on  that  occasion, 
m  terms  not  of  the  usual  courtesy,  he 
dttrged  me  with,  not  misapprehending  the 
BiD,  but  misrepresenting  the  objects  of  the 
BSl.  However,  the  comments  which  I 
tiieo  addressed  to  your  Lordships  were  per- 
fectly legitimate,  and  quite  consistent  with 
the  character  of  the  proceedings  in  your 
Lordships'  House. 

Loao  CAMPBELL:  I  should  be  glad 
to  have  this  oath  abolished,  as  it  is  my 
paiafbl  duty  often  to  listen  to  the  profa- 
nation which  the  taking  it  involves ;  but 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  has  done  well  to 
withdraw  his  Bill,  as  no  good  can  possibly 
arise  ^her  to  the  cause  which  I  have  at 
heart— the   abolition  of  the  oath — or  to 
that  whieh  is  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
objeei^the  removal  of  disabilities  in  the 
way  of  the   Jews.      In   all   probability, 
the  Bill  would  have  been  returned  to  this 
Hoose  in  such  a  state  as  to  make  it  iden- 
tical with  the  Bill  your  Lordships  have 
t«jeeted.     I  do  not  wish  to  see  any  such 
eosfiict  between  the  two  Houses,  because 
I  hope  to  see  the  time  when,  with  the 


nssent  of  both,  justice  may  be  done.  Nor 
do  I  wish  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  take  upon  themselves  by  Resolution 
to  alter  the  law  of  the  land  ;  but  that  the 
Jews  may  be  admitted  to  Parliament  by 
the  only  way  in  which  they  can  be  admitted 
— by  the  consent  of  both  Houses. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  :  I  very 
much  regretted  the  other  night  that  this 
Bill  was  not  discussed  in  a  plain  and 
straightforward  manner  —  on  the  plain 
meaning  of  its  words  ;  but  an  example  was 
set  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Lyndhurst) — an  example  likely  to  be  fol- 
lowed— to  depart  from  the  plain  sense  of 
the  Bill,  and  to  attribute  motives  to  my 
noble  Friend  beside  me  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
for  bringing  in  that  Bill — motives  by  which 
my  noble  Friend  denies  having  been  ao* 
tuated.  If,  my  Lords,  I  regretted  that 
circumstance  the  other  night,  I  regret  it 
still  more  now — 

Lord  LYNDHURST  :  I  beg  to  correct 
my  noble  Friend.  He  is  quite  under  a 
mistake.  I  stated  that  I  conceived  the 
noble  Earl  to  be  under  a  mistake  as  to 
what  would  be  the  real  effect  of  the  Bill ; 
but  I  did  not  impute  motives  to  the  noble 
Earl. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY:  Well, 
I  think  the  House  must  have  understood 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  to  argue  aa 
much  against  this  Bill  as  one  which  he 
believed  would  operate  against  the  admis- 
sion of  Jews  into  Parliament,  as  he  did 
against  the  plain  sense  of  the  words  of  the 
Bill  itself.  I  certainly  understood  him  to 
argue  against  it  more  on  the  former  ground; 
and  I  regret  very  much  that  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  should  have  departed  from 
the  plain  sense  of  the  words  of  the  pro* 
posed  measure.  I  am  sorry,  that  instead 
of  arguing  on  the  merits  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  he  did  not  refrain  from  enter- 
ing on  the  discussion  of  a  subject  which 
the  House  had  considered  and  decided  upon 
a  few  evenings  before.  My  Lords,  I  regret 
still  more  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  have  repeated  that  censure  and  that 
argument  immediately  after  my  noble 
Friend  had  withdrawn  his  Bill,  and  thereby 
shown  the  respect  he  had  for  your  Lord- 
ships, and  also  shown  what  nis  motive 
was  in  opposing  the  Bill.  Again,  I  repeat 
my  regret  that  such  an  example  of  depar- 
ture from  the  plain  dealing  which  charac- 
terises and  should  ever  characterise  your 
Lordships'  House  should  have  been  set  by 
such  a  distinguished  Member  as  my  noble 
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and  learned  Friend.  But  I  Bhall  onlj  re- 
peat the  maxim  in  Horace.  Deeipit  ex- 
emplar vitiis  imitahile.** 

Lord  LYNDHURST  :  What  I  com- 
plained of  was,  that  although  the  words  of 
abjuration  were  omitted,  tho  whole  sting 
remained,  because  "  tho  true  faith  of  a 
Christian,"  would  still  have  formed  part 
of  the  oath.  The  sending  such  a  Bill 
down  to  the  other  House,  after  they  had 
sent  a  Bill  here  in  which  those  words  were 
carefully  excluded,  would  not  have  been 
very  acceptable  to  them. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE  : 
I  am  sure  the  common  sense  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  country  will  not  permit  the 
maintenance  of  this  absurd  and  irreverent 
oath.  It  ought  not  to  be  remodelled  ;  it 
ought  to  be  abolished.  If  you  will  have 
an  oath  at  all,  have  an  oath  of  allegiance 
and  fidelity  in  plain  simple  terms,  which 
every  good  subject  can  take,  whatever  may 
be  his  religion  :  and  if  you  choose  to  ex- 
elude  Jews  and  infidels,  make  the  oath  in 
such  terms  as  every  denomination  of  Chris- 
tians can  take  it.  You  ought  not  to  con- 
tinue this  absurd  oath,  because  inciden- 
tally it  has  the  efiect  of  excluding  the 
Jews. 

Order  for  the  Third  Reading  on  Thurs^ 
day  next  discharged;  and  the  Bill  (by 
Leave  of  the  House)  toithdravm, 

THE  EAST  INDIA  COMPANY— VOLUN- 
TARY PAYMENTS— QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
wished  to  ask  whether  the  sum  of  £500 
lately  subscribed  by  the  Chairman  of  Di- 
rectors of  the  East  India  Company  in  aid 
of  the  sufferers  by  inundations  in  France 
had  been  supplied  by  proprietors  of  East 
India  Stock  or  had  been  taken  from  the 
public  revenues  of  Her  Majesty's  posses- 
sions in  India  ?  and,  in  the  latter  case, 
whether  subscriptions,  grants,  or  gra- 
tuities, not  exceeding  £600,  taken  from 
Indian  revenues,  are  subject  to  the  control 
of  Parliament  or  of  Her  Majesty  *8  Govern- 
ment, or  are  limited  by  any  fixed  regula- 
tion ?  If  that  money  was  (as  he  suspect- 
ed) to  be  paid  from  the  public  revenues  of 
India,  he  must  say  that  he  regarded  such 
a  course  as  alike  improper  and  unconstitu- 
tional. He  was  not  to  be  understood  as 
not  sympathising  with  the  sufferers  in 
France,  nor  as  condemning  the  raising  of 
money  by  subscriptions  in  this  country  for 
their  relief.  lie  thought,  on  the  contrary, 
that  those  subscriptions  did  honour  to  the 
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country ;    but  he  objected  to  the  East 
India  Company  voting  away  money  that 
belonged  to  England.     He  denied  the  au- 
thority of  the  Directors  of  that  Company^ 
composed  of  eighteen  individuals,  twelve 
of  whom  were  elected    by  the  Company 
themselves,  to  do  what  the  Government  of 
England  had  not  the  power  to  do.     He 
understood  that  the  Board  of  Directors 
claimed  a  right  to  expend  sums  not- ex- 
ceeding £600  without  receiving  the  sanc- 
tion of  any  authority,  and  based  that  claim 
upon  the  terms  of  the  88th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1813.     It  must,  however,  be  re- 
membered that  in  1813  the  revenues  of 
India  were  the  property  of  the  East  India 
Company,  but  since  1833  those  revenues 
had  passed  from  the  hands  of  the  Company 
and  were  now  administered  by  the  Indian 
Government.      In   the  present  case   the 
purpose  for  which  the  money  was  voted 
could  not  be  objected  to,  but,  if  the  power 
claimed  by  the  Board  of  Directors  was 
yielded  to  them,  they  would  have  the  power 
of  voting  sums  to  every  charity  in  London, 
and  at  the  same  time  of  exercising  their 
generosity,  not  at  the  expense  of  the  East 
India  Company,  whose  receipts  would  not 
be  at  all  affected  by  them,  but  at  the  coat 
of  the  Indian  Government,  out  of  whose 
revenues  those  payments  were  to  be  made. 
The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  trusted  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  excuse  him  if  he 
confined  himself  entirely  to  answering  the 
questions  put  to  him.     The  vote  come  to 
by  the  Court  of  Directors  in  aid  of  the 
sufferers    by   the    recent    inundations   in 
France  was,  as  his  noble  Friend  suggested » 
to  come  out  of  the  general  rerenuea  of 
India.     The  vote  had  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Cod- 
trol,  who  had  it  in  his  power  to  negative 
it,  if  he  thought  it  expedient  to  do  so.     In 
regard  to  the  other  question  of  his  noble 
Friend,  he  had  to  inform  him  that  there 
were  no  abstract  rules  laid  down  upon  the 
subject  ;  but  he  believed  it  had  been  the 
custom  of  the  East  India  Company  froui 
time  to  time  to  subscribe  sums  of  money 
for  Tarious  charitable  objects.     They  did 
so  under  the  powers  of  the  Act  to  which, 
his   noble   Friend   referred,   and  he   had 
never  heard  the  legality  of  the  practice 
doubted.     His  noble  Friend  had  expressed 
an  opinion  that  the  East  India  Company 
ought  not  to  have  this  power.     He  (tlio 
Duke  of   Argyll)  differed   entirely   from 
him.     He  believed    that  Parliament  hcid 
wisely  left  this  power  iu  the  hands  of  tUo 


1 


9       VoUnUary  PaymenU^        {Jukb  30, 1856} 


Question. 


10 


East  India  Company.  There  was  no  doubt 
whatever  of  the  existence  of  this  power. 
He  did  not  think  that  bis  noble  Friend 
would  question  the  legitimacy  of  the  object 
for  which  the  subscription  was  given,  nor 
the  wisdom  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Control  in  not  negativing  the  vote  come 
to  by  the  East  India  Company,  consider- 
m%  the  circumstances  of  the  case  and  our 
relationa  with  France. 

The  Eabl  op  ELLENB0R0U6H  said, 
that,  M  he  understood  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  concurrence  of  the  President  of 
the  Eoard  of  Control  in  this  grant  of  the 
Directors  of  tbe  East  India  Company  could 
not  possibly  hare  the  effect  of  making  it 
legal    It  was  not  the  relic  of  ancient 
power,  it  was  a  relic  of  ancient  practice. 
Prerioos  to  tbe  Act  of  1833  the  East  India 
-Coaipany  possessed  the  revenue  of  India 
as  their  own   property,  and  they  might 
then  have  justly  and  legally   expended 
their  money  in  such  subscriptions  as  the 
one  in  question.     But  the  Act  of  1833  en- 
tirely changed  the  nature  of  their  connec- 
tion with  India.     All  their  property  was 
4akeo  from  them  ;  they  had  sold  it  for  an 
annuity,  and  that  annuity  was  to  a  certain 
degree  guaranteed  by  Parliament.     They, 
therefore,  bad  no  interest  in  India,  except 
that  given  to  them  by  the  Act  of  1833, 
Md  that  Act  made  them  trustees  for  the 
Crown,  for  the  purpose  of  discharging  the 
Katies  of  the  Government  of  India.     They 
vere  trustees  for  that  office  only  ;  and  no 
expenditure  made  by  them  could  be  legal 
^h'lch  was  not  clearly  and  evidently  for  the 
aenrice  of  the  Government  of  India.     But 
eoold  It  he  pretended  that  this  subscription 
for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  from  the  in- 
nndations  in  France  was  in  any  respect  for 
the  senrice  of  India?     This  expenditure 
vaa,  therefore,  illegal,  and  many  of  the 
^xpeoses  incurred  by  the  Court  of  Direc- 
^  were  illegal,  according  to  the  strict 
interpretation  of  the  Act  of  1833.     It  was 
not.  however,  under  any  clause  in  the  Act 
of  1S33  that  the  Court  of  Directors  would 
attempt  to  jastify  this  application  of  their 
funds.    By  the  Act  of  1833  the  Court  of 
Directors  were    directed  to  submit  to  the 
Board  of  Control  an  estimate  of  the  gross 
aam  aonoally  required  for  the  payment  of 
tbe  salaries  of  the  Court  and  of  the  officers 
aod  servants  thereof,  and  of  all  other  pro- 
per expenses  either  fixed   or  contingent, 
fhis  sum  might  be  varied  from  time  to 
t>oie.     The  Board  of  Control  might  refuse 
to  acquiesce  in  the  'sum  demanded,  giving 


their  reasons  for  it ;  but  the  sum  having 
been  once  granted,  the  Board  could  not 
interfere  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
to  be  expended^  Now,  many  of  these 
gross  abuses  and  illegalities  had  been  con- 
tinued in  consequence  of  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors  not  having  sent  in  new  estimates 
of  the  annual  expenses ;  and  also  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Board  of  Control  not 
having  struck  out,  when  such  estimates 
were  before  them,  expenses  which  might 
have  been  proper  before  the  Act  of  1833 
was  passed,  but  which  were  illegal  subse- 
quently to  that  Act.  He  thought  it,  there- 
fore, possible  that  this  sum  of  £500  might 
have  been  taken  from  a  balance  of  the  sum 
annually  granted  by  the  Board  of  Control 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Court  of  Directors. 
But  it  was  not  merely  to  a  subscription  to 
assist  the  sufferers  from  the  inundations  of 
France,  or  to  subscriptions  to  many  excel- 
lent charities  in  this  country,  that  he  ob- 
jected ;  but  it  was  to  the  large  expenses 
frequently  incurred  by  the  Court  of  Direc- 
tors, which  they  ought  no  longer  to  be  per- 
mitted to  incur,  that  be  entertained  the 
strongest  objections.  What  would  their 
Lordships  think  of  a  Secretary  of  State 
of  this  country  who,  on  the  examination  of 
the  cadets  at  Sandhurst  or  at  Woolwich, 
should  invite  forty  or  fifty  officers  to  go 
down,  undertaking  to  pay  all  their  ex- 
penses, and  giving  them  a  magnificent 
dinner  on  their  arrival  ?  What  would  be 
thought  of  the  noble  Lord  if  he  asked 
Parliament  for  a  Vote  to  defray  all  this 
expenditure  ?  Would  the  House  of  Com- 
mons tolerate  an  estimate  of  an  expense 
incurred  for  such  a  purpose  ?  Their  Lord- 
ships knew  they  would  not.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  thought  it  necessary,  on  certain 
great  occasions,  to  indulge  in  grand  dinners 
by  way  of  great  demonstrations.  The 
Members  of  the  Government,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  late  war,  thought  it  ex- 
pedient to  inaugurate  that  war  by  a  grand 
dinner  at  the  Reform  Club,  at  which  the 
most  sanguine  anticipations  were  ex- 
pressed of  an  easy  and  brilliant  victory— 
in  which  the  naval  department  was  most 
especially  exalted;  but  he  apprehended  that 
the  expense  of  that  dinner  never  appeared 
in  the  naval  estimates  to  be  paid  for  by  the 
country.  Neither  would  the  army  esti- 
mates, he  ventured  to  say,  include  the  ex- 
pense of  the  dinner  to  ho  given  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  Sir  William  Codring- 
ton,  on  his  return  from  the  Crimea.  It 
was  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  Government 
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of  In<Iia  that  these  expenses  should  be  in- 
curred. The  service  of  that  Govemment 
was  not  the  object  of  such  expenditure, 
and,  therefore,  it  could  not  be  considered 
legal.  But  the  Court  of  Directors  seemed 
to  be  of  the  same  opinion  as  Louis  XIY., 
and  appeared  to  conceive  that  '*  they  were 
the  State."  It  was  not  the  first  time  that 
he  called  the  attention  of  her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  to  this  subject,  and  he  did 
earnestly  entreat  the  Government  to  con- 
sider whether  a  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
brought  in  forthwith  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  an  independent  audit  of  the 
accounts  of  the  East  India  Company.  It 
was  really  too  bad  that  £23,000,000 
should  be  expended,  year  after  year,  with- 
out any  independent  audit  whatever — with 
no  audit  but  that  which  was  under  the 
control  and  influence  of  the  very  persons 
by  whom  the  money  was  expended.  Par- 
liament would  not  be  acting  honestly  to- 
wards the  people  of  India  if  it  allowed 
this  system  to  continue  any  longer.  He, 
therefore,  did  trust  that  the  Government 
would  not  allow  this  Session  to  pass  without 
introducing  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting an  end  to  that  most  injurious  sjstem. 

ANNUITIES  REDEMPTION  BILL. 

On  the  Order  for  the  Third  Reading  of 
this  Bill, 

Earl  POWIS  complained  that  this  Bill 
had  reached  its  present  stage  without  any 
explanation  of  its  provisions.  The  mea- 
sure was  one  of  great  importance,  and  de- 
manded their  Lordships  best  attention. 
It  provided  for  the  capitalisation  of  the  an- 
nuity of  a  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Graf- 
ton), but  said  not  one  word  as  to  what  was 
to  be  done  with  the  money — it  did  not  state 
whether  the  money  was  to  be  vested  in 
trustees,  or  placed  absolutely  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  party  in  question.  The  an- 
nuity had  originally  been  granted  to  sus- 
tain the  title,  and  he  thoaght  that  means 
should  be  taken  to  continue  it  to  that  use, 
as  the  title  was  not  at  all  likely  to  become 
extinct.  He  also  found  by  purchasing  the 
annuities  this  year,  when  we  were  obliged 
to  resort  to  loans  to  equalise  receipt  and 
expenditure,  a  dead  loss  to  the  country  of 
about  £40,000  would  be  incurred,  seeing 
that  for  every  £100  we  received  we  issued 
£111  2$,  6a.  stock.  Had  we  waited  for 
a  surplus  year  the  transaction  might  have 
been  effected  without  loss. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  the  disposal  of  the  redemption 
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money,  would  be  arranged  by  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown,  with  the  view  of 
preserving  the  original  purpose  of  the 
annuity  intact. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  «aid,  that  the 
question  for  consideration  was  whether  or 
not  the  Bill  met  the  justice  of  the  case. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  the  Bill 
did  not  actually  effect  a  commutation,  but 
gave  necessary  powers  for  effecting  a  com- 
mutation. He  thought,  however,  that  the 
facts  were  as  yet  not  before  the  House 
with  sufficient  distinctness;  he  would  there- 
fore suggest  that  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill  should  stand  over  for  a  short  time. 

Lord  REDESDALE  concurred  with 
the  noble  Lord  in  thinking  that  the  House 
was  not  sufficiently  informed  as  to  the  pa!> 
ties  entitled  in  remainder  to  this  pension. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  ex- 
plained  tliat  the  terms  of  the  Bill  em- 
powered the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to  pay 
the  monies  to  the  parties  entitled.  He 
would,  however,  postpone  the  Bill,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  further  information! 
until  Thursday  next. 

Third  reading  put  off  to  Thurtdat^  next. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 

Monday,  June  30,  1856. 

MiifTTTss.]     Public  Bills. — 1*  MilitiA  Ballots 
Suspension;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance. 
2^  Distillation  from  Rice ;  Oxford  College  Es* 
tates. 

3^  Grand  Jury  Assessments  (Ireland);  Ezcbe- 
quer  Bills  (£4,000,000);  Drainage  (Ireland); 
Intestates'  Personal  Estates ;  Dissenters'  Majv 
riages. 

THE  CORNWALL  MILITIA— QUESTION. 

Mr.  rob  arte  S  said,  he  would  be^ 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War  why  the  2nd  Cornwall 
Rifles  were  not  included  in  the  list  of 
militia  regiments  which  Tolunteered  for 
foreign  serviee  during  the  late  war»  as 
the  officers  and  men  of  that  regiment 
unanimously  expressed  their  readiness  to 
serve  Her  Majesty  wherever  they  could 
he  of  use? 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  it  was 
not  competent  for  the  Government  to  ac- 
cept the  offer  to  serve  ahroad  on  the  part 
of  a  militia  regiment,  until  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  of  December,  1854.  The 
offer  of  the  2nd  Cornwall  Militia  was  made 
in  April,  1854,  when  there  were  no  rcgl« 


13 


Our  Belaiums  with  {Juke  30, 1856}  the  United  States.         14 


meots  of  militia  eren  embodied,  and  the 
Government  were  not  in  a  podition  to  ac- 
cept the  ofifer,  however  much  it  might  have 
been  required. 

NATIONAL  GALLERY  SITE  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  the  National  Gal- 
lerj  Site  Bill  stood  on  the  paper  for  that 
CTening  ;  he  wished  to  know  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  GoTemment,  after 
the  Vote  of  last  Friday,  to  proceed  with  it 
farther  that  Session  ? 

YiBCOUiiT  PALMERSTON  replied  that, 
after  the  expression  of  opinion  bj  the 
House  on  Friday  night,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill ; 
at  all  ereots  during  the  present  Session. 
He  proposed,  therefore,  to  discharge  the 
order. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  di&charged. 

EVACUATION  OP  ISMAIL  BY  THE  EUS- 
SIANS— QUESTION. 

GoLOSSL  DUNNE  said,  he  wished  to 
know  if  any  information  had  been  received 
by  the  Government  with  regard  to  the  de- 
atmction  of  the  fortresses  and  works  at 
Ismail  and  Reni  previous  to  the  evacuation 
of  tboae  places  by  the  Russians  ? 

ViacouHT  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  no 
oflkial  information  has  been  received  to 
that  e0eet.  I  believe,  however,  that  the 
Raastans  eonceive  themselves  at  liberty, 
in  consequence  of  what  passed  at  the 
Paris  Conferences,  to  destroy  these  works. 
Of  coarse,  if  they  have  done  so,  the  only 
resalt  will  be  to  impose  upon  the  Turkish 
Government  certain  expenses  in  re-esta- 
btiahing  the  works  when  they  come  into 
posseasioo  of  the  ceded  territory. 

RETIREMENT  OF  THE  BISHOPS  OF  LON- 
IX)N  AND  DURHAM— QUESTION. 

Ma.  6RBGS0N  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther it  was  in  the  contemplation  of  the 
Goveimment  to  propose  any  plan  for  the 
retirement  of  biahops  on  pensions  similar 
to  the  arrangement  for  Colonial  Bishops, 
Lord  Chancellors,  Judges,  and  Ministers 
of  Stote? 

ViscoirxT  PALMERSTON:  It  is  not 
mj  inteutioo  to  propose  any  general  mea- 
mre  upon  the  subject.  But  the  Bishop  of 
London  and  the  Bishop  of  Durham  having 
both  signified  their  wish  to  retire  in  con- 
aeqoetice  of  infirmities  which,  in  their  opi- 
nion, render  it  impossible  for  them  with  sa- 
tisfaotaon  to  themselres  to  continue  in  the 


active  discharge  of  their  functions,  I  shall 
have  to  propose  a  Bill  limited  to  those  two 
cases. 

DISEMBODIMENT  OF  THE  IRISH  MILITIA 

—QUESTION. 

Mr.  DAVISON  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
any  particular  time  had  been  fixed  for  the 
disembodiment  of  the  Irish  militia? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Panmure)  had  re« 
quested  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to 
use  his  discretion  in  fixing  the  time  for  the 
disembodiment  of  particular  Irish  regiments 
of  militia ;  and  whilst  on  the  one  hand  he 
did  not  keep  them  embodied  longer  than 
was  necessary  with  a  view  to  economy,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  allot  the  periods  of  dis- 
embodiment in  the  different  parts  of  the 
eountry  so  as  to  make  the  process  coincide 
with  the  commencement  of  harvest  opera- 
tions. 

OUR  RELATIONS  WITH  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 

On  the  question  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
leave  the  chair,  in  order  that  the  House 
go  into  Committee  of  Supply,  being  put, 

Mr.  G.  H.  MOORE  rose  to  move  the 
Resolution  with  regard  to  the  American 
question  of  which  be  had  given  notice. 

Mr.  W.  brown  rose  at  the  same  time, 
and  said  he- would  appeal  to  bis  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mayo  not  to  proceed  with 
his  Motion.  From  all  he  had  heard  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  both  in  that  House 
and  in  the  eountry  that  the  matter  should 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  and 
the  American  Minister  now  in  England,  in 
order  that  the  differences  which  had  un- 
fortunately arisen  between  the  two  coun- 
tries might  be  adjusted.  He  had  no  doubt 
that,  unless  some  cause  of  irritation  should 
arise,  those  disputes  would  be  amicably  ar- 
ranged compatible  to  justice  and  honour, 
and  to  the  satisfaction  of  both  parties.  He 
thought  it  would  be  exceedingly  unwise  to 
discuss  any  supposed  fault  or  irregularity 
in  the  arrangement  of  publio  affairs  so 
long  as  negotiations  were  pending  and  the 
mouths  of  Ministers  were  shut,  so  that 
they  could  not  give  answers  which  they 
Vould  otherwise  be  able  to  make.  Under 
those  circumstances,  he  must  decidedly  but 
respectfully  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  not 
to  proceed  with  his  Motion  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.   CHEETHAM   said,   he  cordially 
joined  in  the  appeal  which  had  been  made 
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by  his  bon.  coUeagne.  He  believed  that 
tho  negotiations  between  the  two  countries 
were  at  the  present  moment  in  a  favoura- 
ble condition,  and,  as  ho  was  sure  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  wish  to  arrest 
the  progress  of  those  negotiations,  he  (Mr. 
Gheethnm)  hoped  that  he  would  not  press 
his  Motion. 

Mr.  J.  C.  EWART  said,  that  there 
was  among  his  constituency  a  strong  feel- 
ing that  nothing  ought  to  be  said  or  done 
in  that  House  which  would  in  the  slightest 
degree  interfere  with  those  negotiations  for 
a  pacific  solution  of  tho  di£Scnlties  between 
this  country  and  the  United  States,  which 
were,  he  believed,  now  going  on.  He  there- 
fore  heartily  concurred  in  the  appeal  which 
his  hon.  Friends  near  him  had  addressed  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo. 

Mr.  SPOGNER  said,  that  the  feeling 
against  a  discussion  upon  the  American 
question  was  not  confined  to  Liverpool. 
It  was  very  general.  [A  laugh.]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  near  him  might  laugh,  and  it 
was  always  with  the  greatest  diffidence 
that  he  differed  from  his  hon.  Friends 
around  him,  but  he  did  deprecate  discus- 
sion on  this  subject.  No  possible  good 
could  arise  from  it ;  but  it  might  be  fol- 
lowed by  difficulties  and  evils  of  the  great- 
est magnitude.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Moore)  said,  by  his 
Motion,  that  the  Government  had  not  de- 
served the  approbation  of  the  House.  Had 
they  asked  for  it  ?  All  they  said  was, 
*'  Wait,  and  see  what  we  do."  He  gave 
no  opin'ipn  upon  their  conduct ;  he  was  not 
prepared  to  give  an  opinion.  An  hon. 
(lentleman  near  him  said  that  he  ought  to 
do  so ;  he  had  formed  an  opinion,  but  he 
was  not  prepared  to  express  it.  He  was 
prepared  to  support  his  party  as  far  as 
any  man,  but  he  would  not  surrender  his 
own  opinion  when  he  was  convinced  that 
by  so  doing  he  should  run  the  risk  of  in- 
flicting a  great  injury  upon  his  country. 
What  good  could  arise  from  a  discussion 
of  this  question  at  the  present  moment  ? 
The  American  Government  had  acquitted 
that  of  Her  Majesty,  and  had  said  that 
they  had  no  fault  to  find  with  it,  but,  un- 
fortunately, they  had  some  dislike  to  onr 
Minister  at  Washington.  Wore  hon.  Mem- 
bers prepared  to  bring  on  at  the  present 
moment  a  discussion  which  would  endanger 
the  amicable  relations  between  the  two 
countries  ?  [**  Oh,  oh  !*']  Let  not  hon. 
Gentlemen  deceive  themselves.  If  this 
discussion  went  on,  expressions  might  be 
used,  false  estimates  of  the  opinion  of  that 
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House  and  of  the  country  might  be  form* 
,  ed,  which  might,  they  knew  not  how  much, 
embarrass  and  delay  the  Government  in 
carrying  on  negotiations  for  the  settlement 
of  our  differences  with  America.     In  his 
opinion  Ministers  had  better  preserve  a  com- 
plete and  perfect  silence.  rJ./atf^A.]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  might  laugh,  but  the  country 
would  be  exceedingly  indignant  if  anything 
should  escape  from  Ministers  which  should 
produce  a  contest  with  America.   A  heavy 
responsibility  rested  on  Ministers,  in  which 
he  recommended  the  House  not  to  share. 
If  the  discussion  should  be  carried  on,  and 
there  should  arise  difficulties  which  would 
prevent  tho  completion  of  a  treaty,   the 
Government  would  say  that  it  was  all  the 
fault  of  the  House— they  were  going  on 
smoothly,  when  the  House  stepped  in  and 
took  the  matter  out  of  their  hands.     He 
therefore  urged  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw his  Motion,  and  implored  his  hon. 
Friends  to  pause  before  thoy  sanctioned 
the  progress  of  this  discussion.     For  his 
own  part,  ho  was  not  prepared  to  support 
any  proposal  which  could  have  the  effect 
of  weakening  the  hands   of  Government 
at  so  critical  a  juncture,  or  of  incapaei« 
tating  them  from  bringing  to  a  satisfac- 
tory conclusion    the    disputes    unhappily 
pending  between  this  country  and  America. 
[Laughter,]     He  was  not  to  be  laughed 
down,  nor  would  ridicule  deter  him  fronn 
giving  fearless  expression   to  his   honest 
convictions.     He  by  no  means  desired  to 
identify  himself   with   the  policy  of    the 
Government,  or  to  express  any  opinion  on 
it  one  way  or  the  other,  but  it  was  essen- 
tial to  the  welfare  of  the  country  that  thej 
should  not  be  embarrassed  at  such  a  mo- 
ment.    Should  we  unfortunately  be  plung^- 
ed  into  war,  we  should  be  ready  to  protect 
our  rights  and  to  defend  our  honour  and 
dignity ;  but  circumstanced  as  we  were  at 
the  present  moment,   the   better  course 
would  be  to  abstain  from  discussion.      On 
every  consideration  of  public  honour  and 
of  patriotism,  and  by  his  sense  of  what  he 
owed  alike  to  his  country,  to  that  House, 
and   to   himself,    he   conjured   the   hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  not  to  persevere  in  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  G.  H.  MOORE  said,  that  tbo 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North. 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner)  must  neces- 
sarily have  great  weight  with  him  on  any 
subject,  but  more  particularly  on  the  sub- 
ject of  exciting  ill-will  and  disunion  amonrr 
various  classes,  sects,  and  communities. 
He  regretted,  however,  that  he  could   not 
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be  guided  by  his  cotiDsels  on  the  present 
occasioD.     With  regard  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  appealed  to  him  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  he  was  hound 
to  listen  with  great  respect  to  any  admoni- 
tion that  might  come  from  theip ;  but,  in 
this  instance,  he  must  refer  them  for  a 
reply   to  the  observations  which  he  had 
made  upon  the  same  subject  on  Friday 
eveniDg,  and   which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wonld.  doobtless,  ha?e  the  candonr  to  admit 
they  had  not  refuted.     The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  had  spoken  of  this 
as  of  a  party  question .     [Mr.  Spooneb: 
Hear,   hear  I]    The  form   of   the  notice 
might,  no  doubt,  be  correctly  described  as 
that  of  a  party  Motion,  but  the  question 
invoWed  was  one  which  ought  to  be  de* 
cided  by  that  House  without  the  slightest 
referenee  to  party  considerations,  and  in  a 
purely  jadicial  spirit.     It  was  a  question 
of  right  and  wrong  which  had  arisen  be- 
tweeo  the  GoTemments  of  two  great  conn- 
triea,  and  which,  in  his  view  of  the  matter, 
had  been  settled  on  a  basis  of  present  dis- 
aatiafaetion  and  of  future  danger,  as  re- 
garded the  feelings  and  opinions  of  the 
people  of  both  nations,  inasmuch  as  it  had 
been  left  to  be  arranged  by  the  wrongdoers 
tbemselTes,  and  on  the  principle  of  saving 
tbetr  own  character,  or,  at  all  events,  their 
own  position,  at  the  expense  of  the  na- 
tional honour,  which  it  was  their  duty  to 
b«ve  guarded.     In  so  far  as  such  a  propo- 
attkn  must,  if  entertained  by  the  House, 
mSeti  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼cmnent,  it  might  so  far  be  termed,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  liked  the  term,  **  a  party 
questioo,*'  but  most  assuredly  it  was  one 
vhieh  ought  to  be  judged  by  the  House 
tritheot  regard  to  party  consequences,  and 
iKpcHi  eonsiderations  the  highest,   widest, 
ud  most  extensive  which  could  govern  the 
vpbuuna  of  men.     In   his  opinion,   there 
were  mo  eireomstances  which  ought  to  be 
'OT^aldnd  by  Parliament  with -more  vigilant 
axMi  an^aos  attention  than  those  which  af- 
fected oar  relations  with  a  people  who, 
eproBg  finoro  our  own  soil,. spoke  the  same 
^^^^'g^'i^g^*  were  governed  by  the  same  in- 
rutadoea,  swayed  by  the  same  motives, 
SLxyd  inspired  by  the  same  great  instincts 
as  OBTsehrea.     There  was  nothing  which 
ZogiaBd  oaght  to  cherish  with  more  hope 
aad  pride  than  to  be  loved  and  honoured 
bj  tint  great  community  of  nations  of  her 
Uood  and  race  who,  gradually  multi- 
were  covering  the  earth  with  their 
,  the  sea  with  their  fleets,  and  who 
with  them,  wherever  they  went, 
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the  energy  and  the  enterprise,  the  all- 
conquering  will  and  the  indomitable  self- 
reliance  of  the  great  people  from  whom 
they  had  sprung.  Although  we  had  lost 
the  political  Government  of  the  United 
States,  as  we  might  hereafter  be  doom* 
ed  to  lose  that  of  other  colonies,  which 
might  grow  too  powerful  to  admit  of  their 
being  ruled  by  other  hands  than  their  own, 
we  ought  never  to  surrender — never  to  let 
lapse,  by  any  fault  of  ours,  our  right  to 
their  reverence  and  allegiance,  and  our 
title  to  be  regarded  as  the  head  of  their 
race,  the  centre  of  their  civilisation,  the 
fountain  of  their  inspirations,  and  the 
standard  of  what  every  nation  ought  to  be 
in  principle,  policy,  and  conduct.  What- 
ever might  be  the  faults  and  follies  of  the 
American  people,  he  believed  them  to  be  a 
people  of  wise  and  sagacious  as  well  as 
ardent  inspirations ;  and  that  there  was  no 
stronger  impulse  in  the  heart  of  an  Ame- 
rican than  an  instinctive  admiration  of  the 
old  country,  and  an  intuitive  desire  for 
brotherly  association  with  her  children. 
But  it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  if  Ame- 
rica should  grow  gradually  tired  of  an  at- 
tachment which  was  repelled,  if  not  repu« 
diated,  and  if  she  should  become  dissatis- 
fied with  an  alliance  which  was  occasionally 
ungracious,  exacting,  and  inconsiderate. 
There  was  nothing  which  required  to  be 
watched  with  greater  attention  than  the 
growth  of  such  a  feeling  in  the  public  mind 
of  America,  for  in  our  transactions  with 
that  country  our  only  policy  was  to  compel 
their  respect.  As  regarded  our  political 
and  diplomatic  relations,  they  rested  on 
the  foundations  of  truth  and  honour,  of 
fair  dealing  and  open  speaking,  and  to 
abandon  those  principles  would  be  to  loosen 
the  bonds  of  union  between  both  countries 
and  to  expose  each  to  a  common  calamity. 
He  firmly  believed  that  a  well-founded 
distrust  on  the  part  of  America  in  our 
character  for  integrity  and  veracity  would 
be  the  most  disastrous  circumstance,  the 
direst  misfortune  that  could  possibly  befall 
this  country,  and  it  was  because  the  Eng- 
lish Government  had,  in  his  opinion,  justly 
forfeited  the  respect  and  esteem  of  the 
people  and  Government  of  America  that 
he  deemed  it  to  be  the  duty  of  that  House 
to  declare,  at  once,  that,  for  the  folly  and 
weakness  which  had  led  to  that  result,  and 
which,  if  persevered  in,  might  lead  to  con* 
sequences  still  more  lamentable,  the  peo- 
ple of  England  were  in  no  degree  respon- 
sible; and  that  they  had  had  no  act  or 
part  in  bringing  about  a  state  of  things 


19 


Our  Belations  with 


{ COMMONS  f 


the  United  Stat$i. 


20 


which  it  was  impossible  to  regard  with 
other  feeliDgs  than  those  of  sorrow  and 
Bolicitude.  The  issoes  raised  bj  this  ques- 
tion were  neither  to  be  mistaken  uor  evaded. 
They  had  been  fairly  and  thus  acoorately 
stated  by  Lord  Clarendon  himself  in  one 
of  his  despatches — 

"  The  real  qaestiont  at  issue  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govenunent  and  that  of  the  United  States 
are,  whether  the  British  Government  ordered  or 
contemplated  anj  violation  of  the  neutrality  laws 
of  the  United  States;  whether,  if  the  British 
GU>Ternment  did  not  order  or  contemplate  such 
violation,  those  laws  were  nevertheless  violated 
by  persons  acting  with  the  authority  or  approba- 
tion of  the  British  Government  ?" 

Now,  on  those  two  points  he  was  prepared 
to  join  issue  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  he  would  undertake  to  make  it 
elear  that  the  neutrality  laws  of  the  United 
States  had  been  grossly  and  deliberately 
violated  and  outraged  by  persons  acting 
with  the  consent  and  approbation  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  did  contemplate  and 
sanction  the  violation  of  those  laws.  He 
was  aware  that  the  American  Government 
had,  in  their  last  despatch,  offered  with  con- 
temptuous courtesy  to  separate  the  two 
propositions — ^that  waa  to  say,  to  separate 
the  responsibility  of  Lord  Clarendon  and  of 
the  Government  from  that  of  Mr.  Cramp* 
ton:  but,  however  well  that  diplomatic 
fiction  might  suit  the  purpose  of  the  Ame- 
rican Government,  it  could  not  be  accepted 
by  the  British  otherwise  than  at  the  ex- 
pense of  their  own  truth  and  honesty. 
That  distinction  of  the  American  Govern- 
ment was  based  first  on  the  disputed  avowal 
of  Mr.  Crampton,  and,  secondly,  on  the 
distinct  avowal  of  Lord  Clarendon,  that 
Mr.  Crampton  was  enjoined  to  act  above- 
board  and  to  have  no  concealment  from 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
For  his  own  part  he  cared  not  to  consider 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
or  had  not  thought  proper  in  their  last  de- 
spatch to  ride  off  on  that  assumption.  If 
they  had  it  would  avail  them  nothing,  for 
it  could  be  distinctly  shown  that  Mr. 
Crampton  had  performed  the  duty  indi- 
cated to  him  by  Lord  Clarendon,  that  he 
had  acted  on  that  interpretation  of  the 
law  which  had  received  the  sanction  of 
Lord  Clarendon,  and  that  from  first  to  last 
he  had  pursued  a  course  which  had  been 
authorised,  accredited,  and  finally  defended 
by  Lord  Clarendon.  As  for  Lord  Claren- 
don having  deprecated  a  violation  of  the 
American  law,  so  too  had  Mr.  Crampton ; 
but  both  insisted  with  equal  pertinacity  on 
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placing  upon  that  law  a  perverse  constnic- 
tion  which  had  led  to  its  being  violated, 
and  in  that  respect  they  were  both  equally 
blameable.     fint  although  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  be  in  a  position  to  assert 
that  the  disavowal  of  Mr.  Crampton's  Acts 
(which  the  American  Government  assumed) 
did  not  rest  upon  an  explicit  declaration  of 
their  own,  it  was  not  so  in  regard  to  the 
assurance  given    by   Lord   Clarendon  to 
which  he  had  already  referred,  and  which 
the  American  Government  accepted  in  ex- 
planation.    Lord  Clarendon,  writing  to  Mr. 
Buchanan  at  the  beginning  of  the  contro- 
versy, expressly  declared  that  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton was  enjoined  above  all  to  practise  no 
concealment   with  the  American  Govern- 
ment.    That  declaration  had  been  accepted 
by  the  United  States'  Government;  thej 
had  made  the  most  effective  use  of  it  from 
one  end  of  the  correspondence  to  the  other, 
and  it  had  been  quoted  with  triumph  by 
Mr.  Marcy  in  his  last  despatch.  Mr.  Marcy 
said— 

"  If  Mr.  Crampton  believed  that  what  he  was 
doing,  or  intended  to  do,  in  the  way  of  recruiting 
was  right,  he  could  have  had  do  reluctaoeo  to 
oommvnicate  it  to  me,  for  bis  instructionB  required 
him  to  make  that  disclosure.      Acting  in  due 
frankness,  and  with  a  proper  regard  for  the  dio* 
tates    of  international    comity,    Mr.  Crampton 
should,  it  would  seem,  have  disclosed  to  me  all 
the  measures  intended  to  be  pursued  within  the 
United  States  by  the  agents  of  his  Government, 
including  himself,  in  execution  of  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament for  raising  the  Foreign  Legion.    Kay,  he 
WHS  expressly  commanded  by  his  Govomroent  to 
practise  no  concealment  with  the  American  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject.    If  he  had  obeyed  these 
orden  all  misunderatandings  between    the  two 
Governments  would  have  been  prevented.'' 

Now  that  was -the  assnrance  on  wbich  Her 
Majesty *B  Government  consented  that  they 
should  be  held  exculpated  and  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton impeached,  and  was  it  true  ?  He  called 
on   Her  Majesty's   Government  to   show 
that  it  had  the  slightest  foundation  in  fact. 
On  that  point  the  whole  question  turned. 
If  our  Government  enjoined  Mr.  Crampton 
to  use  no  concealment,  then  there  waa  an  end 
to  the  charge  against  them  ;  but  if«  on  the 
contrary,  Mr.  Crampton  received  no  aucb 
injunction.  Her  Majesty's  Miniatera  eouM 
not  escape  from  their  responaibilitj.     1^ 
making  that  assertion,  however*  Lord  Clai 
rendon,  while  betraying  an  imag^inative  xnc 
mory  as  to  what  he  had  enjoined,  evince 
a  distinct  consciousness  of  what  he  ougn 
to  have  enjoined  and  of  what  Mr.  Cramj 
ton  ought  to  have  done.     He  (Mr.  Alooi^ 
would  prove  that,  so  far  from  thero  \\ai 
ing  been  no  concealment  on   the   part  ' 
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the  EDgltah  authorities  in  America,  tberr 
eondoet  was  all  concealment — all  a  dis- 
STOwiog  and  denying  of  everything  and 
ererybody  that  was  found  out — all  an  aid- 
iag,  abetting,  and  approving  of  everybody 
who  remained  concealed  and  of  everything 
that  worked  well  underground.  He  under- 
took, also,  to  show  that  Mr.  Crampton  was 
not  "  enjoined  above  all,*'  nor  even  enjoin- 
ed at  all«  to  avoid  concealment ;  but  that 
he  was  abetted,  sustained,  approved,  and 
defended  in  a  course  of  conduct  of  which 
coQcealment  was  the  very  key-stone  and 
afforded  the  only  possible  hope  of  success. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  the  question 
of  the  neutrality  of  the  United  States  and 
the  strict  enforcement  of  the  laws  relating 
to  it  were  first  mooted  and  insisted  upon 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Early  in 
April,  1854,  in  the  beginning  of  the  war 
with  Russia,  Mr.  Crampton  wrote  to  Mr. 
Marey  to  the  following  effect*- 

"  Tlie  allied  GoTemments  confidently  tnist  that 
the  GorenuneDts  of  countries  which  may  remain 
Bfutral  donng  this  war  will  exert  their  anthority 
and  enfisoe  on  their  sabjects  the  necessity  of 
ohsenrisf  the  strietest  neutrality,  and  also  that 
Ihe  eitiieos  of  the  United  States  shall  rigorously 
abstaia  from  taking  part  in  armaments  of  this 
nacore,  or  in  any  other  manner  opposite  to  the 
daiiei  «f  a  strict  neutrality ." 

To  this  reasonable  demand  the  American 
Government  returned  this  pithy  answer—' 

'*  The  law  of  this  country  imposes  severe  re- 
ttricCioiiB  not  only  upon  its  own  citizenSj  but  upon 
aU  persona  who  may  be  resident  in  the  United 
States,  agninst  equipping  privateers,  receiTiog 
cwiinriflsiopa,  or  enlisting  men  therein  for  the 
pcrpoae  of  taking  part  in  any  foreign  war.  It  is 
set  apptdieiMled  that  there  will  be  any  attempt 
to  TwUte  the  law,  but  should  the  just  eipectatioos 
'){the  President  be  disregarded  he  will  not  fail  in 
^  ^ty  to  nse  all  the  power  with  which  he  is 
to  prevent  any  aneh  participation  in  the 
the  principal  powers  of  Europe 


^4  that  demand  of  our  Government  was 
cheerfiBy  aeceded  to  by  the  Goyemment 
of  the  United  States,  and  thus  a  clear  un- 
derstaaCng  was  formed  between  the  two 
Powers  as  to  their  relatiye  duties  in  regard 
to  the  aentralitj  of  the  latter.  The  inter- 
FetatioB  now,  however,  songht  to  be  put 
cpdti  the  arrangement — namely,  that  the 
Aoerieans  were  unequivocally  bound  down 
tc  prevent  ad j  armaments  from  being  fit- 
ted out  in  their  eountry  against  the  in- 
V^rcsts  of  Eo^^land,  but  that  under  a  quirk 
-*  ^aibble  of  1a*^  we  were  at  liberty  prac- 
t'caliy  and  in  faet  to  carry  out  our  wishes 
A  Ttgard  to  the  enlistment   of  men  in 


the  United  States  to  fight  against  Russia 
—was  really  so  monstrous,  unreasonable, 
and  unjust  that  no  man  of  honest  feeling 
or  common  sense  would  listen  to  it  for  a 
moment.     Unfortunately,  we  soon  began 
to  take  new  views  on  the  question  of  neu- 
trality, and,  construing  right  and  wrong 
after  a  peculiar  fashion  of  our  own,  insist- 
ed also  on  others  construing  them  in  the 
same  way.     The  Foreign  Enlistment  Bill 
passed  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  not, 
however,  because  it  was  deemed  an  unex- 
ceptional measure,  but  because  the  Legis- 
lature,'having  intrusted  the  Government 
with  the  conduct  of  the  war,  could  not, 
without  relieving  them  from  their  respon* 
sibility,  refuse  them  the  means  which  they 
asserted  to  be  essential  for  its  successful 
prosecution.     The  Bill,  however,  did  not 
pass  through  either  House  without  many 
explanations,  or  without  assurances — not, 
indeed,  contained  in  its  provisions,  but  as 
solemnly    binding   as   any  understanding 
come  to  between  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government  possibly  could  be.     The  Duke 
of  Newcastle  having  been  asked  in  the 
other  House  into  what  countries  it  was 
proposed  to  introduce  the  system  of  enlist- 
ment, replied  that  he  could  give  no  answer 
until  the  Governments  of  different  nations 
had  been  consulted.     That,  in  his  opinion, 
must  be  taken  as  an  indication  that  the 
Duke  of  Newcastle  had  no  idea  of  enlist- 
ing in  other  countries  without  the  consent 
of  their  Governments  ;    and  he  believed 
that  noble  Duke  incapable  of  giving  such 
an  intimation  with  a  covert  intention  to 
violate  its  purport  and  spirit.     It  was  for 
the  noble  duke's  colleagues  to  say  whether 
or  not  he  (Mr.  Moore)  had  rightly  inter- 
preted his  meaning  and  views  on  the  mat- 
ter.    The  measure  having,  however,  be- 
come law,  the  next  question  was,  how  was 
it  to  be  put  into  operation  consistently  with 
the  neutrality  laws  of  other  nations,  and 
in  conformity  with  the  engagement  into 
which  our  Government  had  entered  with 
Parliament  ?     A  letter  was  sent  from  the 
Foreign  Office  to  Sir  Gaspard  le  Marchant, 
the  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia,  suggesting 
that  he  should  make  certain  inquiries  as 
to  the  bringing  of  men  presenting  them- 
selves to  our  consuls  in  the  United  States 
as  willing  to  serve  Her  Majesty  from  their 
places  of  residence  in  the  States  to  that 
British  colony.     That  communication  was 
enclosed  by  Lord  Clarendon  in  a  despatch 
to  Mr.  Crampton,  with  the  following  signi- 
ficant addendum :— 
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"  The  subject  i»  one  whioh  engages  the  eaniest  |  of  Tolnnteer  witnesses  among  snob  people  irould 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  you    also  be  verj  great, 
will  use  your  best  endeavours  to  give  effect  to 
their  wishes." 


The  first  step  taken  in  the  matter  by  Mr. 
Crampton  was  wise  and  discreet  ;  and  he 
was  strongly  induced  to  believe  that  if  he 
had  had  a  wise  and  discreet  chief  oyer 
him  our  Amhassador  at  Washington  would 
never  have  got  into  the  trouble  in  which 
he  suhsequently  became  involved.  Writ^ 
ing  to  Lord  Clarendon,  in  answer  to  the 
despatch  just  mentioned,  Mr.  Crampton 
said  : — 

*'  In  order  that  no  misooneeption  or  mistake 
should  arise  in  regard  to'  this  matter,  which  is 
justly  regarded  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  as 
one  of  primary  importance,  and  whioh  is,  indeed, 
an  indispensable  condition  to  success  in  the  ob- 
jects they  desire  to  efTect,  I  have  caused  the  legal 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  bearing  of  the  neutrality 
laws  of  the  United  States  in  this  matter,  of  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  enclose  a  copy,  to  be  drawn 
up  by  an  eminent  American  lawyer,  in  the  sound- 
ness of  whose  views — ^both  professional  and  poli- 
tical— ^I  place  the  firmest  reliance." 


Mr.  Crampton  thus  placed  a  very  just  re- 
liance  in  the  soundness  of  the  views  of 
the  eminent  lawjer  who  drew  up  that 
document;  and  every  one  who  had  perused 
it  attentively  must  admit  that  more  saga- 
cious or  more  pregnant  advice  than  it  con- 
tained was  never  received,  l^ot  a  single 
danger  or  disaster  had  since  occurred  of 
which  the  document  did  not  give  distinct 
forewarning.  In  his  Report  this  eminent 
lawyer  sa^d,  speaking  of  the  Neutrality 
Act— 

**  By  the  second-section  of  this  Act,  a  person 
enlisting  himself  within  the  United  States,  for 
foreign  service,  is  punishable:  and  the  person 
who  enlists  him  is  also  punishable.  This  is  the 
case  of  a  complete  enlistment  within  the  United 
States ;  both  parties  to  which  contract  are  of- 
fenders. But  it  was  apparent  that  if  the  statute 
stopped  here,  nothing  would  be  easier  than  to 
evaide  its  provisions.  Good  &ith  required  that  it 
should,  if  possible,  be  made  to  reach  and  prevent 
the  mischief  against  which  it  was  directed.  Ac- 
cordingly it  is  made  equally  an  offence  '  to  hire  or 
retain  any  person  to  go  beyond  the  limits  or 
jurisdiction  of  the  Unitad  States, '  with  intent  to 
be  enlisted. '  The  offender  in  this  ease  is  the  party 
hiring  or  retaining  another  to  go,  Ac.,  with  in- 
tent, Ac. ;  and  is  complete  by  the  fact  of  such 
hiring  or  retaining,  whether  the  party  so  hired  or 
retained  actually  go  abroad  and  be  enlisted  or  not. 
The  proof  thereof  would  ordinarily  be  found  at 
hand,  if  found  at  all,  and  might  be  drawn  from 
the  other  party  to  the  contract,  who  could  inter- 
pose no  objection  on  the  score  of  criminating 
himself,  since,  as  to  him,  there  is  no  offence  ex- 
cept by  enlistment  within  the  United  States, 
which  the  supposed  case  excludes.    The  danger 
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The  opinion  of  this  American  lawyer 
concluded  with  the  following  comprehen- 
sive and  sagacious  summary  of  the  whole 
matter : — 

"  When  we  consider  the  necessity  of  something 
like  an  inspection,  the  unavoidable  coinoidenoe  of 
numbers  of  emigrants,  the  malice  of  rejected  ap- 
plicants, the  induoements  to  treachery,  the  natu- 
ral vigilance  of  a  certain  portion  of  the  commu- 
nity in  such  a  matter ;  and,  through  them,  the 
action  of  the  press  and  the  police,  I  think  the 
least  to  be  apprehended  is  a  prosecution,  what- 
ever its  results ;  and,  in  that  event,  the  eonnec- 
tion  of  any  official  person,  however  indirect  or 
&intly  traced,  would  more  than  couoterbalaDee 
the  advantages  proposed." 

Was  it  not,  then,  most  arrogant  and  mon- 
strous to  seek  to  inculpate  the  authorities 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  hlame  them 
for  taking  that  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  warned   hy  their  own 
lawyer,  it  would  he  the  duty  of  the  United 
States  Government   to  take  under  such 
circumstances  ?    Could  anything  he  more 
extraordinary  than  the  raising  of  an  elabo- 
rate wrangle  with  the  United  States,  in 
support  of  an  interpretation  of  the  lavr 
which  was  not  only  in  direct  opposition  to 
the  decisions  of  the  American  Courts  o( 
Judicature,  hut  to  the  opinion  of  the  legal 
adviser  consulted  on  hehalf  of  the  British 
Government  ?  It  appeared  to  bim  that  that 
opinion,  if  it  was  not  at  once  decisive  as  to 
the  matter  in  question,  ou^ht  at  least  to 
have  suggested  further  inquiry  from  the 
shrewd  and   sagacious  man   upon  whose 
opinion  Her  Majesty's  Government  placed 
so  much  reliance.     What,  however,  was 
the  effect  produced  by  thia  advice  upon 
the  mind  of  Mr.  Crampton,  and  what  was 
the  opinion  be  communicated  to  the  au- 
thorities in  Canada,  and  to  the  Foreign 
Secretary  at  home  ?   It  was  this  : — 

«<  Washington,  March  11,  1855. 
*'  A  copy  of  the  instructions  addressed  to  yoor 
Excellency  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonial Department  has  already  been  forwarded  to 
me  by  the  Earl  of  Clarendon,  accompanied  by  an 
instruction  from  his  Lordship  to  myself  to  use  in> 
best  endeavours  to  give  effect  to  the  wishes  ol 
Iler  Majesty's  Government,  and  with  that  view  tc 
communicate  with  your  Excellency  for  the  pur 
pose  of  obtaining  your  co-operation  in  regard  U 
such  measures  as  may  be  adopted  with  safety 
and  with  a  scrupulous  respect  to  the  proYmons  i 
the  law  of  the  United  States.  Thus,  though  n< 
empowered  by  Her  Miyesty's  Government  t 
raise  or  embody  in  the  United  States  troops  f< 
Iler  Majesty's  service — for  this  would  be  obvious 
impracticable  in  view  of  the  existing  laws  of  tli 
country — I  feel  folly  authorised  to  use  suob  xnca 
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M  may  be  within  my  power,  and  are  legal,  to  meet 
the  Tiewt  of  Her  Majesty'a  GoTernment." 

Mr.  Crampton  farther  instructed  the  au- 
thorities ID  Canada — 

**  To  inform  such  persons  generally  of  the  dis- 
poiition  of  Her  Majesty's  Gorernment  to  accept 
Mieh  properly  qnalifled  candidates  as  may  offer 
tbamaelTes,  to  make  them  acquainted  with  the 
terms  «pon  which  the  enlistments  will  he  made, 
and  with  the  places  within  the  British  dominions 
to  which  they  may  repair  for  the  purpose  of  being 
enrolled,  earefolly  abstaining,  howerer,  from  en- 
lering  into  any  agreement  with  such  persons,  or 
from  doing  anything  which  might  be  construed 
into  '  retaining  or  hiring*  any  indiridoal  to  emi- 
gnte  lor  the  purpose  of  enlisting  in  the  British 
Krriee.  Any  advance  of  money  by  Her  Majesty's 
afeots  or  others  in  the  United  States  would  con- 
stitute an  infraction  of  the  neutrality  law." 

There  appears  to  have  been  a  dogged  de- 
termination on  the  part  of  Mr.  Crampton, 
to  pnrrae  a  particular  course,  despite  the 
opinion  which  had  been  given  to  him  bj 
tbeAmeriean  lawyer;  and  yet  Lord  Claren- 
doo,  with  that  legal  opinion  hefore  him, 
and  with  a  full  knowledge  of  the  resolu- 
tion of  Mr.  Crampton  to  proceed  upon  his 
own  interpretation  of  the  law,  said,  in  a 
despatch  of  the  12th  of  April,  1855,  ad- 
(fresaed  to  Mr.  Crampton  : — 

**  I  entirely  approve  your  proceedings  as  re- 
ported in  your  despatch  of  the  12th  ult.,  with  re- 
spect to  the  proposed  enlistment  in  the  Queen's 
» trite  of  foreigners  and  British  subjects  in  the 
Tiiited  States." 

Xow,  accepting  the  interpretation  which 
*as  placed  npon  that  particular  passage 
by  l4»rd  Clarendon  himself — or  by  some- 
body eUe  if  report  spoke  truly — as  correct, 
it  cieariy  covered  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
treedicgs  suhseqoeotly  taken  by  Mr.  Cramp- 
•iro^  and  it  amounted  to  an  approval  of  Mr. 
^'rampcon's  resolution  to  proceed  with  the 
«:iiIUtment,  notwithstanding  the  advice  he 
iiad  received.  It  was,  in  fact,  an  approval 
frf  Mr.  Crampton *8  instructions  to  the  6o- 
remaieiit  authorities  in  Canada  to  com- 
insii''eate  to  ail  whom  it  might  concern  in 
tiie  Uvked  States  the  terms  upon  which 
U^r  Majeity's  GoTemment  would  receive 
recmisa,  and  an  approval  of  his  interpreta- 
t'to  of  Ihelaw  that  an  advance  of  money 
'.y  Her  Majesty's  agenta  or  others  in  the 
Vohed  States  would  be  necessary  to  con- 
•tUBte  an  infraction  of  the  neutrality  law. 
^-i  lei  the  House  mark  what  followed. 
A:  the  very  moment  when  Lord  Clarendon, 
'»  answer  to  Mr.  Crampton *8  despatch  and 
*'.rlotare»  expressed  this  complete  and  com- 
'ehcnai^e  approval  of  that  gentleman's 
".eeedtxBgs,  he  was  in  receipt  of  another 
v:^jsxac]i  suid  e&eloaure  which  he  did  not 


choose  to  notice  in  his  despatch  of  the 
1 2th  of  April.  It  appeared  that  on  the 
8th  of  April — four  days  before  he  wrote 
the  despatch  of  April  12  —  the  Earl  of 
Clarendon  received  a  despatch  from  Mr. 
Crampton,  communicating  intelligence  that 
one  Mr.  Angus  M 'Donald  had  been  found 
out  in  doing  the  very  thing  that  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton had  just  instructed  his  agents  to  do, 
and  which  Lord  Clarendon  had  approved. 
The  despatch  was  in  these  terms  : — 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  enclose  an  extract  from 
a  letter  which  I  have  received  from  Mr.  Consul 
Barclay  at  New  York,  informing  me  that  the 
person  whose  name  is  at  the  foot  of  the  printed 
handbill  therein  enclosed  had  stated  to  him,  that 
that  handbill  had  been  issued  by  authority — that 
is,  I  presume,  by  the  authority  of  Iler  Majesty's 
Government." 

He  (Mr.  Moore)  would  now  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  placard  refened 
to:— 

**  Highly  important  to  the  unemployed  ! — The 
British  Government  having  concluded  to  form  a 
foreign  legion  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  to  raise  several 
regiments  for  duty  in  the  provinces,  offer  a  bounty 
of  £6,  or  30  dollars,  together  with  the  pay  of  8 
dollars  a  month,  rations,  good  clothing,  and  warm 
quarters,  to  every  effiective  man  fit  for  military 
duty,  from  nineteen  to  forty  years  of  age  ;  to  join 
which  are  invited  English.  Irish,  Scotch,  and 
Germans.  The  subscriber  (with  the  view  of  as- 
sisting those  who  have  not  the  means  of  paying 
their  passage)  hereby  gives  notice  that  he  has 
opened  a  passage- office,  rtlo.  36,  Pearl -street  (near 
Broad),  where  he  proposes  to  engage  passages  by 
good  vessels  to  Halifax,  leaving  twice  or  three 
times  a  week,  for  the  sum  of  5  dollars ;  or,  pro- 
cure through-tickets  by  railroad  leaving  every 
morning  ( Sundays  excepted),  and  arriving  at  St. 
John's,  near  Montreal,  that  evening,  which  pas- 
sage money  must  he  paid  him  or  his  agent  by 
the  parties,  together  with  the  small  sum  of  60 
cents  additional  for  commissions,  on  arriving  at 
their  destination  in  the  provinoe.  It  is  hoped 
that  those  effective  men  who  are  now  suffering 
and  in  distress  will  avail  themselves  of  this  rare 
opportunity  of  bettering  their  condition  before  it 
is  too  late. — Anovs  McDonald." 

Now  that  placard  was  very  strictly  worded, 
and  was  confined  to  a  statement  of  the 
terms  upon  which  volunteers  would  be  re- 
ceived in  the  British  province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  expressly  stipulating  that  the  pas- 
sage-money should  be  paid  by  the  parties 
themselves.  Yet  all  our  consuls  with  one 
accord  concurred  in  denouncing  this  dis- 
creet notification.  Mr.  Barclay,  our  con- 
sul at  Now  York,  at  once  wrote  off  to 
Mr.  Crampton  the  following  very  curt  de- 
spatch : — 

"  The  person  whose  name  is  at  the  foot  of  the 
enclosed  printed  paper  informs  me  that  it  has 
been  done  by  authority.  I  fear  it  will  produce  a 
ferment." 
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Mr.  Crampton  despatcbed  to  Mr.  Consul 
Barclay  the  following  very  dUingenuous 
avowal : — 

*'  I  have  reeeiyed  your  letter  of  the  2l8t  inst., 
enclosing  a  printed  handbill  signed  Angus  M*Do- 
nald,  and  informing  me  that  the  said  M*Donald 
states  to  jou  that  he  has  issued  it  b/  the  autho- 
rity of  Her  Majesty's  Oorernment.  I  have  to 
state  to  you  that  Angus  M' Donald  has  no  autho- 
rity from  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the  issue 
of  the  handbill  in  question,  or  for  hiring  or  re- 
taining any  person  in  the  United  States  to  go  be- 
yond the  limits  of  the  same  with  intent  to  be  en- 
listed in  Her  Majesty's  service." 

Now,  they  knew  perfectly  well  that  these 
proceedings  had  taken  place  by  the  autho- 
rity of  Sir  Gaspard  le  Marcbant,  or  of 
Mr.  Crampton  himself,  but  that  gentleman 
Btated  that  they  had  not  taken  place  under 
the  authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, which,  in  a  certain  diplomatic  sense, 
mi^ht  be  perfectly  true,  and  that  Angus 
M 'Donald  had  no  authority  "  for  hiring 
or  retaining  any  person  in  the  United 
States  "  to  be  enlisted  in  Her  Majesty's 
service.  The  object  of  Mr.  Crampton  in 
communicating  these  facts  for  the  informa- 
tion of  Mr.  Barclay  was  not  at  first  sight 
very  obvious,  but'  the  communication  was 
really  intended  not  for  the  information  of 
Mr.  Barclay,  but  for  the  misinformation  of 
the  American  Government.  Accordingly, 
Mr.  Crampton,  with  a  copy  of  this  de- 
spatch wet  in  his  hand,  rushed  off  to  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
United  States,  and  threw  it  triumphantly 
before  him  as  an  explicit  declaration  of  the 
views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
regard  to  the  notification  of  M 'Donald, 
which  he  admitted  must  certainly  be  re- 
garded as  an  infraction  of  the  neutrality 
laws.  It  was  clear  that  that  despatch, 
which  was  laid  before  the  American  Go- 
vernment, and  the  explanations  given 
amounted  to  a  distinct  declaration  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
the  notification  did  constitute  a  *'  hiring 
and  retaining  "  under  the  American  law, 
and  so  Mr.  Marcy  understood  it  when  he 
declared  bis  perfect  satisfaction  with  the 
explanation  of  Mr.  Crampton,  and  his  re- 
solution at  once  to  prosecute.  Now  what 
was  the  proceeding  which  had  thus  been 
denounced  by  the  representative  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ?  It  was  simply 
that  of  issuing  a  notification  for  the  hiring 
and  retaining  of  troops  in  the  United 
States  ;  but  what  he  asked  was,  what  was 
the  difference  between  the  line  of  conduct 
pursued  at  that  state  of  the  proceedings 
and  that  which  was  afterwards  adopted  ? 

Mr.  0.  H.  Moore 


It  was  made  perfectly  clear  that  what 
M'Donald  found  he  was  unable  to  do  in  the 
light  of  day,  and  by  regularly  accredited 
officers,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  attempt  to 
do  in  the  dark  and  through  the  agency  of 
German  mercenaries.  Well,  that  asaertioQ 
did  not  rest  upon  conjecture.  It  was  here 
proved  that  at  the  very  time  Mr.  Crampton 
went  to  the  Secretary  of  State*s  office  to 
denounce  the  conduct  of  M'Donald,  our 
Government  was  issuing  another  handbill 
of  a  similar  character,  which  he  would  be 
able  to  show  had  been  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Mr.  Buchanan,  in  a  despatch  to  Lord  Cla- 
rendon, dated  July  6,  said  :-^ 

"  Attempts  have  been  made,  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  existing  war  between  Grest 
Britain  and  Russia,  to  enlist  soldiers  for  the  Bri- 
tish army  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States, 
and  rendezvoos  for  this  purpose  have  been  actually 
opened  in  some  of  their  principal  cities.    When 
intimations  were  thrown  out  that  British  consols 
in  the  United  States  were  encouraging  and  aiding 
suoh  enlistments,  Mr.  Crampton,  Her  Britannic 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Washington,  exhibited  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  a  copy  of  a  letter  which 
ho  had  addressed  to  one  of  these  consuls,  dis* 
approring  of  the  proceeding,  and  discoantenancin(^ 
it  as  a  violation  of  the  neutrality  laws  of  the 
United  States.     After  this  very  proper  conduct 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Crampton  it  was  confidently 
believed  that  these  attempts  to   raise  military 
forces  within  the  territory  of  a  neutral  nation, 
from  whatever  source  they  may  have  originated, 
would  at  once  have  been  abandoned/' 

He  then  proceeded  to  show  that  the 
same  efTurts  were  still  used  to  raise  re- 
cruits in  the  United  States,  though  in  a 
different  form,  and  that  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  Nova  Scotia  had  had  a  direct 
agency  in  those  attempts  to  violate  the 
laws  of  the  United  States — 

"  This,"  he  said,  "  will  appear  from  the  copy 
of  a  notification  issued  by  that  functionary,  dated 
Ualifiiz,  on  the  16th  of  March  last,  and  believed 
to  be  genuine ;  a  copy  of  which  the  undersigned 
has  now  the  honour  to  oommunioate  to  ibe  Ear) 
of  Clarendon." 

The  proclamation  was  dated  the  lotl) 
of  March,  and  ran  as  follows  :-^ 

"  The  Lieutenant-Governor  of  Novm  Scotia 
having  been  empowered  to  embody  a  foreig 
legion,  and  to  raise  British  regiments  for  servio 
in  the  provinces  or  abroad,  notice  is  hereby  give 
that  able-bodied  men,  between  the  a^s  of  nin^ 
teen  and  forty  on  applying  at  the  depOt  at  iJalifa: 
will  receive  a  bounty  £0  sterling  (equal  to  '^ 
doUars).  and  on  being  enrolled  will  receive 
dollars  per  month,  with  the  clothing,  quartet 
and  other  advantages  to  which  British  soldiQ 
are  entitled.  Pensions  or  gratuities  for  disti 
guished  services  in  the  field  will  be  given.  No' 
iScotian  and  other  shipmasters  who  may  bri' 
into  this  province  poor  men  willing  to  aerre  £ 
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Majesty  vfll  be  entitled  to  reeeive  the  cost  of  a 
pa!»sag8  for  eaeh  man  shipped  from  Philadelphia, 
New  York,  or  Boston." 

Tlius,  while  our  authorities  disavowed  the 
placard  which  had  been  issued  bj  McDonald 
there  was  at  the  Tery  time  being  issued, 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Government, 
another  proclamation  containing  all  that 
was  in  the  M'Donald  notification,  and  to 
an  equal  degree  infringing  the  law  of  the 
United  States.  Now  what  did  Lord  Cla- 
rendon say  to  that  ?  It  was  to  him  some- 
thing stupendous.  The  House  would 
hardly  believe  that  Lord  Clarendon,  with 
those  two  documents  before  him,  declared 
that  li'Dona\d*8  notification  was  very  pro- 
perly disavowed  by  the  British  authorities, 
but  that  the  other  proclamation  was  per- 
fectly legal.  He  did,  therefore,  hope  that 
the  Government  would  do  him  the  honour 
of  taking  the  two  proclamations  and  proving 
that  which  Lord  Clarendon  had  asserted — 
m.,  that  M*Donald*s  was  an  illegal  pro- 
clamation, and  the  one  issued  by  Sir 
Gaspard  Le  Marchant  from  Nova  Scotia 
perfectly  in  accordance  with  law.  He 
thought  it  was  right  the  House  should 
know  the  precise  stage  of  this  question  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  con- 
Tersation,  to  which  he  had  a  little  ago 
referred,  took  place.  Mr.  Marcy  stated 
that— 

"  The  scheme  of  enlistment  did  not  sirnifioantly 
dfreiope  itself  in  our  principal  cities  imtil  the 
i&o&th  c£  March.  Immediately  thereupon  the 
Vfiited  States'  Government  manifested  the  most 
decided,  miequirocal,  and  public  demonstcation 
of  aveneness  and  resistance  to  it.  Their  attorney 
at  New  York  was  instructed  to  suppress  enlist- 
cieBt  in  that  city,  and  prosecute  those  engaged 
in  it.  On  the  23rd  of  "Mkrch  he  called  upon  the 
tnrted  States'  Marshal  for  his  assistance  and 
co-operation,  and  addressed  to  that  officer  a  letter 
coataining  a  copy  of  the  United  States'  law  against 
fereign  recruiting  within  their  jurisdiction,  stating 
that 'the  Government  is  determined  to  execute 
the  laws  to  their  fullest  extent.'  In  that  letter 
he  employed  the  following  language : — '  I  wish 
you  to  lie  such  means  as  may  be  at  your  com- 
maod  to  prevent  any  violation  of  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  which  are  passed  to  preserve  our 
neutrality.  On  the  succeeding  day  this  letter 
was  pnbllsbed  in  the  journals  of  the  city  of  New 
York,  of  the  widest  circulation,  and  shortly  there- 
after in  the  WcuhinffUm  Union  and  throughout 
the  eoojitry.  Numerous  arrests  of  persons  charged 
*i:h  enlisting  men  for  the  British  service  were 
sade  in  Ma»b;  their  examinations  before  the 
Bagistntes  were  published  in  the  newspapers. 
The  Baii/€ut  Jommal  (a  paper  said  to  he  in  the 
iaterest  of  the  British  Government)  published  the 
^jiUmimg : — *  Brother  Jonathan  is  making  a  great 
^  ahoot  this  foreign  legion,  and  is  using  all 
kinds  of  procUmations  to  prevent  the  shipping  of 
f^enita,  4te.,  threatening  to  arrest  parties  en- 
Si^td,    He  is  a  Tery  smart  fellow,  but  Bluenose 


is  sometimes  too  much  for  him.  They  would  like 
to  lay  hands  on  Mr.  Howe,  but  he  is  so  slippery 
they  cannot  oatch  him.' " 

Now  he  would  confidently  appeal  to  the 
House,  whether  Mr.  Marcy  was  not  justi- 
fied in  helicving  that  the  declaration  of 
Mr.  Crampton  amounted  to  a  distinct 
avowal  that  the  British  Government  had 
no  participation  whatever  in  proceedings 
that  were  scandalizing  the  Union ;  and  yet 
Lord  Clarendon,  perfectly  aware  of  all  the 
circumstances,  expressed  his  complete  ap- 
proval of  all  that  had  heen  done  hy  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia.  Mr. 
Crampton  having,  as  he  thought,  set  the 
question  right  with  the  United  States' 
Government,  posted  off  in  hot  haste  to 
Canada,  and  set  on  foot  an  extensive 
system  of  enlistment  within  the  Union,  in 
order  to  effect  the  same  process  and  hy 
the  same  means  which  he  had  just  de- 
nounced. Hireling  emissaries  of  all  kinds  • 
were  employed,  and  the  Government  issued 
memoranda  for  their  guidance,  to  enable 
them  to  make  known  to  persons  in  the 
United  States  the  terms  and  conditions 
upon  which  recruits  would  be  received- 
nay,  they  even  furnished  a  cipher  by  which 
such  men  as  Stroebel,  a  German  of  doubt- 
ful reputation,  might  carry  on  a  corres- 
pondence with  the  representative  of  the 
Queen.  Let  it  not  be  said  the  case  rested 
on  the  authority  of  Stroebel.  The  fact 
did  not  depend  on  his  testimony.  He 
was  willing  to  admit  that  Stroebel  was  a 
man  of  as  bad  a  character  as  oven  Birch 
of  The  World,  and  he  presumed  Lord 
Clarendon  thought  him  bad  enough.  But 
the  matter  rested  on  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Crampton  himself,  and  on  his  own  con- 
fession, tacit  or  expressed.  Mr.  Crampton 
admitted  having  furnished  Stroebel  with 
a  cipher,  and  with  having  furnished  him 
with  the  following  memorandum  for  his 
guidance —  , 

"  It  is  essential  to  suooess  that  no  assemblages 
of  persons  should  take  place  at  beerhouses,  or 
other  similar  places  of  entertainment,  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  devising  measures  for  enlisting,  and  the 
parties  should  scrupulously  avoid  resorting  to  this 
or  similar  means  of  disseminating  the  desured  in- 
formation, inasmuch  as  the  attention  of  the  Ame- 
rican authorities  would  not  fail  to  be  called  to 
such  proceedings." 

Now,  this  was  what  Lord  Clarendon  called 
**  no  concealment."  Why,  one  would  sup- 
pose that  these  were  excerpta  from  the 
intercepted  correspondence  of  an  Irish 
Whiteboy  instead  of  instructions  issued 
by  the  representative  of  Her  Majesty.  In 
the  same  way  Mr.  Crampton  did  not  deny 
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haTing  furnished  Stroebel  with  the  follow- 
ing :— 

"  You  were  to  telegraph  him  b/  this  cipher  in- 
stead of  the  usual  way  ? — ^Yes,  Sir. 

**  What  was  the  object  in  giving  you  this  cipher  ? 
— Such  ciphers  were  given  to  several  officers — to 
Mr.  Smolensk!,  Mr.  Cartenseo,  and  men  actually 
engaged  in  the  recruiting  business  received  those 
ciphers. 

*'  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  detection  f 
— It  was  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  detection  and 
avoiding  any  difficulties  with  the  authorities  here. 
It  was  to  enable  me  to  telegraph  to  Mr.  Crampton 
from  every  place  I  might  visit,  without  the  people 
in  the  telegraph  offices  understanding  it. 

"  Were  all  the  officers  sent  on  this  recruiting 
to  telegraph  to  Mr.  Crampton  as  to  their  pro- 
ceedings, and  was  that  cipher  to  be  used  ? — Tes, 
Sir." 

There,  at  any  rate,  was  the  cipher,  and 
the  House  must  judge  whether  or  not  it 
was  used  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  de- 
tection. They  would  observe  that  the  pre- 
paration of  these  instructions  and  ciphers 
was  contemporaneous  with  certain  explana- 
tions in  another  place  to  which  he  would 
shortly  call  their  attention.  It  was  scarcely 
a  figure  of  speech  to  say  that  at  the  very 
moment  when  Mr.  Crampton  was  drawing 
up  the  memoranda  for  the  use  of  these 
gentlemen  with  hard  names  and  bad  cha- 
racters, Mr.  Lumley,  a  chorgi  d*afaires, 
was  explaining  the  transactions  to  the 
American  Government  in  a  way  that 
formed  one  of  the  most  discreditable  chap- 
ters of  this  discreditable  history.  Mr. 
Marcy  called  upon  Mr.  Lumley  to  express 
the  anxiety  felt  by  the  American  Govern- 
ment at  the  reported  cause  of  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton's  absence  in  Canada,  and  Mr.  Lumley 
wrote  the  following  account  to  Lord  Cla- 
rendon of  the  interview  which  then  took 
place : — 

*'  At  an  interview  which  I  had  with  Mr.  Marcy 
I  told  him  that  he  had  judged  rightly  in  supposing 
that  Mr.  Grampton's  visit  to  Canada  had  reference 
to  the  enlistment  question  ;  I  stated  that,  from 
the  first  moment  this  question  was  mooted,  Mr. 
Crampton  had  shown  the  greatest  anxiety  that 
it  should  in  no  way  lead  to  violations  of  the  laws 
of  the  United  States ;  that  he  believed  everything 
that  could  be  done  might  be  effected  legally,  and 
that  he  was  determined,  as  far  as  lay  in  his  power, 
to  prevent  anything  like  infraction  or  evasion  of 
the  neutrality  laws  of  this  country.  Unfortunately 
the  very  stringent  nature  of  the  provisions  of 
these  laws  was  not  generally  understood,  and 
several  persons  had,  on  their  own  responsibility, 
acted  at  variance  with  them,  and  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  fully  explaining  the  bearings  of  the 
law  and  of  preventing  such  infractions  that  Mr. 
Crampton  had  undertaken  his  journey  to  the  Bri- 
tish provinces." 

Be  it  remembered  at  the  same  time  that 
Mr.  Crampton  had  just  impressed  upon  the 
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mind  of  Mr.  Marcy  that  a  precisely  similar 
interpretation  was  put  upon  the  American 
law  by  the  two  Governments,  so  that  Mr. 
Marcy  was  led  to  believe  by  Mr.  Lurolej 
that  Mr.  Crampton  was  gone  to  Canada  to 
explain  the  bearing  of  the  law  according  to 
the  American  view,  Mr.  Crampton  baring 
really  gone  to  explain  it  in  a  diametrically 
opposite  sense,  and  to  set  on  foot  a  cod- 
spiracy  for  the  purpose  of  violating  it. 
But  Mr.  Lumley  went  further.  He  said:— 

"I  then  told  Mr.  Marcy  that,  as  I  thought  it 
would  interest  him  to  see  your  Lordship's  last  in- 
structions on  the  subject,  I  had  brought  them 
with  me,  and  I  said  that  I  was  certain  a  perusal 
of  this  paper  would  convince  him  of  two  things- 
first,  that  the  view  which  had  been  taken  and  the 
opinions  which  had  been  expressed  by  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton on  this  subject  were  precisely  such  as  Mr. 
Marcy  might  have  expected  from  his  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Crampton  ;  and,  secondly,  that  those  opi- 
nions had  been  responded  to  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  same  frank  and  honourable 
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The  despatch  shown  to  Mr.  Marcy  was  the 
one  in  which  Lord  Clarendon  said — 

"  I  entirely  approve  of  your  proceedings  as  re- 
ported  in  your  despatch  of  the  13th  ult.,  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  enlistment  in  the  Queen^s 
service  of  foreigners  and  British  subjects  in  the 
United  States." 

Thus,  while  Mr.  Marcy  was  led  to  suppose 
that  Lord  Clarendon  had  written  to  express 
his  approval  of  Mr.  Crampton's  putting  a 
stop  to  the  enlistment  proceedings,  Lord 
Clarendon's  real  meaning  wa»  that  he  ap- 
proved Mr.  Crampton*s  determination  to 
continue  those  proceedings.  [The  At- 
TOUNEY  General  :  Read  on.]  Certainly. 
Lord  Clarendon  continued — 

"  The  instructions  which  I  addressed  to  you 
upon  this  subject,  and  those  which  were  sent  to 
the  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia,  were  founded  upon 
the  reports  from  various  quarters  that  reached 
ller  Majesty's  Government  of  the  desire  felt  by 
many  British  subjects  as  well  as  Germans  in  the 
United  States  to  enter  the  Queen's  service  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  part  in  the  war  in  the  East ; 
but  the  law  of  the  United  States  with  respect  to 
enlistment,  however  conducted,  is  not  only  very 
just,  but  very  stringent,  according  to  the  reportj 
which  is  enclosed  in  your. despatch,  and  Her  Ma-I 
jesty's  Government  would  on  no  account  run  an}' 
risk  of  infringing  this  law  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  Marcy  expressly  declared  that  he  uni 
derstood  the  despatch  to  mean  that  Lor^ 
Clarendon  approved  Mr.  Crampton  *s  reso 
lution  to  stop  the  proceedings.  Mr.  Lun^ 
ley,  knowing  what  Mr.  Crampton  was  doinj 
at  that  moment,  went  on  to  say  to  M 
Marcy,  after  showing  him  Lord  Clare 
don's  despatch — 

*'  Mr.  Crampton  was  anxious  that  the  XJnit 
States*  Government  should  not  for  a  moment  sil 
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MMe  tint  a  project  for  enlistinj^  troops  for  Her 
Majeftj's  aeirico  within  the  United  States  had 
erer  hien  contemplated." 

Nov,  he  did  not  want  a  lawyer  to  draw 
fioe  distinctions  upon  a  question  of  this 
kind ;  the  British  people,  whatever  might 
be  their  faults^  prided  themselves  upon  ex- 
ceQJDg  all  other  nations  in  one  virtue — a 
love  of  truth,  and  a  detestation,   ahove 
everr  other  form  of  mendacity,  of  that 
qoibhling  equivocation  which    *'  lied  like 
troth."    The  hon.  Memher  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Spooner)  had  frequently, 
tmtd  tha  applause  of   the  House,  rum- 
'  maged  among  the  works  of  Popish  casuis- 
tical doctors  in  order  to  discover  some 
strained  approval  of  mental  reservation,  of 
the  luppristffo  vert  and  the  suggcMtiofal^; 
he  BOW  called  upon  that  hon.  Memher  to 
apply  the  same  rules  hy  which   he  had 
tested  the  writings  of  Popish  casuists  to 
the  language  of  the  Protestant  representa- 
tives <Kf  the  greatest  people  on  earth,  not 
hidden  in  monkish  libraries,  hut  published 
in  the  councils  of  the  world,  and  expressed 
in  that  honest  English  which  was  not  made 
for  duplicity  and  equivocation.     Was  the 
hon.  Memher  prepared  to  countenance  by 
his  rote   these  mental  reservations,  this 
nffprenio  vert,  this   suggestio  falsi — all 
those  forms   of   equivocation,   to  defend 
which  would  tax  the  casuistry  and  even 
the  conscience  of    an   Escobar  ?     Well, 
there  were  other  proofs  than  those  he  had 
cited  of  the  responsibility  of  Lord  Claren- 
don.    It  was  said  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  British  officers  were  judicially  shown 
to  he  illegal  in  May,  yet  that  during  May, 
Juueand  July,  Mr.  Crampton  allowed  them 
to  continue  ;    and  for  that  part  of    the 
truisaetion,  at  all  events,  he  alone  roust 
Ve  held  responsible.     But  that  was  not  the 
case.     Lord  Clarendon  was  as  well  aware 
^  the  proceedings  of  May  as  Mr.  Cramp- 
tOB,  hut  he  insisted,  with  perverse  inge- 
nuity, mon  citing  a  charge  delivered  hy 
Judge  &aiBe  as  an  authority  in  his  favour. 
A  man  ought  he  aa  accomplice  after  the 
(^ct  aa  well  as  hefore  it.     Now,  what  had 
heen  the  eonduct  of    Lord  Clarendon  in 
that  rapect  ?     In  September  the  trial  of 
Eerta  took   place,  and  the  statements  of 
Siroebel    and  the  corroborating  evidence 
vere  made  pohlte.     At  that  stage,  at  all 
ev^ts,    the    <H>mplicity  of  Mr.  Crampton 
va&  known  ;  Lord  Clarendon  was  aware  of 
b'fl  having  gone  to  Canada  to  organise  on 
^teiiHvo    fljatem   of    enlistment,    of    his 
'iviag  etnplojed  German  emissaries,  of  his 
-tr'mg  concocted  memoranda,  and  carried 
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on  a  correspondence  in  cipher  for  the  pur- 
pose of  evading  detection.  Did  Lord  Cla- 
rendon even  then  express  the  slightest  dis- 
approbation of  any  one  of  those  proceed- 
ings? On  the  contrary,  the  defence  he 
set  up  against  the  accusations  of  the  Ame- 
rican Government  covered  every  act  attri- 
buted to  Mr.  Crampton.  His  Lordship 
did  not  confine  himself  to  defence  ;  he 
thought  he  was  in  a  position  to  indulge 
in  invective.  Here  was  a  specimen  of  the 
temper  with  which  he  replied  to  the  charges 
of  Mr.  Marcy — 

'*  Uer  Majesty's  Government  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  such  has  been  the  conduct  of  any 
persons  in  the  employment  of  Her  Majesty,  and 
it  is  needless  to  say  that  any  person  so  employed 
would  have  departed  no  less  from  the  intentions 
of  Uer  Majesty's  Government  by  viulating  inter- 
national law,  or  by  offering  an  affront  to  the  so- 
vereignty of  the  United  States,  than  by  infringing 
the  municipal  laws  of  the  Union  to  which  Mr. 
Buchanan  more  particularly  called  the  attention 
of  the  undersigned,  iler  Majesty's  Government 
feel  confident  that  even  the  extraordinary  mea- 
sures which  have  been  adopted  in  various  parts  of 
the  Union  to  obtain  evidence  against  Uer  Ma« 
jesty's  servants  or  their  agents  by  practices  some- 
times resorted  to  under  despotic  institutions,  but 
which  are  disdained  by  all  fi'ee  and  enlightened 
Governments,  will  fiiil  to  establish  any  well- 
founded  charge  against  Her  Migesty's  servants. 
The  British  Government  is  fully  aware  of  the 
obligatiions  of  international  duties,  and  is  no  less 
mindful  of  those  obligations  than  is  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States.  The  observance  of 
those  obligations  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  be  reci- 
procal, and  Uer  Majesty's  Government  do  not 
impute  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
that,  while  claiming  an  observance  of  those  obli- 
gations by  Great  Britain,  they  are  lax  in  en- 
forcing a  respect  for  those  obligations  within  the 
Union.  But  as  this  subject  has  been  mooted  by 
Mr.  M.ircy,  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot 
refrain  from  some  few  remarks  respecting  it.  The 
United  States  profess  neutrality  in  the  present 
war  between  the  Western  Powers  and  Russia  t 
but  have  no  acts  been  done  within  the  United 
States  by  citizens  thereof  which  accord  little  with 
the  spirit  of  neutrality  ?  Have  not  arms  and 
ammunition  and  warlike  stores  of  various  kinds 
been  sent  in  large  quantities  from  the  United 
States  for  the  service  of  Russia  ?  Have  not  plots 
been  openly  avowed  and  conspiracies  entered  into 
without  disguise  or  hindrance  in  various  parts  of 
the  Union  to  take  advantage  of  the  war  in  which 
Great  Britain  is  engaged,  and  to  sehe  the  oppor- 
tunity for  promoting  insurrection  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's dominions  and  the  invasion  theroof  by  aa 
armed  force  proceeding  from  the  United  States  ?" 

It  appeared  extraordinary  logic  to  say  that 
because  the  Aiiiericau  Government  sympa- 
thised  with  Ivussia  they  could  not  object 
to  the  enlistment  proceedings  of  the  Eng- 
lish Government.  The  answer  of  the 
American  Government  to  those  insolent 
observations  was  as  complete  in  sohstance 
as   it   was   unexceptionable   in    tone  and 
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temper.  He  would  not  follow  Lord  Cla- 
rendon minutely  through  all  the  political 
disquisitiuns  and  legal  distinctions  to  which 
he  was  ohliged  to  resort  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  tlje  conduct  of  Britisn  officers 
from  the  culpahility  which  attached  to  it. 
They  consisted,  in  short,  of  this : — The 
judgment  of  the  American  Government, 
and  the  judicial  decisions  of  the  American 
Courts  of  Judicature  were  all  wrong  in 
the  interpretation  of  American  law  ;  and 
that  the  American  Government  would  see 
hy  Lord  Clarendon's  own  construction  of  the 
Statutes,  with  which  he  was  good  enough 
to  furnish  them,  that  no  possible  act  could 
he  committed  by  hiring,  retaining,  or  en- 
listing, which  under  any  circumstances 
constituted  an  infraction  of  the  American 
law.  Lord  Clarendon's  argument  was 
this: — nothing  short  of  a  valid  contract 
could  constitute  hiring  or  reti^ining ;  but 
retaining  to  enlist  according  to  the  British 
law  required  attestation,  and  that  oould 
not  take  place  outside  the  British  territory, 
and,  therefore,  there  could  be  no  retaining 
to  enlist  in  the  shape  of  a  valid  contract 
within  the  territory  of  the  United  States. 
That  was  the  nature  of  Lord  Clarendon's 
very  peculiar  argument ;  but  his  indiscre- 
tion did  not  stop  there,  for,  without  the 
slightest  possible  object,  he  proceeded  to 
advance,  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  claims 
of  the  most  dangerous  charaftler,  which,  if 
practically  put  in  force,  would  be  resisted 
by  the  Americans  to  the  last  drop  of  their 
blood,  probably  leading  to  a  war,  of  which 
it  would  be  difficult  to  see  the  termination. 
Lord  Clskrendon,  d-propos  des  hottes,  chose 
to  tell  Mr.  Marcy  that  Her  Majesty  had 
the  unquestionable  right  to  call  to  her  own 
standard  such  of  her  own  subjects  as,  re- 
siding in  a  foreign  country,  were  capable 
of  bearing  arms,  and  that  Her  Majesty 
would  not  thereby  incur  any  risk  of  vio- 
lating the  territorial  sovereignty  of  that 
country.  ['•  Hear,  hear  !  "]  Yes,  hon. 
Members  might  cry  ••  Hear  !  "  if  they 
pleased,  and,  no  doubt,  according  to  the 
English  law,  Her  Majesty  had  .the  right 
to  the  allegiance  of  any  British-bom  sub- 
ject ;  but  if  a  war  took  place  between 
this  country  and  America,  would  they  dare 
to  hang  a  person  found  on  board  an  Ame- 
rican ship  of  war  under  the  plea  that  he 
was  a  British  subject ;  or  if  they  did,  were 
they  npt  aware  to  what  a  result  such  an 
act  would  lead?  He  had  said  that  he 
would  refrain  from  quoting  the  evidence  of 
any  man  whose  word  was  suspected,  but 
he  could  not  allow  to  pass  without  protest 
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the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  impugning  the  testimony  and  befouling 
the  character   of  their  own  officers  and 
agents,  and  publishing  to  the  world  that 
men  in  the  British  service,  to  whom  rank 
was  given,  who  were  confidentially  eorre- 
spondcd  with*  by  the  servants  of  the  Go- 
vernment, were   men  of  abandoned  and 
flagitious  character.   Here  was  Max  Stroe- 
bel,  a   captain    in    the    Queen's  service, 
whom  Mr.  Crampton    corresponded  with 
and  invited  to  his  house  when  it  suited  his 
purpose,  and  called  "  Dear  Mr.  Stroebel," 
but  who,  as  soon  as  he  produced,  evidence 
against  the  British  Government,  was  im- 
mediately discovered  to  be  a  man  of  aban- 
doned character.     Then  a  compatriot  was 
cited  to  prove  that  Stroebel  was  a  Russian 
spy.      One  Oscar   Constant  was  brought 
forward  to  depose  to  that  effect ;  but  when 
he  gave  such  a  character  to  a  British  offi- 
cer it  was  at  least  prudent  to  inquire  into 
the  oharncter  of  the  deponent.     This  Oscar 
Constant  had  been  befouling  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton  as  much  as  Stroebel ;  and  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton  afterwards  came  forward  to  say  that 
he    was  a  man   of    infamous    character 
also.     Now,  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  if 
such  proceedings  were  not  discreditable  to 
British  diplomacy  in  the  United  States  1 
He  thought  Lord  Clarendon  might  have 
known  by  experience  the  danger  of  such 
proceedings.     The  House  could   scarcely 
have  forgotten  that  not  long  ago  there  was 
in   Dublin  a  journal  called    The    Worldy 
of  very  infamous  character,  with  an  editor 
of  more  infamous  character  atilU     That 
journal  was  employed  by  Lord  Clarendon 
as  the  organ  of  his  Government  for  months, 
he  might  say,  for  years.     The  noble  Lord 
was  in  confidential  communication  with  the 
editor,  and  paid  him  a  large  sum  out  of  the 
public  funds,  which,  however,  was  after- 
wards replaced.     Lord  Clarendon  had  pro- 
tested that,   being   acquainted    with    the 
world  in  general,  and  the  Dublin  world  in 
particular,  he  was  unaware  all   the  time 
that  this  editor  was  a  man   of    doubtful 
character.     But  as  soon  as  the  man  took 
a  step  which  was  exceedingly  disagreeable 
to  the  Government,  he  was  then  found  out 
to  be  a  person  of  the  most  flagitious  cha- 
racter.    He  would  tell  the    House   what 
was  said  at  the  trial,  which  took  place,  l)^ 
an  able  and  eloquent  advocate  (Mr.  Keogh), 
since  made  a  Judge : — 

"  These  are  the  obserrations  which  appear  t 
me  to  he  necessary  to  address  to  you  upon  tVki 
most  extraordinary  and  unprecedented  case.  If 
be  unprecedented,  I  hope  that  it  will   also  be  ul 
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ftflowed  by  a  parallel,  for  otherwise  we  mast  see 
Um  GoTemmeat   of  this  country  degenerating 
froai  a  machinery  of  high  power  and  authority 
into  a  elttb  of  petty  tricksters,  having  recoorse  to 
ereiy  implement,  no  matter  how  degraded — trail- 
ing their  feet  in  every  channel,  no  matter  how 
disgusting — using  it  for  a  time  against  the  most 
exalted  and  distinguished  characters,  and,  having 
obtained  the  viie  purpose  which  it  served  their 
object  to  aceomplisn,  rushing  into  a  court  of  jus- 
tice, and  attempting  to  rest  their  defence  upon 
the  malignity  and  in&my  of  a  character  which 
diey  took  to  their  breasts,  and  cherished  as  long 
as  they  eonid  obtain  an  object  by  it." 

He  ihoaght  he  eoald  trace  a  certain  simi- 
larity to  the  proceedings  in   the  United 
States,  for  which  the  British  Government 
were  responsible,  in  the  course  pursued  by 
tbe  late  Palmer,  who  impugned  the  rerdict 
against  him  because  the  Attorney  General 
ar;^Qed  and  the  Chief  Justice  charged  in 
favoor  of  the  probability  of  poisoning  by 
dtrycbnine :     therefore.    Palmer   thought 
that  if  he  accomplished  his  end  by  other 
means  he  was  perfectly  innocent.      The 
answer  of  the  authorities  to  this  reasoning 
was  illogical,  but  eonclusive — they  hanged 
Palmer :  and  in  like  manner  the  United 
States  were  treated  with  equally  cogent 
arguments;  but  they  dismissed  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton.     He  thought  that  there  was  no  valid 
answer  to  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
for  the  withdrawal  of  Mr.  Crampton,  yet 
their  demand  was  responded  to  by  evasion, 
Pickery,  and  equivocation,  and  by  a  spe- 
eial  pleading,  insulting  not  only  to  the  au- 
thority, but  to  the  understanding  of  the 
Aoieriean  Courts  of  Judicature.     He  was 
of  opinion  that  the  English  people  could 
fake  DO  just  exception  to  the  course  pur- 
a«ed  by  the  American  Government,  or  to 
the  tone  and  temper  in  which  they  had 
Ti^dteated  their  honour.     But  how  bad  the 
British  (rovemment  vindicated  their  hon- 
oor  1    Even  in  their  deepest  disgrace  Her 
If  ajcs^'s  Government  seemed  to  find  re- 
1m^  k  vnting  a  letter  to  say  they  enjoyed 
iC       The  following  was  Lord  Clarendon's 


••%^ 


iftjeaty't  Government  are  gratified  at 

tkat  the   awurances  contained  in  my 

yoQ  ef  the  SOth  of  April,  that  no  intention 

CO  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 

the  laws,  compromise  the  neutrality,  or 

the  eoTOreignty  of  the  United  States, 

anresenredly  accepted  by  the  President, 

ail  eanse  of  difference  with  respect  to 

of  enlistment  has  ceased  to  exist  be- 

Goremments  of  Great  Britain  and  of 

States." 


Tbe  ffocBse  would  observe,  however,  that 
2tf»  erplJ^vAtions  of  Her  Majesty's  Guvern- 
not  been  unreservedly  accepted 


by  the  President  Quite  the  contrary. 
The  course  of  the  American  Government 
had  been  pretty  much  that  of  a  man  who 
should  say  to  another  who  had  struck  him 
— *•  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  with  your 
statement  that  you  did  not  strike  me,  but 
as  I  have  reason  to  know  that  your  hand 
did,  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  chopping  it 
off."  Lord  Clarendon's  answer  went  on 
to  say  : — 

"  If  the  Government  of  a  foreign  country  were 
capriciously^  and  without  any  apparent  belief  that 
it  had  good  ground  for  doing  so,  to  break  off  its 
diplomatic  relations  with  the  Minister  accredited 
to  it  by  Her  Majesty,  Her  Majesty's  confidential 
servants,  answerable  for  maintaining  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  Crown,  could  not  hesitate  as  to 
advising  Her  Majesty  equally  to  break  of  all  diplo- 
matic intercourse  with  the  Minister  of  such  Go- 
vernment aooredited  to  her  Court.  But  in  the 
present  case  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  bound 
to  accept  the  formal  and  repeated  declarations  of 
the  President  of  his  belief  thnt  these  ofBcers  of 
Her  Majesty  have  violated  the  laws  of  the  Union, 
and  are,  on  that  account,  unacceptable  organs  of 
communication  with  the  Government  and  autho- 
rities of  the  United  States ;  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  cannot  deny  to  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  a  right  similar  to  that  which, 
in  a  parallel  ease,  they  would  claim  for  themselves 
^-the  right,  namely,  of  forming  their  own  judg- 
ment as  to  the  bearing  of  the  laws  of  the  Union 
upon  transactions  which  have  taken  place  within 
the  Union." 

That  was  as  much  as  though  he  said, — 
"  Your  imputations  being  accompanied  by 
a  grave  offence  against  us  we  pass  them 
over,  but  if  you  had  omitted  the  offence 
and  confined  yourselves  to  the  imputations, 
the  British  lion  would  have  been  roused  by 
them,"  There  was  another  passage,  how- 
ever, which  struck  him  as  being  still  more 
extraordinary.     It  was  as  follows  : — 

"  I  have,  therefore,  the  honour  to  inform  you 
that,  however  deeply  Her  Majesty's  Government 
regret  a  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  which  cannot  but  be  con- 
sidered as  of  an  unfriendly  character,  they  have 
not  deemed  it  their  duty  on  that  account  to  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  command  me  to  Huspend .  my 
diplomatic  intercourse  with  you ;  and  I  have  to 
assure  you  that  the  high  personal  esteem  which 
is  felt  for  you  by  all  the  members  of  Her  Mnjesty's 
Government  will  render  it  most  agreeable  to  my 
self  to  have  the  honour  of  entering  into  communi- 
cation with  you  upon  all  matters  connected  with 
the  mutual  relations  of  our  two  countries.  You 
will  be  certain  of  meeting,  on  tbe  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  the  most  friendly  feeling  to- 
wanis  the  United  States,  and  the  most  anxious 
desire  so  to  arrange  all  questions  of  difference  as 
to  reconcile  the  just  rights  and  real  interests  of 
the  two  countries  with  the  maintenance  of  those 
amicable  relations  the  preservation  of  which  is  of 
such  great  importance  to  both." 

It  was  possible,  he  thought,  to  find  a  pa- 
rallel for  the  above  also  in  the  biography 

C  2 


39 


Our  RelaHans  VfUh 


{COMMONS} 


the  UniUd  States. 


^0 


of  Lord  Clarendon.  Upon  one  occasion  a 
gentleman,  ii/the  course  of  a  confidential 
correspondence  with  Lord  Clarendon,  spoke 
of  Sir  William  Somenrille,  the  Irish  Se- 
cretary, as  a  ''  deliberate  liar,"  and  upon 
that  he  received  a  communication  from 
Lord  Clarendon's  private  secretary  to  the 
following  effect : — 

"  Sir, — Haying,  by  desire  of  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant, oommnnicated  to  Sir  William  Somerville  your 
letter  in  which  you  made  use  of  the  phrase,  *  deli- 
berate liar,'  I  am  directed  to  inform  you  that  a 
retractation  of  these  words  is  demanded .  If,  there- 
fore, you  write  me  a  line  to  that  effect,  and  will 
send  a  confidential  person  here  at  3  o'clock  to- 
morrow, he  shall  receiye  the  sum  of  £100,  for 
which  I  am  credited." 

Now,  Her  Majesty's  Government  certainly 
had  not  offered  £100  to  the  American  Go- 
vernment, hut  they  sent  them  that  which 
Falstaff  declared  to  ho  "  worth  a  million" 
— they  sent  them  their  love.     The  genius, 
it  appeared,  which  had  brought  forth  the 
revelations  of  Birch  and  the  last  United 
States    Blue-books,    was  again  at  work, 
and  not  a  word  was  to  be  uttered,  not  a 
syllable  spoken,  for  fear  of  disturbing  that 
divine  parturition.      He  was  told  that  it 
would  be  injurious  to  the  public  service  to 
call  attention  to  such  proceedings  as  these 
at  a  time  when  the  Minister  was  engaged 
in  negotiations  with  a  government  which 
he  had  already  offended  ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  (Mr.  Moore)  maintained  it  was 
a  manifest  injury  to  the  public  service  that 
Lord  Clarendon  should    be   permitted  to 
enter  into  a  negotiation  with  a  Govern- 
ment whose  foot  had  already  been  on  his 
neck.     It  was  not  long  ago — during  the 
present  Parliament — that  two  Ministers  of 
zeal  and  fidelity  had  been  made  the  scape- 
goats for  the  faults  of  the  entire  Govern- 
ment, and  was  it  now  to  be  permitted  that 
the  Earl  of  Clarendon  should  make  scape- 
goats of  the  Crown,  of  Parliament,  and  of 
the  entire  people  ?     The  question  which 
the 'House  had  to  decide  was  a  very  simple 
one.     Lord  Clarendon  had  been  engaged 
in  a  very  petty  intrigue,  as  he  was  fond  of 
doing,  in  America ;    he  had  been  found 
out,  of  course,  as  he  always  was  ;  he  had 
persisted  in  his  blunder,  as  was  his  cus- 
tom ;    but,  on  the  present  occasion,  un- 
fortunately, he  had    discredited,  not  only 
his  own  character,  but  his  country's  also. 
The  House  had  to  decide,  therefore,  whe- 
ther they  would  approve  Lord  Clarendon's 
proceedings  in  this  matter,  and  whether 
they  would  accept  as  their  own,  in  the 
name  of  the  English  people.  Lord  Claren- 
don's responsibility  and  his  chastisement  ; 
3/r.  G.  n,  Moore 


and  in  pronouncing  an  opinion  open  that 
question  they  must  remember  that  thej 
would  be  judging,  not  Lord  Clarendon,  bat 
themselves. 

Captaih  BELLEW  seconded  the  Uo- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

**To  leave  out  from  the  word 'That'  to  tiie 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  .the  vordi: 
— ^the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTsmme&t, 
in  the  diflisrenoes  that  have  arisen  between  them 
and  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  on 
the  question  of  enlistment,  has  not  entitled 
them  to  the  approbation  of  this  Howe,"  instesd 
thereof 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  ho 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  hon.  lieoi- 
her  for  Mayo  (Mr.  G.  H.  Moore)  wwiW 
have  exercised  a  sounder  discretion  bad 
he  yielded  to  the  appeals  which  had  been 
made  to  him  to  postpone,  for  the  present, 
the  discussion  of  the  question.     The  signi- 
ficant delay  which  had  elapsed  before  the 
Motion  had  found  a  seconder  must,  he  (the 
Attorney  General)  apprehended,  'm  some 
degree  have  shaken  the  hon.  Member's  con- 
fidence in  the  expediency  of  the  course  which 
he  had  taken.     It  was  but  on  Friday  last 
that  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  had 
intimated  that,  in  his  opinion,  this  quesiioa 
could  not  be  discussed  conaistently  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  public  interest,  and  it 
had  always  been  usual,  even  in  times  when 
party  feeling  ran  highest,  to  treat  such  a 
statement,   made   at  a  period   of  public 
emergency,    with     proper     consideration. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Invemeaa-shire  (lAr. 
H.  Baillie),  who  might  be  Raid  to  have  a 
vested  interest  in  this  question,  since  he 
had  given  notice  at  an  early  perio^  of  the 
Session  of  his  intention  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  it,  acting  in  concert 
with    those  among    whom     he    sat,  had 
thought  it  proper  and  necessary  to  post- 
pone his  motion  ;  hut  the  hon.   Member 
for  Mayo,   uninfluenced  by    the    appeals 
made  to  him   by  Members    representing 
constituencies  of  all  others  most  interested 
in  the  maintenance  of  a  good  understand- 
ing with  the  United  States,  had  declined 
to  follow  that  -example  ;     therefore    the 
responsibility  of  having  provoked  this  disl 
cussion  must  rest  with  the    hon.   Gent  lei 
man.     The  hon.  Member  for    Mayo  to\| 
the  House  that  the  question  vras  one  whicl 
ought  to  be  treated  judicially,  bat  hsyd  tvi 
hon.  Member  himself  treated  it  judicially 
It  was  impossible  not  to  see   that  the  hf»j 
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Member  was  animated  by  no  other  feeling 
than, one  of  personal  animoaity   towards 
Lord  Clarendon.     [M.  G.  H.  Moore: — 
Vot  BO  t  1     The  hon.  Gentleman  denies 
that,  boi  he  (the  Attorney  General)  had 
never  heard  a  speech  which  led  so  strongly 
to  Boeh  a  eonclnsion.      Was  it  judicial, 
was  it  jnat,  was  it  eren  common  fairness, 
to  drag  iBto  this  debate*  allusion  to  a  scan- 
dalous newspaper,  to  refer  to  some  obscure 
traaaactiooa,    the  import  and    history  of 
winch  not  a  single  Member  of  the  House 
was  acquainted  with  ?     Was  it  arguing 
the  question  judicially,  was  it  even  in  good 
taste,  to  compare  Lord  Clarendon  to  the 
malefaetor  who  but  a  few  days  ago  had 
paid  the  penalty  of  his  crimes  on  the  scaf- 
fold?    He  nerer    remembered   to  have 
seen  a  aoticeof  Motion  so  frequently  alter- 
ed as  this  had  been.     The  hon.  Member 
Ar  Invemess-shire  had  modified  the  terms 
of  his  Motion  from  time  to  timo,  to  suit 
the  Tdfjing  circumstances  as  they  arose, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  himself 
had  twice  altered  his  Motion.     As  it  stood 
DOW  it  was  certainly  a  most    strangely 
worded  Motion.    It  did  not  ask  the  House 
to  express  its  disapprobation  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government,  but  merely  to  de- 
dare  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  wore  not 
entitled  to  the  approbation  of  the  House. 
That,  he  believed,  was  a  new  form  of  mov- 
fng  a  rote  of  censure  ;   but  as  the  hon. 
Member  meant  it  for  a  vote  of  censure  as 
such  it  must  be  taken.     Let  it  not  be  for- 
i;otten,  however,  that    the   responsibility 
for  'this  discuasicHi,  as  be  had  previously 
seated,  rested  with  the   hon.  Gentleman. 
He  (the  Attorney  General)  had  risen  thus 
9uij  in  the  debate,  because  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  question  involved  legal  prin- 
ciples and  eonsiderations  which  it  was  most 
ttaestnl  abould  be  fixed  as  early  as  possi- 
ble, and  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  did 
>oi  seem  to  have  given  the  attention  which 
^hey  deserred.     The  British  Government 
vas  ^ai]ged  with  having,  by  itself  or  its 
agcota,  iofringed,  first,  international  law  ; 
*»d,  secondly,  the  municipal  law  of  the 
Uaited    States.      He   joined  issue   with 
those  who  made  this   charge  upon  both 
those  points  ;  but  it  waa  necessary  to  see, 
firtt,  what  was  the  international  law  upon 
the  sohjeet ;  and,  secondly,  what  was  the 
annici^    law.     Now,  the   international 
Iaw  oo  this  subject  had   been   left  very 
Tagoe  and   uncerUun   by  most  publicists 
who  had  written  upon  it.     It  was  very 
tine  thai  Yattel  laid  it  down  that  by  the 
law  and  polity  of  nations  no  State  could 


recruit  its  forces  from  the  subjects  of  an- 
other without  the  consent  of  the  latter. 
He  would  not  for  a  sin8;1e  moment  ques- 
tion that  proposition,  although  he  doubted 
whether  the  authority  of  Yattel  would  be 
sufficient  to  sustain  a  proposition  of  any 
great  importance.  Notwithstanding  Yattel 
was  generally  received  as  an  authority  upon 
such  subjects,  yet  where  he  could  not 
ground  himself  upon  the  opinion  of  the 
jurists  he  was  neither  profound  nor  precise. 
Nevertheless,  he  would  take  the  proposi- 
tion which  he  had  quoted  as  it  was  laid 
down  by  this  author.  He  (the  Attorney 
General)  admitted  that  one  State  could 
not  enlist  the  subjects  of  another  to  serve 
in  its  army  and  navy  without  the  acqui- 
escence of  the  State  of  which  they  wero 
the  subjects.  But  then  be  must  go  back 
to  another  proposition,  which  was,  that 
that  assent  or  acquiescence  might  not  only 
be  expressed  by  treaty,  but  might  be  im- 
plied ;  as  for  instance,  by  a  State  permit- 
ting its  subjects  to  enlist  into  the  forces 
of  another  country ;  because,  if  a  State 
gave  to  its  subjects  permission  to  enter 
the  service  of  foreign  Governments,  such 
permission  necessarily  carried  with  it,  by 
implication,  a  permission  to  other  fo- 
reign Governments  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  services  of  the  persons  to  whom 
that  permission  had  been  extended.  No«[ , 
that  being  established,  it  was  necessary 
to  see  what  the  municipal  law  of  the 
United  States  prohibited  and  what  it  per- 
mitted the  subjects  of  the  Union  to  do. 
In  that  law  you  might  find  the  measure 
and  extent  to  which  the  Union  enforced 
or  relaxed  its  rights  of  sovereignty  over  its 
subjects.  The  municipal  law  of  America 
upon  this  subject  differed  most  essentially 
from  our  own..  *  The  law  of  Great  Britain 
claimed  and  enforced  the  most  complete, 
absolute,  and  unqualified  authority  over  its 
subjects.  It  not  only  prohibited  them  from 
enlisting,  or  others  from  enlisting  them 
upon  its  own  territorities,  but  it  prohibited 
them  from  enlisting  beyond  the  territories 
of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  it  prohibited 
them  from  serving  in  the  military  or  naval 
forces  of  any  other  Sovereign  or  people, 
without  the  express  consent  of  the  So- 
vereign. Therefore,  if  a  British  subject 
were  to  enlist  beyond  the  territories  of 
Great  Britain,  ho  would  be  liable  to  the 
penalties  of  the  law  ;  and  Great  Britain 
would  have  reason  to  complain  of  any  State 
which  should  propose  to  its  subjects  to 
violate  the  municipal  law  which  was  bind- 
ing upon  them.     But  how  stood  the  case 
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with  regard  to  America  ?  Web  the  law  of 
that  country  equally  stringent  ?  Certainly 
not.  The  American  law  said  to  its  citi- 
zens, '*  You  shall  not  enlist  within  the  ter- 
ritories of  the  United  States."  It  said  to 
other  persons,  "  You  shall  not  enlist  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  within  the  ter- 
ritories of  those  States,  neither  shall  you 
contract  with  them  to  go  heyond  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  States  there  to  enlist ;"  hut 
it  did  not  prohibit  American  subjects, 
when  once  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the 
United  States,  from  enlisting  in  the  ser- 
rice  of  any  foreign  State  or  potentate,  nor 
did  it  prohibit  them  from  serving  such 
foreign  State  or  potentate.  Now,  that 
was  a  most  material  and  important  distinc- 
tion, of  which  the  bon.  Gentleman  had 
entirely  lost  sight.  [Mr.  6.  Jl.  Moore  : 
Not  at  all.]  The  hon.  Gentleman  inti- 
mated that  he  had  not,  but  so  far  as  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  heard,  he  ap- 
peared to  have  done  so.  If  he  had  not 
lost  sight  of  it,  at  all  events,  he  had  cer- 
tainly forgotten  it  in  his  speech.  The  dis- 
tinction undoubtedly  existed  ;  and  he  (the 
Attorney  General)  could  not  suppose  that 
it  was  the  result  of  accident.  Perhaps  the 
American  law  was  so  limited  that,  while 
the  neutrality  of  the  American  territory 
and  the  responsibility  of  its  Government 
should  remain  intact,  that  tendency  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  the 
other  evening  very  happily  characterised 
as  a  tendency  to  expansion,  and  which  he 
represented  as  not  only  the  natural  but  the 
legitimate  policy  of  America,  might  re- 
main unchecked.  It  might  be  that  it  was 
intended  to  leave  the  citizens  of  America, 
who  were  not  quite  so  patient  of  control 
and  restraint  as  the  subjects  of  our  own 
country,  free  to  expand  and  to  give  vent  to 
that  energy  of  character  which  particularly 
distinguished  them  ;  but  that  the  Ameri- 
can law  permitted  the  citizens  of  the 
Union,  so  long  as  tliey  did  not  enlist  within 
its  territories,  to  serve  foreign  Powers  was 
undoubted  and  unquestioned.  The  world 
has  a  grave  instance  and  illustration  of 
this  in  what  was  passing  at  the  present 
moment.  Not  only  did  the  law  of  Auie« 
rica  permit  its  citizens  to  engage  in  the 
service  of  a  foreign  State  engaged  in  hos- 
tilities with  another  which  was  not  at  war 
with  America,  but  it  allowed  them  to  enlist 
and  take  arms  in  support  of  a  faction  in 
the  civil  war  in  Kansas.  The  existing 
Government  de  facto  of  Nicaragua  had 
been  established  with  the  aid  of  the  arms 
llie  Attorney  Gcno*^! 


of  American  citizens,  who,  without  the 
sanction  of  their  Government,  except  so 
far  as  it  might  be  implied  from  the  exist- 
ing state  of  the  law,  and  from  what  that 
Government   had  done  since,  had  esta- 
blished a  Government  in  thai  country,  and 
at  this  moment  maintained  it.     So  far  was 
the  American  Government  from  seeking  to 
punish  those  citiaens— so  far  was  it  from 
complaining  that  the  State  or  the  Govern- 
ment of   Nicaragua,   by  engaging  their 
arms,  had  violated  the  sovereign  rights  of 
America,  that  it  actually  .recognised  the 
Government  which  had  been  established 
and  subsisted  entirely  by  the  assistance  of 
American  subjects.     That  being  the  state 
of  the  law,  he  would  briefly  state  the  faeto 
to  which  it  was  to  be  applied.     One  fact 
which  ought  never  to  be  lost  sight  of  was, 
that  it  was  never  intended  in  this  scheme 
of  recruiting  to  enlist  American  subjects 
properly  so  called.     At  the  time  when 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  was  passed 
there  were  in  the  United  States  large  bo- 
dies of  persons  who  were  anxious  for  mili- 
tary service.     They  were  of  two  classes — 
British    subjects   who  had  emigrated  to 
America,  and  who,  being  disappointed  in 
their  expectations,  were  anxious  to  return 
to  their  own  country,  and  a  vast  number 
of   political    refugees  whom  the   revolu- 
tionary movements  of  1848,  and,  above 
all,  the  counter-revolutionary  movements, 
had  driven  into  exile,  together  with  other 
foreigners  who  had  served  in  the  Schles- 
wig-Holstein  army,  and  who,  on  the  dis- 
bandment  of  that  army,  had  found  refuge 
in  America.   With  regard  to  the  first  class 
of  persons,  it  was  quite  clear  that,  if  they 
desired  to  enter  the  British  service,  so  long 
as  we  did  not  violate  the  law  of  America, 
no  man  could  say  that  we  had  not  a  per- 
fect right  to  enlist  them.     The   law  of . 
England  was  that  no  British  subject  could 
throw  off  the  allegiance  which  he  owed  to 
the  Goyernment  of  England.    Hia  country 
or  his  allegiance  he  could  not  put  off.     A 
principal  maxim  of  law  was  "  ifenko  paUit 
exuere  pcUriam."  A  man  might  expatriate 
himself,  he  might  change  his  atmosphere, 
he  might  stand  on  another  soil,  and   look 
at  another  heaven,  but  he  could  not  put 
off  his  allegiance.     Therefore,  if  you  bad, 
as  was  the  case  at  this  time,  offers  from 
British  subjects  who  had   not   found   in 
America  the  home  which  they   had   ex- 
pected, who  had  not  put  off  that  attach- 
ment to  thoir  native  land,  which   he   be- 
lieved a  British-boni  man  could   no  more 
put  off  than  the  law  would  allow  him   to 
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pat  off  his  allegiance,  and  who,  when  they 
heard  that  the  old  eoautry  was  at  war  and 
needed  the  senrices  of  her  sons,  naturally 
felt  an  inclination  to  enter  into  her  army, 
yea  coald,  without  violation  of  the  muni- 
cipal law  of  the  United  States,  take  them 
into  your  service,  and  there  could  he  no 
consideration,  moral,  social,  or  political, 
which  could  interfere  with  your  doing  so. 
The  other  hody  of  men,  the  refugeee,  were 
not  American  subjects,  in  the  proper  sense 
of  the  term.     They  had  taken  refuge  in 
America,  but  did   not  desire  to  remain 
there.     They  had  fallen  upon  a  period 
when  there   was   great  distress   in  that 
coiratry.    At  the  conclusion  of  the  year 
1854  trade  and  commerce  were  in  a  state 
of  oniversal  stagnation,  employment  was 
scarce,   wages   were  low,  and  provisions 
dear.     Those  men  could  not  find  employ- 
ment ;  they  had  been  used  to  the  army, 
and  preferred  military  service  to  any  other 
occupation  :     they,  therefore,  proposed — 
and  proposed  in  considerable  numbers — to 
take  service  in  the  army  of  this  country. 
The  whole  question  was  this  : — Gould  we, 
consisiently  with  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  take  those  persons  into  our  ser- 
vice f     If  we  violated  the  laws  of   the 
United  States,  we  were  responsible ;  but, 
eonsideriiig  that  the  laws  of  the  Union 
allow  persons  who  owe  allegiance  to  it  to 
take  foreign  service  beyond  its  boundaries, 
be  said  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  law 
of  nations  which  prohibited  us  from  re- 
ceiving those    persons   into  our  service. 
We  aaaaredly  were  not  bound  to  carry  the 
obligations  of  American  citizens  one  whit 
beyond  that  which  their  own  laws  imposed. 
We  were  entitled  to  take  that  as  the  mea- 
sure of  the  extent  to  which  the  American 
Gavemment  desired  to  carry  its  sovereign 
rights.     We  had  a  right  to  look  at  the 
msaieipal  law;   and  if  it  did  not  forbid 
fhe  eobstment,  we  were  justified  hi  pro- 
eeeiing  with  it.     But,  then,  it  was  said 
that  we  had  violated  the  law  by  enlisting 
neft   for  the    service  of   Great    Britain 
upoa  American    soil.       He    thought  he 
ccmU   show   that    this    had    never  been 
done  by  those  for  whom  the  British  Oo- 
venaneot   were    responsible.     He  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  calling  the  atten- 
tioQ  of  the  House  to  the  original  instruc- 
tioBS  sent  out  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.    Those  instructions  were  sont  out 
oo   the  16th  of    February,    1855,   while 
Mr.  Sidney  Herbert  was  at  the  Colonial 
Office,  and  were  to  be  found  in  the  fol- 
iowjag  despatch  from  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert 


to  Sir  Gaspard  le  Marchant,  Governor  of 
Nova  Scotia  : — 

**  I  transmit  to  yoa  a  copy  of  the  Foreign  En- 
lifltment  Act,  which  has  been  pasted  in  Parliament 
in  the  present  Session ;  and,  in  connexion  with  it, 
am  anxious  to  call  your  immediate  attention  to 
the  following  subject: — Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  received  communications  from  the 
British  Minister  at  Washington,  and  also  from 
some  of  the  Consuls  in  American  cities,  which 
lead  them  to  suppose  that  a  considerable  number 
of  German  and  other  European  foreigners,  now 
resident  in  the  United  States,  are  ready  and  dis- 
posed to  enlist  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 
In  particular,  it  has  been  stated  that  there  are, 
Mattered  in  different  parts  of  the  Union,  men 
who  have  seen  serrioe  with  the  Schleswig-Hol- 
stein  army,  and  who  have,  therefore,  the  advan- 
tage of  a  certain  amount  of  military  training, 
and  who  would  willingly  take  up  arms  again 
under  the  British  standard.  But  supposing  these 
statements  to  be  well  founded,  the  men  in  ques- 
tion oould  not  be  enlisted  for  British  service  on 
American  soil  with  due  respect  to  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  as  a  neutral  Power ;  and  consider- 
ing how  uncertain  it  is  whether  parties  who  might 
thus  oflbr  themselves  would  turn  out  fit  for  enlist- 
ment, it  is  scarcely  practioable  to  invite  them 
over  to  this  county  with  the  chance  of  rejection. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  has  occurred  to 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  that  it  might  be  pos- 
sible for  men  who  should  represent  themselves  to 
the  Consuls^  or  other  British  authorities,  in  the 
United  States,  as  willing  to  serve,  to  proceed 
to  Halifax,  if  a  depOt,  of  which  public  notice 
vould  be  given,  in  Nova  Scotia,  could  be  esta- 
blished in  that  city,  under  your  inspection,  for 
the  reception  of  recruits  for  a  foreign  legion, 
where  they  might  be  examined,  and,  if  found  fit 
for  service,  enluted,  and  either  sent  to  this  coun- 
try or  formed  on  the  spot  into  a  battalion.  It  is 
also  stated  that  a  large  number  of  persons  in  the 
United  States,  who  are  British  subjects,  would  be 
willing  to  take  service  in  the  British  army  if  an 
opportunity  were  afforded  them  of  enlisting.  It 
would  be  necessary  to  keep  the  latter  class  of 
recruits  (if  such  should  offer  themselves)  quite 
distinct  from  foreigners,  and  they  might,  perhaps, 
be  willing  to  enlist  for  existing  regiments  of  the 
line." 

Those  were  tbe  first  instructions  sent  out 
to  tbe  official  personages  connected  with 
tbis  country  in  the  United  States,  and 
without  troubling  the  House  with  tbe 
various  despatches  from  the  Colonial 
Office  and  the  Foreign  Office,  he  would 
assert  that  in  every  one  of  those  de- 
spatches the  most  distinct  and  empiiatic 
instructions  were  to  be  found  to  take  the 
utmost  care  and  caution  not  to  infringe 
the  municipal  law  of  that  country.  Now 
he  would  ask  what  was  the  view  of  the 
Americans  upon  their  own  law  and  their 
own  rights  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
put  the  question  as  if  the  fact  of  a  depdt 
having  been  formed  at  Halifax  for  the 
reception  of  recruits  had  never  been 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  Mr.  Marcy. 
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Noir,  he  did  think  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, acting  in  a  jadicial  character,  as  be 
intimated  to  the  House  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  do,  ought  to  have  stated  the  whole 
case.  There  was  the  positire  statement 
of  Mr.  Crampton  in  two  despatches,  that 
he  had  communicated  distinctly  and  clearly 
to  Mr.  Marcy  the  fact  that  a  depot  had 
been  established  in  Nova  Scotia  for  receiv- 
ing recruits  from  the  United  States,  nor 
had  this  fact  ever  been  denied  by  Mr. 
Maroy  or  any  one  else.  In  his  despatch, 
dated  Feb.  22,  to  Lord  Clarendon,  Mr. 
Crampton  said : — 

"  I  told  him  (Mr.  Maroy)  that  I. utterly  opposed 
an(^  diBcountenanoed  any  violation  of  the  neu- 
trality law.  I  also  told  him  that  numerous  afv- 
plioations  wore  made  to  me  by  persons  here  wish- 
ing to  join  our  army,  and  that  my  answer  had 
been,  that  I  could  not  enlist  them  here,  and  that 
if  they  wante<i  to  become  British  soldiers  they 
must  |{o  to  British  territory  to  be  enlisted.  He 
made  no  sort  of  objection  to  this,  and  entered  into 
no  discussion  as  to  its  being  inconsistent  with  in- 
ternational law ;  on  the  contrary,  he  said  that  any- 
body might  go  who  chose — '  that  half  the  United 
Sutes  might  go  if  they  chose/  were,  I  think,  his 
very  words ;  and  be  repeated  the  same  thing  to 
Mr.  Lumley  during  my  absence.  I  certainly, 
never  dreaming  then,  as  I' do  not  believe  now, 
that  any  violation  of  international  law  was  in- 
volved, so  long  as  the  municipal  law  was  observ- 
ed, did  not  enter  into  any  discussion  of  such  a 
question  with  him.  He  did  not  show  the  least 
inclination  to  enter  on  the  subject  of  the  recruit- 
ment at  all ;  and  I  thought  that  I  understood  his 
motive  to  be  the  natural  one,  that  having,  on  the 
one  hand,  shown  a  determination  to  sustain  the 
law,  and,  on  the  other,  a  disposition  to  leave 
every  citizen  or  resident  of  the  United  States  free 
to  oxorcise  their  undoubted  right,  or  not,  as  they 
choflc,  he  did  not  wish  to  seem  to  take  part, 
either  one  way  or  the  other,  in  either  recommend- 
ing or  diaoooraging  them  from  doing  so  in  favour 
of  either  of  the  belligerents." 

That  statement   was  borne   out   by   Mr. 
Lumley,  who  repeated  the  same  thing  to 
Mr.  Marcy,  while  Mr.  Crampton  was  ab- 
sent in  Canada.     The  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of  Mr.  Crampton  and  Mr.  Lumley 
as  two  mean,  dishonourable,  and  misera- 
ble culprits,  to  whoso  statements  not  one 
tittle  of   credence    was    to  be  attached. 
Now,   he    certainly    did    not  think    that 
that  was  a  fair  view  of  the  conduct  and  j 
character  of  those  gentlemen ;  and  when  ' 
he   found  both  those    gentlemen    assert- 
ing that   they  had   distinctly  brought  to 
the  attention  of  Mr.  Marcy  the  fact  that 
the  British  Government  had  established  a 
dep6t  at  Halifax  for  receiving  men  for  en-  j 
listment,  he  gave  implicit  belief  to  that 
statement.    [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Where  does 
Mr.  Crampton  state  that  ?]     That  was  in  , 
page  172 ;  but  Mr.  Crampton  stated  the 
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same  thing  in  his  despatch  dated  March  3, 
1856,  where  he  said — 

"  I  told  Mr.  Maroy,  on  the  22nd  of  March,  that 
numerous  applications  had  been  made  to  me  by 

Esrsons  in  this  country  who  wished  to  join  the 
ritish  army,  and  that  my  answer  hsd  been, 
that  I  could  not  enlist  Uiem  here,  or  hire, 
or  retain  them  here,  without  violating  the  law, 
and  that,  consequently,  they  must  go  into 
British  territory,  there  to  be  enlisted.  Mr. 
Marcy  made  no  objection  to  this,  but  remarked 
that  any  person  might  go  who  obose,  and  thea 
reiterated  the  expression  he  had  just  before  used, 
of  his  intention  strictly  to  enforce  the  Neutrality 
I^w.  To  this  I,  on  my  part,  had  no  objection  to 
make ;  on  the  oontrary,  the  view  it  disclosed  en- 
tirely agreed  with  that  I  had  myself  submitted  to 
Mr.  Marcy  on  showing  him  a  letter  I  had  written 
to  Mr.  Barclay  disapproving  of  the  proceedings 
of  a  Mr.  Angus  M'Donald,  because  I  thought  that 
those  prooeedings  would,  or  might,  be  Uken  to 
constitute  a  violation  of  the  Act  of  1818." 

Now,  it  was  clear  that,  unless  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton had  so  far  forgotten  his  honour  and 
truth  as  to  fabricate  that  statement,  Mr. 
Marcy,  on  the  22nd  of  March,  1855,  was 
made  fully  aware  of  the  mode  in  which 
the  British  Government  were  carrying  out 
the  Enlistment  Act. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  :  Mr.  Craisp- 
ton  says  the  reverse.  lie  says,  in  the 
very  same  despatch — 

"  It  is  perfectly  true  that  I  did  not  enter  into 
any  details  of  the  means  which  were  t^  be  adopt- 
ed by  Her  Majesty*s  Government  to  render  avail- 
able the  services  of  those  who  tendered  them  to 
us  in  such  numbers." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Where  did  you 
find  any  statement  of  Mr.  Crampton  to 
that  effect  ? 

The   attorney  GENERAL    said, 
he  had  already   read   two  despatches  to 
that  effect ;  and  the  despatch  of  the  7th 
November  contained  the  same  statement 
in  substance,  if  not  in  words.     The  sub- 
stance of  his  communication  to  Mr.  Marcy 
was,  that  he  had  had  rarioas  offers  from 
persons  who  were  desirous  of  entering  into 
the  British  service,  that  he  had  told  them 
they  could  not  be  enlisted  there,  but  that 
the  British  Government  had   opened   an 
office  or  a  place  at  Halifax,  where  those 
persons  were  to  go  from  all  places  of  the 
United  States.    Well,  that  being  the  state 
of  things,  upon  what  ground  did  the  Ame- 
rican Government  make  their    complaint 
against  the  British  Government  for  having 
infringed  their  laws  ?     They  did  not  deny 
anywhere  that  the  state  of  the  American 
law   was   as  it  had   been  represented  — 
namely,  that,  although  no  one   conld  be 
enlisted  on  the  soil  of  the  United  States, 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  American 
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eitiien  froni  going  bejond  the  boundary  to 
another  eonnfcry  to  enlist  there.     No  one 
denied  that;  but  the  American  Qovern- 
meot  Bwd  the  British  Qovemment  had 
Tiolsted  their  '^sorereign  rights"  bj  at* 
templing  to  enliat  their  subjects  at  all. 
The  answer  of  the  British  Govemment 
waa,  that  they  were  not  infringing  or  rio- 
(a(iiig  the  sovereign  rights  of  the  United 
States  if  they  arailed  themselves  of  the 
pennisaion  which  the  law  of  the  United 
States  gave.     There  was  nothing  in  that 
law  whioh  prevented  an  American  citizen 
froa  gong  to  another  country  for  the  pur 
poes  of  eerving  a  foreign  State.     If  that 
vers  ^rmitied  to  the  United  States'  sub- 
ject, who  was  thus  released  from  his  obli- 
gation to  give  an  unqualified  and  entire 
sUegiaDee  to  his  country,  it  could  not  be 
matter  of  complaint  against  the  British 
Goremment  that  they  were  willing  to  ac- 
cept tlie  services  which  the  subjects  of  the 
United  States'  Government  were  willing 
to  render.     The    doctrine    of    sovereign 
rights  could  not  certainly  apply  where  the 
Bntisfa  Govemment  bad  to  do  exclusively 
vith  British  subjects,  over  whom  they  had 
righu  which  had  the  force  of  law;  and  it 
vonld  hardly  apply  to  persons  who  were 
the  subjects  of  other  States,  and  not  of 
America,  who  were  only  temporarily  in 
America,  and  did  not  intend  to  make  it 
their  permanent  place  of  abode — who  had 
not  taken  root  in  the  soil,  and  only  made 
it  their  temporary  place  of  asjflum,  with 
the  tntentioo  of  returning  to  Europe.     If 
the  permission  to  go  to  the  territory  of 
siiot&er  Power  to  enlist  were  allowed  to 
Amerieao  eitisens,  a  fortiori,  it  must  be 
sUowed   to   the  quoH  subjects  of  other 
States  and  to  British  subjects ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  British  Govemment  were  entitled 
to  take  those  persons  and  enlist  them  if 
they  w^B  willing.   But  it  was  said  the  Bri- 
tish Govemment  were  not  content  with  en- 
hsting  them  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the 
United  States,  but  that  they  violated  the 
law  by  enlisting,  or  rather  engaging  them 
to  enhst,   in  that  territory.     I^ow,  upon 
what  teatimony  did  that  assertion  rest  ? 
It  vas  -deoied  in  the  most  emphatic  and 
icdtgnaot  terms  by  Mr.  Crampton  and  the 
British  eonenls.     What  was  the  evidence 
apon   whieh    the  American    Government 
persisted    in   saying  that,   although   Mr. 
Crampton  denied  his  complicity,  he  was 
^arolred  in  these  transactions  ?     It  rested 
vpon  tlie  evidence  given  on  the  trial  of 
Hertz.     Was  that  evidence  worthy  to  be 
*  it  evidence  to  irhich  that 


House  would  attach  the  slightest  import- 
ance, confronted  as  it  was  by  the  positive 
statement  of  Mr.  Crampton  and  the  con* 
sula,  on  their  words  of  honour,  that  it  was 
a  tissue  of  falsehood  and  misrepresentation  ? 
The  trial  was  a  very  remarkable  one,  and 
he  approached  it  with  a  sense  of  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  he  found  himself  placed, 
because  it  was  almost  impossible  to  speak 
of  it  in  those  terms  of  moderation  which 
the  present  state  of  affairs  required.  That 
that  trial  was  set  on  foot  and  was  conduct- 
ed by  men  bitterly  hostile  in  spirit  to  this 
country  no  one  could  doubt.  He  did  not 
for  a  single  moment  wish  to  infer  that 
those  were  the  sentiments  of  the  whole 
American  authorities,  and  he  entirely  be- 
lieved they  were  not  the  sentiments  of  the 
great  body  of  the  American  people.  That 
that  trial  was  conducted  in  a  spirit  of  most 
bitter  animosity  towards  England,  no  one 
could  doubt.  Mr.  Van  Dyke,  the  United 
States'  District  Attorney,  aotiAg  under 
the  immediate  direction  of  Mr.  Gushing, 
the  United  States'  Attorney  Gdneral, 
opened  the  case  rather  as  a  case  against 
Great  Britain  and  the  British  authorities 
than  against  the  individnals  accused,  spoke 
in  terms  of  the  greatest  disparagement  of 
Great  Britain,  adverted  to  the  war  in 
which  we  were  then  engaged,  and  showed 
his  sympathies  were  not  with  the  Allies, 
by  alluding  with  evident  satisfaction  to  our 
losses,  and  in  terms  of  sneering  sarcasm 
and  contempt  to  our  presumed  deficiency 
in  military  skill.  Witnesses  were  produced, 
and  who  were  they  ?  They  were  the  Mr. 
or  Captain  Stroebel,  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  G.  H.  Moore)  did  not  doubt  to  be 
a  man  of  the  most  infamous  character, 
others  of  very  much  the  same  stamp  were 
examined  to  fill  up  the  minuter  details  of 
the  alleged  transactions,  and  Mr.  Herta, 
who,  being  convicted,  made  a  confession 
and  implicated  Mr.  Crampton.  The  state- 
ments of  a  man  who  was  an  approver,  and 
of  another  man  who  had  just  been  con- 
victed, both  of  whom  the  American  Go- 
vernment would  have  found,  if  they  had 
taken  the  slightest  trouble  to  inquire,  to 
be  men  of  infamous  character,  were  taken 
as  true,  notwithstanding  the  strong  and 
emphatic  denial  of  Mr.  Crampton  and  the 
other  gentlemen  affected  by  those  state- 
ments. Nay,  more,  the  American  Govem- 
ment sent  here,  not  an  authentic  report  of 
the  trial,  but  the  report  which  was  pre- 
[^ared  for  a  newspaper — The  Pennsylvii- 
nian — remarkable  for  its  bitter  animosity 
against  this  country,  the  editor  of  which 
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was  examined  on  the  trial,  and  was  at- 
tempted to  be  foisted  as  a  juryman  upon 
the  panel.  There  was  not*  the  slightest 
chance  of  the  jurj  finding  any  other  than 
a  verdict  against  Hertz.  It  was  an  in- 
dictment against,  and,  by  implication,  a 
conTiction  of,  the  British  Government ; 
and  this  gentleman,  who  was  witness  upon 
the  trial,  whose  report  was  sent  by  the 
American  Government  as  a  report  of  the 
trial,  did  not  scruple  to  speak  of  Great 
Britain  in  the  following  terms.  They  are 
somewhat  amusing : — 

'*  £ogland  for  centimes  has  iieen  boUTmg  and 
bribing  the  world;  her  ineolenoe  is  utoaoding. 
In  the  Pacific,  in  the  Atlantic,  on  the  Isthmus, 
cverTwhere,  that  haggard  Toluptuary,  Great  Bri- 
tain, who  has  been  so  long  drunk  with  the  blood 
of  other  nations  that  she  now  reels  and  totters 
with  her  own  inanitj,  glares  upon  ua  with  her  red 
eyeballs,  and  puts  us  at  defiance." 

Those  were  the  terms  with  which  the 
editor  of  The  Penruyhanian  introduced  to 
the  world  a  report  of  the  trial  on  which  he 
himself  had  been  a  witness,  and  which 
was  adopted  by  the  Anwrican  Govern- 
ment. ['*  Hear,  hear!"]  He  heard  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  "  near  *'  on  the  other 
side,  but  he  thanked  God  the  British 
press  was  not  yet  lowered  to  such  wretched 
ribaldry  as  that,  and  he  hoped  it  never 
would  be.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
seemed  inclined  to  give  implicit  credit  to 
the  witnesses.  [Mr.  G.  H.  Moore  :  What! 
I  ?  I  deny  it.]  Then,  to  oast  imputations 
npon  the  honour,  veracity,  and  character 
of  the  gentlemen  whom  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man impugned,  without  evidence,  was  to- 
tally unwarrantable  and  totally  unjustifia- 
ble. The  case  made  by  the  American 
Government  was  based  upon  the  state- 
ments of  these  persons.  It  turned  ont 
that  Mr.  Stroebcl  was  a  person  of  bad 
character;  he  had  served  in  the  Danish 
army;  he  had  held  some  rank  in  that 
army ;  he  volunteered  to  perform  service 
in  the  English  army  ;  he  proposed  to  raise 
men ;  he  said  many  of  his  countrymen 
were  ready  at  once  to  follow  him.  Then 
came  Hertz,  who  said  the  same.  Both 
expressed  the  greatest  interest  in  the 
cause  of  the  Allies,  and  the  utmost  zeal 
for  the  service  of  England,  and  expressed 
the  utmost  anxiety  to  return  to  Europe. 
There  was  abundant  evidence  now  that 
Stroebel  was  a  spy  in  the  employ  of  Rus- 
sia, and  that  Hertz  was  a  swindler  and  a 
man  of  no  character.  But  those  facts 
were  not  in  the  possession  of  the  British 
authorities  in  America  when  those  persons 
offered  their  services.     It  might  be  true. 

The  Attorney  General 


so  far  as  their  statements  were  concerned, 
that  they  violated  the  municipal  law  of  the 
United  States.     In  their  anxiety  to  get 
men  and  establish  a  claim  to  be  rewarded 
for  their  zeal  and  assiduity,  they  might 
possibly  have  transgressed  the  law  of  the 
United  States.    Whether  they  did  so  with 
the  honest  purpose  of  serving  the  British 
Government,  or  whether  they  were  prepsi- 
ing  schemes  of  treachery  and  fraud  in  the 
interest  of  Boiseia,  or  of  those  who  were 
hostile  to  Greai  Britain,  was  a  grave  ques- 
tion, which  he  would  not  stay  to  discoss ; 
but  when,  in  answer  to  the  atatemenis  of 
such  men  as  those,  he  had  the  positive  as- 
sertion of  Mr.  Crampton  and  the  Briuah 
Consuls  that  those  statements  were  wholly 
and  entirely  destitute  of  the  slightest  shadow 
of  foundation  upon  truth,  he  asked  the  House 
whether  they  thought  that,  under  those 
circumstances,    the    British    Government 
would  have  been  justified  in  making  scape- 
goats of  Mr.  Crampton  and  the  consuls  by 
recalling  them,  and  marking  them  with  the 
stigma    of   JGovemment    disapprobation? 
He  thought  no  one  would  go  along  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  in  believing 
that,  in  spite  of  their  instructions,  those 
gentlemen  did  violate  the  municipal  law  by 
causing  enlistments,  or  engagements  to  en- 
list, on  the  territory  of  the  United  States ; 
and  he  submitted  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment, in  accordance  with  the  inatructiona 
which  were  framed,  were  justified  in  ac- 
cepting the  services  of  their  own  subjects, 
and  of  Germans,   Poles,  Hung^arians,  or 
Italians,  if  they  accepted  those  aervioes  by 
enlisting  them  beyond  the  precincts  of  the 
United   States.      There  was  no  evidence 
that  any  acts  were  done  in  contravention 
of  the  local  laws  of  the  United  States,  ex- 
cept the  evidence  of  those  men,  who  could 
not  be  believed  ;  and  against  it  they  bad 
the  positive  denial  of  gentlemen,  men  of 
honour,  and  Englishmen.     It  was  ell  very 
well  for  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  wanted 
to  make  out  a  case,  if  he  could,  against 
those  parties,  to  take  up  the  deapatches, 
and,  instead  of  reading  them  in  a  manly, 
straightforward  manner,  read  them  with  a 
sneering,  sarcastic  tone,  meant   to   imply 
that  he  did  not  believe  a  word  of  them, 
but  in  that  view  he  was  sure  the  House 
would  not  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman.     He 
submitted  that  the  question  was«  wheiheii 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would     havG 
been  justified  in  acting  merely  upon  th^ 
view  taken  by  the  American  Governmenl 
on  the  evidence  of  Hertz  and  Stroebel,  in 
spite  of  the  emphatic  denial  of  Mr.  Cramp 
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ton  and  tiie  eonrals.     Eliminated  from  the 
mass  ef  verbosity  with  which,   from  one 
side  or  the  other,  it  had  been  entangled, 
that  was  reallj  the  ease  which  was  brought 
before  the  attention   of  the  House.     He 
bid  eaetioaslj  abstained  from  saying  one 
word  npon   Uie  eondact  of  the  American 
GoTemment  except  as  regarded  that  trial. 
At  the  same  time  he  might  say,  withoat 
aoT  intendoD  of  giving  offence,  that  the 
spirit  and  the  tone  in  which  the  American 
sodiorities  had  considered  the  correspond- 
eoee  which  had  taken  place,  and  considered 
Old  answered  the  despstobes  of  Lord  Cla- 
rendon *«pon  the  subject  (especially  when 
the    attempt^    of   Lord    Clarendon   were 
always  of  a  most  cofioiliatory  character), 
were  not  sncb  as  might  hare  been  expect- 
ed from  a  State  which  desired,  with  sin- 
cerity, to  maintain  friendly  relations  with 
England.     Whether  their  conduct  was  to 
be  attributed  to  that  cause  to  which  the 
right    hon.  Gentleman    the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  adverted 
tJie  other  evening — a  conviction   on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  that  Qreat  Bri- 
tain would  not  view  with  favour  or  submit 
unhesitatingly  to  that  expansive  tendency 
which  was  said  to  characterise  the  territo- 
rial policy  of  the  American  Government, 
was  more  than  he  could  undertake  to  say; 
but  of  this  he  was  persuaded,  that  any 
peimanent  rupture  of  the  friendly  relations 
between  the  two  countries  would  be  fatal 
to  the  best  interests  of  both,  and  deeply 
iDJorioQS  to  the  cause  of  progressive  im- 
provement ibronghout  the  whole  civilised 
world.      It  became  us  as  the  older,  as 
not  the  least  powerful,  and  looking  to  what 
was  gecng  on  in  various  parts  of  America, 
he  thought  he  might  also  add,  as  not  the 
least  oBited  of  the  two  nations,  to  evince 
a  spirit  of  manly  moderation  and  dignified 
iiorbearance.     We  were  never  better  pre- 
pared for  war,  and  therefore  ought  to  be 
the  more  inclined  to  peace.     Our  power 
had  now  been  proved.     Our  renown  was 
not  of  yesterday;  our  glory  was  not  of  re- 
cent date ;   our  prowess  had   been   esta* 
hltshed  by  sea  ana  by  land  in  every  quarter 
of  the  universe.     We  could  afford  to  be 
conciliatory  ourselves,  and  to  exhort  others 
to  conciliation.      Nor  was  it  possible  to 
■usfDlarpfvt  the   motive  with  which  we 
iBfgbt  address  the  American  people  in  these 
penusmre  accents : — 

-  Aea  petrue  validaa  in  viscera  vortite  vires. 
Tnaw  prior,  tn  parce,  genos  qai  duois  Olympo ; 
Pro)useteUL  manu,  sanguis  meus." 


It  was  in  that  spirit  of  harmony  that  the 
Government  now  entered  on  the  present 
discussion.      There  was  no  denying  that 
its  tendency  was  to  take  at  a  disadvantage 
both  the  Ministiy  and  those  absent  men 
whose  honour  and  veracity  had  been  im- 
pugned, but  who  did  not  enjoy  the  oppor- 
tunity of  defending  themselves.     Remem- 
bering that,  though  this  attack  was  direct- 
ed against  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Uie 
interests  of  those  persons  were  deeply  im- 
plicated—nor theirs  alone,  but  what  was 
of  far  greater  moment,  those  also  of  two 
mighty  nations,  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
the  House  would  view  this  question  with- 
out reference  to  party  considerations,  and 
in  a  calm  dispassionate  spirit,  suitable  to 
its  dignity,  its  gravity,  and  its  importance. 
Sia  FREDERIC    THESIGER    said, 
that  although  the   House  was  naturally 
impatient  of  any  debate  likely  to  degene- 
rate into  a  legal  discussion,  yet  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  offer  some  remarks  on  the  legal 
considerations  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  had  stated 
to  be  involved  in  this  interesting  and  most 
important  question.     With  respect  to  the 
Motion  itself,  be  did  not  think  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  was  to  be  censured 
for  not  having  withdrawn  it;  for  no  parti- 
cular facilities  were  offered  by  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Treasury  bench  for  bringing 
forward  a  vote  of  censure  on  the  Govern- 
ment; and  if  the  House  were  to  wait  until 
certain  negotiations,  never  explained,  but 
only  darkly  shadowed  forth,  had  come  to  a 
conclusion,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  prevent  discussion  altoge- 
ther by  protracting  negotiations  till  the 
time  was  gone  when  discussion  would  havo 
any  life  or  interest.  He  fully  concurred  with 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  on  the  necessity  of  approaching 
this  important  question  in  a  spirit  of  mo- 
deration;  deprecating,  therefore,  the  in- 
fusion of  party  spirit  into  such  a  debate, 
be  admitted  that  their  deliberations  should 
be  characterised  by  a  calm  and  judicial 
tone,  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that  nothing 
that  he  might  say  would  create  irritation 
or  embitter  the  relations  between  this  coun- 
try and  the  United  States.     It  was  essen- 
tial to  consider  first,  the  position  in  which 
we  stood  ;  and,  secondly,  the  circumstances 
that  had  compelled  us  to  occupy  that  posi- 
tion.    In  the  dismissal  of  our  accredited 
Minister,  and  in  the  withdrawal  of  their  au- 
thority from  ti  ••ee  of  our  consuls,  we  had 
received  from  tht  Government  of  the  United 
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States  one  of  the  strongest  proofs  of  dis- 
satisfaction that  one  nation  could  offer  to 
another.     Was  that  decided  step  on  the 
part  of  the  American  Go?emment  to  be 
justified  or  not  ?  Was  there  any  blame  im- 
putable to  the  agents  of  the  American  Go- 
vernment for  the  course  they  had  pursued 
in  acting  in   so  abrupt  and  summary  a 
manner  ?    If  so,  our  path  was  clear  and 
open ;    for,   as  Lord  Clarendon   had  ire- 
marked,  no  discredit  could  attach  to  the 
acknowledgment  of  unquestionable  wrong. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  important  to 
consider  whether  the  conduct  of  the  agents 
of  the  British  Government  had  been  such 
as  not  to  render  them  obnoxious  to  cen- 
sure.     If    their  conduct  was    not    fairly 
liable  to  censure,  a  gross  and  gratuitous 
insult  had  been  offered  to  the  British  na- 
tion.    When  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Bill 
was  under  discussion  in  that  House,  seve- 
ral wise  and  prudent  persons  anticipated 
that  it  would  be  very  likely  to  lead  us  into 
a  collision  with  foreign  Powers,  and  warn- 
ed the  Government  to  that  effect.     During 
the  whole  of  that  debate,  although  questions 
were  put  as  to  the  countries  from  whence 
recruits  were  likely  to  be  obtained,  no  sug- 
gestion as  to  the  probability  of  our  recruit- 
ing  our  foreign   legion  from  the  United 
States  was  ever  made.     If  such  a  sugges- 
tion had  been  offered,  the  Government  would 
have  been  warned  to  be  particularly  care- 
ful   in   their    transactions   with  America. 
That  country  had    previously    intimated 
that  it  would  observe  a  strict  neutrality 
during  the  war,  and  unfortunately   there 
had  arisen  with  the  American  Government 
circumstances  of  misunderstanding  which 
would  probably  have  rendered  it  wise  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Government  either 
to  abstain  altogether  from  drawing  supplies 
of  meu  from  that  quarter,  or,  at  all  events, 
to  proceed  with   the  utmost  caution  and 
circumspection.     In  attempting  to  procure 
recruits  from  the  United  States,  two  cir- 
cumstances should  have  been  carefully  con- 
sidered— first,  the  municipal  law  of  the 
United  States  ;  secondly,  the  rights  which 
the  Americans  possessed  under  the  inter- 
national law.     The  first  was  a  positive 
enactment,  the  latter  had  no  written  code 
except  where  treaties  intervened,  but  was 
founded  on  justice,  good  faith,  and  mutual 
forbearance  between  nations.     Under  the 
municipal  law  of  the  United  States,  an 
Act  of  Congress,  passed  in  1818,  made  it 
a    misdemeanor,  punishable  by  fine  and 
imprisonment,  for  any  one  to  hire  or  retain 
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another  to  go  out  of  the  territory  or  ju- 
risdiction of  the  United  States  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  enlisted  into  the  serrice  of 
a  foreign  Power.     Unfortunately,  the  Go- 
vernment kept  ita  view  too  closely  and 
specifically  directed  to  the  provisions  of 
that  municipal  law.     He  (Sir  F.  Thesiger) 
thought  they  had  regarded  its  provisions, 
not  so  much  to  see  how  they  eould  obey 
them,  as  to  ascertain  how  they  eould  ac- 
complish an  object  which  was  prohibited 
by  the  law  without  bringing  themielves  * 
strictly  within  the  letter  of  its  provisions. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  had  taken  what  appeared 
to  be  an  extraordinary  view  of  interns- 
tional  law  as  applicable  to  this  particular 
question — the  one  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  which  had  been  fatal  to  their 
proceedings  in  this  matter,  and  one  which 
he  (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  ventured  to  say  was 
unfounded.     There  was  no  doubt,   as  it 
appeared  to  him,  that  although  an  indivi- 
dual might  evade  the  provisions  of  an  Act 
of  the  Legislatare  of  the  United  States, 
and  keep  himself  clear  of  the  penalty  at- 
taching to  an  infraction  of  the  letter  of 
the  ]^w,  yet  that  if  a  Government  were 
systematically  to  endeavour  to  attain  an 
object  which  was  prohibited  by  law,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  keep  its  agenta  cleat 
from  falling  within  the  provisions  of  that 
law,   such  conduct  was  contrary  to  that 
good  faith  and  forbearance  which  should 
characterise  the  intercourse  between  na- 
tions.    Unfortunately,  however,  the  view 
which  had  been  submitted  to  the  House  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  was  that  upon  which  Mr. 
Crampton  had  acted,  and  which  had  beeu 
endorsed  by   Lord   Clarendon.      At  page 
176  of  the  Blue-book  Mr.  Crampton  would 
be  found  writing : — 

'*  It  did  not  appear  to  me  to  be  a  thing  to  be 
supposed,  that  any  free  nation  intended  to  enforce, 
as  a  restraint  upon  the  liberty  of  ita  inhabitants, 
any  more  of  the  general  law  of  nations  than  it  had 
embodied  in  its  municipal  law.     That  municipal 
law  appeared  to  me  to  bavo  been  enacted  for  the 
▼ery  purpose  of  defining  and  deciding  how  much 
of  the  general  right  of  restraining  the  egress  oC 
its  citizens  from  its  territory  the  lawgiver  in- 
tended to  enforce." 

At  page  264  Lord  Clarondon  said — 

"  Now,  in  reply  to  this,  the  undersigned  begs 
to  observe,  that  the  policy  of  a  nation  in  regard 
to  its  internal  arrangements  must  be  sought  for 
in  the  laws  of  that  nation ;  that  wlukt  those  laws 
forbid,  it  must  be  understood  to  be  the  policy  ot 
the  State  to  prohibit;  and  that  what  those  lawsl 
do  not  forbid,  it  must  be  understood   to  be  thej 
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poliey  of  the  State  to  allow.  In  erery  State. 
whaterer  maj  be  Ua  form  of  GoTernment.  there 
is  a  aoTereign  power ;  that  soTcreign  power  may 
impose  npon  the  subjecta  or  oitixens  of  such 
State  what  duties,  obligations,  and  restrictions  it 
Dttj  think  fit ;  and  it  is  a  necessary  conclusion 
that  when  the  sovereign  power  puts  a  limit  to  its 
enactments,  whether  of  obligation  or  of  prohibi- 
tioD,  it  means  to  leave  its  nubjects  or  citizens 
free  in  regard  to  all  matters  not  within  the  enact- 
BMDtsofihelaw.*' 


Nov,  with  Tiry  great  deference  to  Bucb 
high  authorities,  he  (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  must 
nj  there  was  great  confusion  of  ideas  in 
soeh  reasoning  broached  in  the  manner  it 
bad  been.    The   municipal  law   was  in- 
tended for  tlie  internal   regulation  of  a 
country,  and  applied  merely  to  the  sub- 
jecta ^  the  country.     It  could  not  attach 
to  any  foreign  State,  nor  to  any  person 
not  a  subject  of  that  particular  country, 
and,  therefore,  although  it  might  hind  or 
pre  freedom  to  the  citizens  of  that  State, 
it  could  have  no  effect  or  influence  over 
mtemauonal  law  or  the  intercourse  be- 
tween nations.     For  instance,  there  was 
no  doubt  that  Americans  had  an  undoubted 
right  freely  and  voluntarily  to  quit  their 
oountry ;  that  opinion  had  been  laid  down 
by  Judge  logersoll,  but  that  fact  did  not 
touch  the  question  of  international   law. 
If  a  GoTernment   were  to  lend  itself  to 
plans  for  seducing  or  enticing  persons  to 
leave  the  United  States,  then  the  muni- 
cipal law  uiiglit  not  be  violated  in  terms, 
hat  there   would   be  a  breach  of  inter- 
national law,  and  there  could  he  no  doubt 
that  it  would  be  a  violation  of  that  frank 
intercourse  which  nught  to  subsist  between 
nations*     Supposing  for  instance  the  Ame- 
ricana had  established  a  manufacture  iu 
their  eonntry  which  was  of  great  public 
aJraotage,  no  doubt  all  the  manufacturers 
in  a  body  could,  if  they  pleased,  quit  the 
United  States  and  transplant  their  skill 
to  aaother  soil ;  but  could  it  be  said,  be« 
eaase  they  had  a  right  voluntarily  to  quit 
(Jntr  eoantry,  that  therefore  another  Go- 
vemmeiit,    if   it  should  think  it  advan- 
tageous to  do  so,  should  attract  such  per- 
sons to  its  oountry — would  it  not  commit  a 
breach  of  international  law  if  it  held  out 
tndueetDents  in  the  way  of  higher  prices 
forlaboar?      [Mr.  Chketham:  It  is  done 
every  d^y.!      It  might  be  done  every  day, 
h'At  BeTertneless  he  considered  it  a  gross 
vioiatioo  of  international  law,  and  contrary 
to  the   spirit  of  justice  and  good  faith 
vhich  should  prevail  in  the  intercourse  of 
nations.      He    therefore  could   not  agree 
«^}th  the  bon.   and  leanied  Gentleman  the 


Attorney   General    in    the   opinion  that, 
because  the  municipal  law  of  the  United 
States  permitted  persons  to  leave  that 
country,  even  to  enlist  in  the  service  of 
other  countries,  therefore  it  would  be  no 
infraction  of  the  sovereign  rights  of  the 
American  nation  for  another  Government 
to  entice  and  persuade  persons  to  leare 
the  country  for  the  purpose  of  enlisting 
in  a  foreign  legion.     It  was  that  mistaken 
view  of  international  law  which  had  led  to 
those  proceedings  which  were,  as  he  con- 
sidered, juAtly   blamable,  and  which  had 
bronght  this   country   into   a  position  of 
humiliation  —  a  consequence  attributable 
entirely   to   the  course   pursued   by   Her 
Majesty's  Government.     Taking  the  prin- 
ciples he  had  enunciated  as  a  guide,  he 
would  just  notice  what  the  Government  of 
this  country  had  done  with  respect  to  the 
question  of  enlistments  in  America.    Thero 
was,  undoubttrdly,  great  difficulty  in  tracing 
precisely  in  the  Blue-hook  what  acts  were 
done  by  those  Vho  were  the  recognised  and 
authorised  agents  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment.    There   was  abundant  information 
as  to  the  acts  of  the  unauthorised  and  un- 
accredited  agents,   but    there   were   also 
occasional  glimpses  of  light,  showing  what 
was  done  by  those  who  were  clothed  with 
authority,  and  sufficient  to  show  that  they 
were  pursuing  a  system  that  was  highly 
reprehensible.      There    were   some  facts 
which  could  not  bo  disputed.     There  was 
no  doubt  that  there  was  a  recognised  sys- 
tem organised  within  the  territory  of  the 
United  States  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
men  to  leave  those  States  and  to  proceed 
to  Canada  prior  to  coming  to  this  country. 
There  were  agents  employed,  money  was 
forthcoming,  and  a  dep6t  was  established  • 
at  Halifax  with  the  sanction  of  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor,     The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  had  ex- 
pressed  himself  strongly,   perhaps  justi- 
fiably  so,  in  regard  to  the  course  adopted 
at  the  trial  of  the  parties  who  were  accused 
of  violating  the  neutrality  laws.     It  was 
not  his  (Sir  F.  Thesiger 's)  intention  to 
vindicate  the  character  of  Mr.  Herts  or  of 
Captain  Stroebel,  neither  did  he  assume 
that  the  evidence  given  by  those  persons 
at  the  trial   was  perfectly  correct;   but 
thero  was  other  evidence.     There  was  the 
admission  under  Mr.  Crampton'sown  hand, 
that  he  employed  those  two  persons  as  his 
agents  to  assist  him  in  procuring  enlist- 
ments ;  there  were  the  instructions  given 
to  them  among  other  agents,  and  there 
was  the  cipher  prepared,  with  which  they, 
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io  common  with  other  agentB,  were  made  j 
acquainted.  Such  being  the  peraons 
emplojed,  and  such  the  maeUnery  aet  in 
action  to  obtain  the  object  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  in  view,  he 
would  next  see  if  he  conld  trace  in  those 
proeeedings  any  indication  of  a  conviction  ' 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  what 
was  being  done  was  perfectly  lawful,  and 
that  the  machinery  employed  was  not  aadi ' 
as  to  afford  the  American  Government  any 
just  ground  of  complaint.  It  appeared 
that  at  a  very  early  period  of  the  business, 
before  the  system  had  come  into  operation, 
Mr.  GramptoB  prudently  took  the  advice 
of  a  very  Me  lawyer  in  order  to  ascertain 
how  far  the  neutrality  laws  would  affect 
the  proceedings  which  it  was  proposed  to 
Institute  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  re- 
cruits from  that  country.  Anything  more 
strongly  worded  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
caution  on  the  part  of  our  Minister  than 
this  legal  opinion  could  hardly  be  imagined; 
and  the  House  should  bear  in  mind  that 
this  document,  together  with  his  letter  to 
Sir  Gaspard  le  Marchant,  was  sent  by  Mr. 
Grampton  in  his  despatch  of  the  12th  of 
March  to  Lord  Clarendon ;  and  that  our 
Foreign  Secretary  was  in  possession  of 
both  when  he  wrote  his  letter  of  approval 
on  the  12th  of  April.  In  his  letter  to  Sir 
Gaspard  le  Marchant  Mr.  Crampton  said — 

"  I  have  famished  your  agent  with  a  copy  of 
this  opinion  for  his  infonnation  and  guidance,  and 
I  hare  directed  him  to  confine  his  operations  in 
the  first  instance  to  making  inquiries  as  to  the 
desire  which  maj  exist  among  the  inhabitants  of 
the  eastern  cities  of  the  United  States  to  enter 
Her  Majesty's  serrice,  to  inform  such  persons  ge- 
nerally of  the  disposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Grorem- 
ment  to  accept  soch  properly  qualified  candidates 
as  may  offer  themselves,  to  make  them  acquainted 
with  the  terms  upon  which  the  enlistments  will  be 
made,  and  with  the  places  within  the  British  do- 
minions to  which  they  may  repair  tor  the  purpose 
of  being  enrolled,  carefully  abstaining,  however, 
from  entering  into  any  agreement  with  saoh  per- 
sons, or  fi:x>m  doing  anything  which  might  be  con- 
strued into  '  retaining  or  hiring'  any  individual  to 
emigrate  for  the  purpose  of  enlisting  in  the  British 
■errice." 

Lord  Clarendon,  having  been  informed  of 
the  course  intended  to  be  adopted,  wrote 
to  Mr.  Crampton  on  the  12th  of  April : — 

*'  I  entirely  approve  your  proceedings,  as  report- 
ed in  your  dispatch  of  the  12th  ult.  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  enlistment  in  the  Queen's  service 
of  foreign  and  British  subjects  in  the  United 
States." 

Considering  that  Lord  Clarendon  was  cog- 
nisant of  the  opinion  of  the  eminent  Ame- 
rican lawyer,  clearly  indicating  that  the 
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BMrtrality  law  of  the  United  States  "  would 
be  held  to  reach  every  case  of  payment,  ex- 
penditure, or  other  valuable  consideration, 
however  ingeniously  devised,"  he  would 
have  acted  a  far  wiser  part  had  he  wholly 
abstained   from   the  attempt   to  procure 
men  in  the  United  States,  and  warned  his 
Minister  that,  the  course  he  proposed  to 
porsue  not  being  open,  candid,  or  straight- 
forward, but  secret  and  underhand.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  feel  them- 
selves justified  in  sanctioning  such  a  pro- 
ceeding.    The  Earl  of  Clarendon,  indeed, 
alleged  that  he  enjoined  on  Mr.  Crampton 
above  all  things  to  avoid  concealment  from 
the  American  Government;  bnt  he  (Sir  F. 
Thesiger),  baring  looked  carefully  through 
the  correspondence  without  discovering  sny 
trace  of  such  an  injunction,  would  feel  ob- 
liged to  any  hon.  Member  followinjc  him  in 
debate  who  should  point  out  the  despatch 
in  which  it  was  contained.     If,  however, 
any  such  instruction    waa  given,  it  was 
certainly  not  observed  by  Mr.  Crampton. 
Lord  Clarendon  was,  at  all  events,  inform- 
ed at  a  later  period  of  the  secret  steps 
taken  to  procure  recruits,  and  the  fatal 
mistake  made  by  our  Government  through- 
out the  transactions  was,  that  the  direc- 
tions which   they  issued  to  their  agents 
were  confined  to  the  avoidance  of  any  in- 
fringement of  the  municipal  law,  and  en* 
tirely  overlooked  the  broader  question  on 
which  the  Americans  were  likely  to  feel 
extremely  sensitive,  namely,  the  bearing 
of  our  attempts  at  enlistment  upon  their 
rights  of  sovereignty.     At  an  early  period, 
and  before  the  system  was  in  full  operation, 
Mr.  Angus  M*Donald  published  advertise- 
ments, and  established  an  office   for  the 
purpose  of  providing  passages  to  Halifax 
to  persons  willing  to  go  thither  and  enWst 
themselves.      It  was  said  that*  the  Anae- 
rican  Government  were  from  the  earliest 
date  aware  of  the  formation  of  a   depot 
at  Halifax,  and  of  the  measures  taken  to 
secure  recruits ;  but  there  was  evidcuOy 
some  misapprehension  on  that  point.      No 
communication  had  been  made  to  the  Ame- 
rican Government  that  could  lead    them 
to  believe  that  such  proceedings  as  those 
described  in  Mr.  Crampton 's  letter  were 
either  contemplated  or  in  progress.        On 
the  22nd  of  March  Mr.  Crampton   wrote 
to  Consul  Barclay  to  disavow  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  M'Donald — conduct  which    Consul 
Barclay  had   previously  characterised    as 
likely  **to  produce  a  ferment,*'  and  such 
as  would  cause   the  Government    of    t\ic 
United  States  to  interfere  and  put  a  stop 
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to  tlie  proceedings.     It  was  very  remark- 
able that,  in  the  course  of  the  coDversation 
in  which  Mr.  Crampton  told  Mr.  Marcy 
that  pereona  bad  applied  to  him  relative 
to  eoliaiment  for  the  foreign  legion,  hut 
that  be  had  told  them  the  thing  could  not 
be  done  without  infringing  the  law,  unless 
thejr  first  left  the  States  and  afterwards 
eorolled  themselves,  Mr.  Crampton  showed 
Ifr.  Marcjr  his  letter  to  Consul  Barclay  in 
.reference  to  Mr.  M'Donald's  proceedings; 
and  that  Mr.  Marcy,  on  his  part,  declared 
inhiftaabse^ioent  despatches  that  he  under* 
stood  Mr.  Crampton,  when  he  communi- 
eated  the  contents  of  this  letter  to  him,  to 
have  intended  to  disavow  the  participation 
of  the  British  Government  in  any  improper 
acta  of  reeruiting.     Mr.  Marcy,  ignorant  of 
the  onderhand  scheme  in  progress  at  the 
tiiae^  might  very  well  have  answered,  as 
be  was  represented  to  have  done,  that  per- 
tons  were  at  liberty  to  quit  the  States  for 
the  purpose  of  being  enlisted.     The  House 
ooght  carefully  to  consider  the  steps  that 
vere  taken  at  an  early  period,  becanse 
they  showed  that  the  course  adopted  by 
oar  Minister  and  sanctioned  bv  his  Govern- 
ment  was  perfectly  unjustifiable,  and  had 
brought  on  us  all  the  indignity  and  hamili- 
atioQ  to  which  we  had  been  since  exposed. 
Mr.  Grant,  writing  to  Mr«  Crampton,  in 
Fehnujj,  1855,  said — 

**  Mf  ioihieDce  in  this  State  enables  me  to  raise 
^Man  ten  days  (and  in  secret)  a  regiment  of 
nfie>»  oomprinng  the  ordinary  number  (486),  the 
°»jonty  of  whom  are  bom  subjects  of  Great 
Britabi,  and  who  are  only  waiting  the  moment 
^'bn  they  may  be  allowed  to  show  that  they, 
^^^boB|^  ItTiDg  in  a  foreign  country,  are  not 
fnscntibie  of  tiie  claim  that  their  native  country 
^  on  them.  The  men  are  ready,  but  what  is 
v^Bted  is  proper  sanctioo  being  (secretly)  given 
tc  th«r  proceedings.  Throughout  the  whole  of 
^^  enterprise  we  have  borne  strictly  in  mind 
t^  weeeeeitj  there  exists  of  not  infringing  the 
^^■faiity  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  the  men 
v«^  depart  in  aqnads  at  their  own  expense, 
<^*teaft|ily  tnrelling  as  citisens  of  the  United 
States  on  their  own  account  to  (Canada." 

Another  letter  from  Major  Rakow  stated — 

^  **  To  aroid  any  interference  by  the  United 
^^Mt^  aaikorities,  the  soldiers  are  to  be  shipped 
as  pueeogen  to  some  port,  and  there  to  be  put 
a  rapjt  asd  file." 

The  amwer  sent  by  Mr.  Crampton  to  these 
^^a%  of  enlistment  was  somewhat  singular. 
It  w«.  this:— 


*•  Sir,— IliaYe  receiTod  your  letter  of  the—, 
*''*  I  iwet  to  say  that  1  am  not  in  possession  of 
t  ^  v^onution  with  which  you  desire  to  be  fur- 
I  have  received  no  instructions  from  Her 


to  take  steps  for  the  enlistment  of  men  or  the 
engagement  of  officers  for  the  British  army." 

There  were  other  letters  from  a  Mr.  Jones 
and  a  Mr.  Reynolds,  the  replies  to  which 
were  important.  On  the  23rd  of  March, 
1855,  Mr.  Crampton  wrote  to  Mr.  Jones 
as  follows: — 

"  I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  22nd,  and 
I  have  to  inform  you  in  reply  that,  although  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  Fler  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  accept  of  the  service  of  such 
foreigners  as  may  be  desirous  of  joining  it,  no 
rendezvous  for  enlistment  has  been  opened  by  the 
authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  any 
place  in  the  United  States,  nor  has  any  pcraon 
been  authorised  to  hire  or  retain  any  individual 
to  go  beyond  the  limits  of  the  United  states  for 
the  purpose  of  being  so  enlisted.  This  would 
constitute  an  infraction  of  the  neutrality  laws  of 
the  United  States  {vide  Act  of  Congress,  1818, 
s.  2),  and  Her  Majesty's  Government,  however 
desirous  to  obtain  recruits  for  the  British  army, 
are  still  more  anxious  that  the  laws  of  the  States, 
with  which  Her  Majesty  is  at  peace,  should  be 
respected. 

"Should  you  desire  information  as  to  the  terms, 
&Q.  upon  which  foreigners  may  be  enrolled  under 
the  provisions  of  a  late  Act  of  Parliament,  I  shall 
have  pleasure  in  ftimishing  you  with  such  informa- 
tion as  is  in  my  possession  at  any  time  you  should 
call  at  Iler  Majesty's  Legation  in  this  city." 

A  similar  answer  was  sent  to  Captain 
Zankish,  and  would  be  found  in  page  189. 
The  letter  of  Lord  Clarendon,  of  the  12th 
of  April,  approving  the  proceedings  with 
regard  to  enlistment,  arrived  in  the  United 
States  about  a  fortnight  afterwards,  and  a 
very  important  correspondence  then  took 
place  between  Mr.  Crampton,  Mr.  Lnmley, 
and  a  Mr.  Martin,  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Uouse.  Mr.  Mar- 
tin, in  a  letter  dated  the  26th  of  April, 
1855,  ssid,  that  circumstances  which  he 
thought  purely  providential  at  that  im- 
portant juncture  would,  he  believed,  en- 
able a  proper  person,  invested  with  proper 
authority,  "  to  raise  a  force  of  5,000  men 
and  upwards  of  as  brave  and  determined 
troops  as  ever  marched  to  a  battle-field 
under  the  British  or  any  other  flag  on  the 
face  of  the  earth."  Mr.  Martin  further 
said — 

"  I  think  that,  for  the  sum  of  £6  to  £10  per 
man,  the  number  above  alluded  to — namely,  5,000 
and  upwards— can  be  raised  or  delivered  in  any 
of  the  West  Indies  or  North  American  colonies, 
or  even  in  Malta,  without  any  additional  expense 
to  the  Government/' 

• 

Mr.  Lumley  answered— 

**  I  am  desired  by  Mr.  Crampton  to  acknow- 
ledge the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  26th  of 
April,  and  to  inform  you  that  he  has  no  douht 
that  the  services  of  all  those  persons  whom  you 
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Her  BCsjesty  will  l>e  gladly  received,  and  that  the 
feelings  which  actuate  you  will  be  gratefully  ac- 
knowledged. At  the  same  time,  Mr.  Crampton 
wishes  me  to  impress  upon  you  the  very  stringent 
and  comprebeosiYO  nature  of  the  neutrality  laws 
of  the  United  States,  according  to  which  it  is  not 
only  illegal  to  enlist  or  recruit  the  subjects  of  any 
State  within  the  United  States  for  the  service  of 
a  foreign  Power,  but  equally  an  indictable  offence 
to  hire  or  retain  any  individual  to  emigrate  for 
the  purpose  of  enlisting  in  foreign  military  ser- 
▼ioe  against  a  Power  with  whom  the  United 
States*  Government  is  at  peace.  It  is  essential, 
therefore,  that  nothing  should  be  done  which 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  supposition  that 
the  persons  you  refer  to  leave  the  United  States 
as  voluntary  emigrants,  for  as  such  alone  could 
they  legally  leave  this  country  for  a  foreign 
Stete." 

Mr.  Martin  then  wrote  a  most  remarkable 
letter  to  Mr.  Craropton,  in  these  terms : — 

**  I  presume  that  you  will  have  noted  throagb 
the  public  papers  that  a  person,  called  Captain 
Walsh,  has  been  trying  here  for  some  time  past 
to  engage  a  number  of  Germans  fer  the  Foreign 
Legion,  under  the  head  of  labourers  fbr  the  St. 
Andrew's  and  Quebec  Railroad,  but  who  has  not 
yet  succeeded  in  getting  a  single  man  off.  .  .  . 
If  it  should  appear  to  you  desirable  to  carry  out 
this  object  in  a  safe  and  proper  manner,  it  will  be 
neoessary  to  place  matters  upon  such  a  footing  as 
will  at  once  enable  the  parties  engaged  in  it  to 
negotiate  their  drafts  to  meet  at  least  a  part  of 
their  unavoidable  expenses,  which  must  be  very 
considerable,  as  from  all  the  information  I  can 
obtain  upon  the  subject  from  captains  of  British 
ships  and  others  acquainted  with  the  emigration 
and  passenger  business,  it  wifl  cost  at  least 
£6  15s.  to  £7  lOf.  per  man,  under  the  best 
and  most  economical  arrangement  that  can  be 
devised  to  convey  them  from  here  to  Halifax,  and 
many  of  them  will  require  assistance  to  get  here 
from  the  interior.  It  would,  thcn^fore,  be  neces- 
sary to  make  at  least  £6  available  to  the  party 
undertaking  the  business,  leaving  say  £2  10s. 
as  a  contingent  surplus  to  meet  any  deficit  that 
might  arise  from  accident  or  inefficiency  of  any 
portion  of  those  sent  forward,  which,  however,  I 
do  not  apprehend,  leaving  £8  as  the  maximum 
amount  chargeable  to  Government.*' 

Mr.  Martin  then  proposed  the  following 
form  of  notice,  and  asked  whether  it  could 
be  legally  published  : — 

"  The  A  1  passenger  ship  — — »  will  sail  for 
Ilallfiix,  on  Tuesday,  June  6,  and  will  be  followed 
by  a  ship  of  the  same  class  on  each  succeeding 
Tuesday  throughout  the  summer,  or  so  long  as 
freight  and  passengers  will  offer  to  justify  their 
continuance. 

Mr.  Lumlej's  answer  was — 

"  I  have  delayed  replying  to  your  letter  of  the 
12th  instant,  until  I  could  obtain  the  opinion  of 
an  eminent  American  lawyer  on  the  subject  to 
which  it  relates,  and  I  now  beg  to  inform  you 
that  there  cannot  be  the  slightest  objection  to 
your  insei-ting  the  notice  (copy  of  which  was 
transmitted  in  your  letter)  in  any  newspaper  you 
may  think  fit.  I  am  also  able  to  inform  you  that 
the  collector  at  New  Orleans  has  no  legal  autho- 
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rity  to  prL^vent  ships  clearing  out  with  emigrants 
for  Ilali&x,  or  any  other  part  of  the  British 
dominions,  even  should  those  persons  liave  de- 
clared their  intention  of  enlisting  on  reaching 
British  territory.  Any  person  may,  of  his  own 
free  will,  emigrate  for  the  purpose  of  enlisting ; 
but  it  is  illegal  to  engage  a  person  within  the 
United  States  to  enlist  in  the  British,  army.  .  . 
I  must  therefore  warn  you  that  the  act  of  giving 
assistance  to  persons  in  the  interior  to  enable 
them  to  emigrate  might  possibly  be  considered  in 
the  light  of  an  infraction  of  the  law.  There  is^ 
however,  no  doubt  that  the  captains  of  ships 
affording  a  free  passage  to  such  emigrants  wili 
be  reimbursed  for  the  expenses  of  any  number 
of  able-bodied  men  who  may  enUtt  on  reaching 
Halifax." 

[An  hen.  Meiibbb:   Read,  read!]     He 
(Sir  F.  TheBiger)  was  quite  rcadj  to  read  ^ 
the  next  sentence.     It  was — 

"  From  the  enclosed  extract,  containing  an 
account  of  a  late  trial  at  Philadelphia,  you  will 
perceive  that  Judge  Kane  has  even  expressed 
the  opinion  <  that  the  payment  of  the  passa^ 
from  this  country  of  a  man  who  desires  to  enlist 
in  a  foreign  port  does  not  come  within  the  Act.*  " 

He  must  remind  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
who  had  cheered  that,  when  an 'applica- 
tion was  made  to  Judge  Kane  to  release 
Hertz,  Stroebel,  and  others,  the  JuJge 
appeared,  according  to  the  representation 
of  Mr.  Lumley,  to  have  expressed  his 
opinion  that  the  payment  of  passage-' 
money  would  not  be  illegal ;  but  when 
Judge  Kane  tried  Hertz  and  other  parties 
he  changed  his  opinion,  and  the  view  taken 
by  Judge  Kane  at  one  time  was  therefore 
neutralised  by  his  opinion  at  another  period. 
With  very  great  submission  to  Judere  Kane 
or  any  other  Judge,  he  (Sir  F.  Thcsigci) 
would  ventuie  to  say  that  if  any  person 
paid  the  passage- money  of  another  to  a 
foreign  State,  for  the  purpose  of  enlist- 
ment, that  would  as  nearly  approach 
*'  hiring  and  retaining  "  as  anything  he 
could  possibly  imagine,  and  would  come 
not  only  within  the  spirit,  but,  in  his 
belief,  within  the  very  letter  of  the  law. 
He  desired  to  call  attention  to  these  cir- 
cumstances to  show  the  secret  proceedings 
of  the  parties  with  respect  to  enlistment, 
and  he  would  now  read  to  the  House  the 
instructions  issued  by  Mr.  Crampton  to  all 
the  agents  whom  he  employed  : — 

"  It  is  essential  to  success  that  no  assemblages 
of  persons  should  take  place  at  beer-houses  or 
other  similar  places  of  entertainment  for  the  pur- 
pose of  devising  measures  for  enlisting,  and  the 
parties  should  scrupulously  avoid  resorting  to  this 
or  similar  means  of  disseminating  the  desired 
information,  inasmuch  as  the  attention  of  the 
American  authorities  would  not  foil  to  be  called 
to  such  proceedings,  which  would  undoubtedly  bo 
regarded  by  thorn  as  an  attempt  to  carry  on  r&- 
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eraiilng  for  a  foreign  Power  within  the  limita  of 
the  Uaited  States  ;  and  it  certainly  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  institution  of  legal  proceedings 
against  any  of  the  parties  in  question,  even  if 
thej  were  to  elude  the  penalty,  would  be  fatal  to 
the  tooeeea  of  the  enlistment  itself.*' 

His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tbe  Attorney 
General  had  argued  that  tlie  steps  tnken 
in  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of 
procuring  recruits   were   perfectly   legal, 
and  that  thcro  had  been  no  infringement 
of  the  law ;    bnt  from  tbe  proceedings  of 
the  parties,  and  their  endeavours  at  con- 
cealment,   it    was    perfectly   clear,   they 
evidently  thought  that  they  were   doing 
what  they  could  not  justify.     That  was, 
in  hia  opinion,  the  strongest  proof  that  the 
parties  engaged  in  those  proceedings  did 
not  adopt  tbe  view  of  the  case  which  had 
been  ingeniously  pressed  on  their  behalf — 
in  the  first  instance  by  Mr.  Crampton  and 
Lord  Clarendon,  and  afterwards  by  his  hon. 
aad  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General. 
It  had  been  said  that  Mr.  Marcy  was  aware 
of  all  that  had  been  going  on,  and  that  he 
aoquieaced  in  the  proceedings,  at  lei£st  by 
his  silence.     Now  how  did  that  appear? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  had  compared 
the  proclamation  of  Sir  Gaspard  le  Mar- 
chant  with  the  proclamation  of  Mr.  Angus 
M'Donald,  and  no  answer  had  been  given 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
to  that  part  of  the  case.     When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  referred  to  those  pro- 
clamaCtoDS  tbe  Attorney  General  cheered, 
no  doubt  because  he  intended  to  insist  that 
the  proclamation  of  Sir  Gaspard  le  Mar- 
chant  having  been  issued  at  Halifax,  and 
witbin  Her  Maiesty's  territories,  was  per- 
fect// legal.     He  would,  however,  call  the 
atteotioQ  of  the  Attorney  General  to  the 
fact  that  tbe  Halifax  proclamation  must 
have  foond  its  way  to  the  United  States, 
for    the    proclamation     of    Mr.     AngOs 
M*DoBaId,   which    was    dated   five    days 
later  than  tbe  proclamation  of  the  Lieu- 
tenaat  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia,  offered 
terms  precisely  similar  to  those  proposed 
bj  Sir  Gaspard   le   Marchant.      In   Mr. 
If' Dooald*s  proclamation,  ho  stated  that 
tbe  British  Grovernment  offered  '*  a  bounty 
«^f  £6,  or  30  dollars,  tos^ether  with  tho  pay 
cf  8  dollars  a  month,  rations,  good  cloth- 
L»g,  aad  warm  quarters,  to  every  effective 
tnan  fit  for  military  duty,  from  nineteen  to 
f'Jty  years  of  age,  to  join  which  are  in- 
v«ed  English,   Irish,   Scotch,   and   Ger- 
flc^ans/*     Tbe  proclamation  of  Sir  Gaspard 
le  M&rehant  stated  that — 

*'  The  lieutenant  Governor  of   Nova  Scotia 
iar^  been  empowered  to  embody  a   foreign 
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legion,  and  to  raise  British  regiments  for  service 
in  the  provinces  or  abroad,  notice  is  herebj  given 
that  able-bodied  men.  between  the  ages  of  nine- 
teen and  forty,  on  applying  at  the  depot  at  Hali- 
fax, will  receive  a  bounty  of  £6  sterling,  equal 
to  SO  dollars,  and  on  being  enrolled  will  receive 
8  dollars  per  month,  with  the  clothing,  quarters, 
and  other  advantages^  to  which  British  soldiers 
are  entitled." 

There  could  be  no  doubt,  he  apprehended, 
that  the  proclamation  of  Sir  Gaspard  le 
Marchant  had  found  its  way  to  the  United 
States,  and  had  been  copied  by  Mr.  Angus 
M 'Donald*  Now,  did  Mr.  Marcy  receive 
any  intimation  from  Mr.  Crampton  as  to 
the  proceedings  for  the  enlistment  of 
troops  ?  An  attempt  had  been  made  to 
induce  tho  House  to  suppose  that  Mr. 
Marcy  was  informed  of  these  clandestine 
and  secret  modes  of  enticing  and  alluriikg 
men  to  leave  the  United  States  for  the 
purpose  of  enlistment;  but  in  his  letter 
to  Lord  Clarendon  of  the  7th  of  May, 
Mr.  Lomley  stated  that  he  read  to  Mr. 
Marcy  a  cony  of  Lord  Clarendon's  de- 
spatch of  the  12th  of  April,  and  he 
added— 

"  Mr.  Marcy  appeared  much  pleased  with  this 
communication,  and  said  that,  as  the  question 
was  one  which  had  engaged  the  attention  of  the 
-United  States*  Government,  he  should  be  very 
glad  to  be  able  to  show  this  despatch  to  tho 
Cabinet.  .  .  .  Mr.  Crampton  was  anxious 
that  the  United  States'  Government  should  not 
for  a  moment  suppose  that  a  project  for  enlisting 
troops  for  Her  Majesty^s  service  within  the  United 
States  had  ever  been  contemplated." 

Now  ho  would  confidently  ask  any  candid 
and  dispassionate  person  whether  it  was 
possible,  after  such  a  communication  was 
made  by  Mr.  Lumley,  that  Mr.  Marcy 
coukl  entertain  any  other  idea  than  that 
tbe  project  of  enlistment  was  entirely 
abandoned,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vernment  had  no  intention  of  procuring 
men  from  the  United  States  ?  That  was 
the  state  of  things  when,  at  last,  tho 
attention  of  tho  American  Government 
was  called  to  the  proceedings  upon  the 
subject  of  the  enlistments,  and  on  the  6th 
of  July,  1855,  Mr.  Buchanan  addressed 
Lord  Clarendon  on  the  subject.  He  (Sir 
F.  Thesiger)  most  earnestly  invited  tbe 
attention  of  the  House  to  tho  course  of 
that  correspondence.  He  would  not 
weary  them  with  many  extracts ;  he  had 
with  much  trouble  taken  different  pas- 
sages from  the  letters,  which  would  bo 
sufficient;  and  if  there  were  any  por- 
tions of  those  letters  which  would  qualify 
the  passages  to  which  he  was  about  to 
refer,  he  should  feel  indebted  to  anjr  hon. 
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Member  who  would  point  them  out.  On 
the  6th  of  July,  1855,  Mr.  Buchanan 
called  the  attention  of  Lord  Clarendon  to 
these  proceedings.     He  said  : — 

"  The  disclosnrei  made  within  the  rery  Uit 
month,  upon  a  judicial  investigation  at  Boston 
(a  report  of  whioh  is  now  before  the  undersigned), 
afford  good  reason  to  believe  that  an  extensive 
plan  has  been  organised  by  British  functionaries 
and  agents,  and  is  now  in  successful  operation  in 
different  parts  of  the  Union,  to  furnish  recruits 
for  the  British  army.  The  plain  and  Imperative 
duties  of  neutrality,  under  the  law  of  nations, 
require  that  a  neutral  nation  shall  not  suffer  its 
territory  to  become  the  theatre  on  which  one  of 
the  belligerents  might  raise  armies  to  wage  war 
against  the  other.  If  such  a  permission  were 
granted,  the  partiality  which  this  would  manifest 
in  &vour  of  one  belligerent  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  other  could  not  &il  to  produce  just  complaints 
on  the  part  of  the  injured  belligerent,  and  might 
eventually  involve  the  neutral  as  a  party  in  the 
war.* 

And,  then,  in  conclusion,  he  said — 

"  In  view  of  all  these  considerations,  the  Presi- 
dent has  instructed  the  undersigned  to  ascertain 
from  the  Earl  of  Clarendon  how  far  persons  in 
official  station  under  the  British  Government  have 
acted,  whether  with  or  without  its  approbation, 
either  in  enlisting  persons  witiiin  the  United 
States,  or  engaging  them  to  proceed  thence  to 
the  British  provinces,  for  the  purpose  of  being 
there  enlisted ;  and  what  measures,  if  any,  have 
been  taken  to  restrain  their  unjustifiable  con- 
duct ?" 

That  was  the  distinct  and  specific  demand 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Buchanan.  How,  he 
would  ask,  was  it  met  bj  Lord  Clarendon, 
in  his  letter  of  the  16th  of  July,  1855?^ 

"  The  undersigned,  &o,,  has  the  honour  to 
acknowledge  the  receipt  of  the  note  which  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Ac,  addressed  to  him  on  the  6th  inst., 
respecting  attempts  stated  to  have  been  recently 
made  to  enlist  within  the  limits  of  the  United 
States  soldiers  for  the  British  army.  The  under- 
signed must,  in  the  first  instance,  express  the 
regret  of  Iler  Majesty's  Government  if  the  law  of 
the  United  States  has  been  in  any  way  infringed 
by  persons  acting  with  or  without  any  authority 
from  them ;  and  it  is  hardly  necessary  for  the 
undersigned  to  assure  Mr.  Buchanan  that  any  such 
infringement  of  the  law  of  the  United  States  is 
entirely  contrary  to  the  wishes  and  to  the  posi- 
tive instructions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.*' 

The  House  would,  prohahlj,  allow  him  to 
point  out  this  fact — that  although  it  had 
been  unqualifiedly  asserted  by  Lord  Cla- 
rendon that  he  had  made  the  most  frank 
expression  of  regret  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Government  for  any  violation  of 
the  American  law,  yet  he  (Sir  F.  Thesiger) 
beliered  he  was  right  in  saying  that  the 
only  passage  to  which  Lord  Clarendon  could 
refer  in  the  whole  of  his  correspondence  in 
support  of  that  assertion  was  the  passage 
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to  which  be  (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  had  just 
referred,  and  that  was  not  an  expression 
of  regret.  It  was  an  expression  of  re- 
gret *'  if  the  law  of  the  United  States 
had  been  in  any  way  infringed  by  persons 
acting  with  or  without  any  authority  from 
the  British  Government  ;**  and  he  went  on 
to  assert  that  the  British  Government  had 
an  incontestable  right  to  recruit  Her  Ma- 
jesty's army  in  the  British  North  Ame- 
rican possessions,  whether  from  subjects 
of  the  Queen  or  foreigners,  who  were  will- 
ing to  enter  Her  Majesty's  service.  There- 
fore, so  far  from  expressing  regret  at  the 
course  which  had  been  pursued,  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  perceive  that  Lord  Clarendon 
justified  himself;  and  from  first  to  last 
never  abandoned  the  position — that  he  had 
a  right  to  do  what  he  had  done,  and  thai 
the  American  Government  had  no  just 
cause  of  complaint.    He  went  on  to  say — 

**  Iler  Majesty's  Government  do  not  deny  that 
the  acts  and  advertisements  of  these  aelf-consti- 
I  tuted  and  unauthorised  agents  were  in  many  in- 
;  stances  undoubted  violations  of  the  law  of  the 
j  United  States ;  but  such  persons  had  no  authority 
>  whatever  for  their  proceedings  from  any  British 
'  agents,  by  all  of  whom  they  were  promptly  and 
unequivocally  disavowed." 

Lord  Clarendon  had  previously  said  that — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government,  desirous  of  avail- 
ing themselves  of  the  offers  of  these  volunteers, 
adopted  the  measures  necessary  for  making  gene- 
rally known  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
ready  to  do  so,  and  for  receiving  such  persons  as 
should  present  themselves  at  the  appointed  place 
in  one  of  the  British  possessions.** 

Lord  Clarendon  admitted  that  the  acts  of 
those  unauthorised  and  advertising  agents 
were  clearly  illegal,  but  he  did  not  conde- 
scend to  tell  what  were  the  particular  acts 
of  the  accredited  and  authorised  agents  of 
the  Government  which  rendered  them  dif- 
ferent from  the  acts  of  the  adTertising 
and  unauthorised  agents.  Again,  Lord 
Clarendon,  in  his  letter  of  the  16th  of  July, 
gave  no  answer  to  the  question  put  to  him 
by  Mr.  Buchanan,  namely — 

"  How  far  persons  in  official  station  under  tl 
British  Government  had  acted,  whether  with 
without  its  approbation,  either  in  enlisting  pci 
sons  within  the  United  States  or  engaging  thoi 
to  proceed  thence  to  the  British  provinces  for  tl 
purpose  of  being  there  enlisted,  and  what  nn 
sures,  if  any,  had  been  taken  to  restrain  their 
justifiable  conduct  f  ** 

That  letter  of  Lord  Clarendon,  being 
course  very  unsatisfactory,  Mr.  Marcy, 
the  5th  of  September,  1855,  wrote  agai^ 
and  distinctly  stated  what  it  waa  of  whi( 
the  American  Governoieut  complaiued : 
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"The  President  peroeiret  with  mnoh  regret 
that  the  disclosnres  implioate  you  (Mr.  Crampton) 
in  thaw  prooeedingt ;  he  hu  therefore  preferred 
te  coDiBiiinicate  the  ▼lews  contained  in  this  note 
to  tier  Majesty's  GoTernment  through  you,  Uer 
repreientatiTe  here,  rather  than  through  our 
Uinifter  at  London.  The  information  In  his 
possession  does  not  allow  him  to  doubt  that  your- 
self^ as  well  as  the  Lieutenant  General  of  Nova 
Scotia,  and  seTeral  civil  and  military  officers  of  the 
British  Government  of  rank  in  the  provinces,  were 
iDstrumental  in  setting  on  foot  this  scheme  of 
eoliitment,  have  offered  inducements  to  agents  to 
embark  in  it,  and  approved  the  arrangements  for 
carrying  it  out.  wlucb  embraced  various  recruit- 
ing establishments  in  different  cities*  of  the  United 
Stales,  and  made  liberal  provision  for  funds  to 
be  used  as  indoeements  for  persons  residing  therein 
to  leave  the  country  for  the  purpose  of  enlisting 
in  the  British  miliury  service." 

And  he  then  returned  to  the  demand  which 
he  had  previoualj  made,  and  said — 

"  The  object  of  this  note  is  to  ascertain  how 
fkr  the  aets  of  the  known  and  acknowledged 
agents  of  the  British  Oovemment,  done  within 
the  United  States,  in  carrying  out  this  scheme  of 
rseniiting  for  the  British  army,  have  been  autho- 
riied  or  sanctioned  by  Her  Blajesty's  Govern- 
meot." 

Now,  there  was  a  clear  categorical  de- 
mand, which  deaenred  a  distinct  and  un- 
eqaifocal  answer,  and  he  must  express  his 
opinion  that  he  for  one  exceedingly  re- 
gretted that  Lord  Clarendon  so  far  forgot 
the  courtesy  which  was  due  to  the  Ame- 
rican Gofenitnent,  in  the  correspondence 
tiiat  was  taking  place  between  them,  as  to 
write  the  letter  of  the  27th  of  September, 
1855,  in  which  he  made  the  most  offensife 
remarks  on  the  American  Government, 
and,  instead  of  answering  the  question 
which  had  been  put  to  him,  retaliated  upon 
the  Americans,  and  told  them  that  thej 
themselves  had  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
the  neotrality  lai^s.     lie  said — 

"  n«r  Majesty's  Government  have  no  reason  to 
beUeve  tbat  such  hatM  been  the  conduct  of  any 
psnoa  ia  the  em|^oyment  of  Uer  Majesty,  and  it 
is  needless  to  aaj  that  any  person  so  employed 
would  have  departed  no  less  from  the  intentions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  by  nolating  interna- 
tional law,  or  by  offering  an  affi*ont  to  the  no'te' 
'V'gBty  of  the  United  States,  than  by  infringing 
the  mnnieipU  lawa  of  the  Union,  to  whieh  Mr. 
Baehanaa  more  partienlarly  called  the  attention 
of  the  anderaigoed.  iler  Majesty's  Government 
feel  eoofldent  t£it  even  the  extraordinary  measures 
vbich  have  been  adopted  in  various  parts  of  the 
VoMm  to  obtain  evidence  against  iler  Mi^sty's 
KrrsQts  or  their  agents  by  practices  sometimes 
"Ported  to  under  detpotio  iustitutions,  but  which 
are  disdained  by  all  free  and  enlightened  Govem- 
>M&ts,  will  £iil  to  eetablish  any  well-founded 
ci*rge  against  Uor  Majesty's  servants." 

He  then  want  on^  say— - 


"  The  British  Government  is  fully  aware  of  the 
obligations  of  international  duties,  and  is  no  less 
mindful  of  those  ohlijtations  than  is  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States.  The  observance  of 
those  obligations  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  be  reci- 
procal, and  Uor  Majesty's  Government  do  not 
impute  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
that,  while  claiming  an  observance  of  those  obli- 
gations by  Grent  Britain,  they  are  lax  in  enforcing 
a  respect  for  those  obligations  within  the  Union. 

Now,  that  passage  was  not  the  less  offen- 
siye  because  it  was  indirect — because  it 
was  a  mere  insinuation,  and  not  a  direct 
charge  ;  and  he  certainly  did  exceedingly 
regret  that  Lord  Clarendon  should  have  so 
far  forgotten  himself  as  to  have  written  a 
letter  of  that  description  in  answer  to  what 
must  be  considered  as  a  just  demand,  on 
the  part  of  the  American  Government, 
because  he  felt  that  this  had  led  to  all  the 
differences,  and  to  all  the  bitterness  and 
ill-feeling  which  existed  between  the  two 
countries,  and  which  were  so  deeply  to  be 
deplored.  On  the  13th  of  October,  1855, 
Mr.  MarcT  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Buchanan, 
in  which  he,  first  of  all,  replied  to  the  re- 
marks which  had  been  made  with  respect 
to  a  breach  of  neutrality  by  the  United 
States,  and  denied  the  imputation  cast 
upon  him  in  Lord  Clarendon's  letter,  and 
then  proceeded  to  say — 

"  Supported  as  this  Government  is  in  the  charge 
made  against  British  officers  and  agents  of  having 
infringed  our  laws  and  violated  our  sovereign  ter- 
ritorial rights,  and  being  able  to  sustain  that 
charge  by  competent  proof,  the  President  would 
fail  in  due  respect  for  the  national  character  of 
the  United  States,  and  in  his  duty  to  mnintain  it, 
if  he  did  not  decline  to  accept  as  a  satisfaction  for 
the  wrongs  complained  of  Lord  Clarendon's  as- 
surance that  these  officials  were  enjoined  a  strict 
observance  of  our  laws,  and  that  he  does  not  be- 
lieve that  any  of  them  have  disregarded  the  in- 
junction. This  Government  believes,  and  has 
abundant  proof  to  warrant  its  belief,  that  Her 
Britannic  Majesty's  officers  and  agents  have 
transgressed  our  laws  and  disregarded  our  rights, 
and  that  its  solemn  duty  requires  tbat  it  should 
vindicate  both  by  insisting  upon  a  proper  satisfiM- 
tion.  The  President  mdulges  the  hope  tbit  this 
demand  for  redrens  will  be  deemed  reasonable,  and 
be  acceded  to  by  Her  Britannic  M.ije8ty*s  Govern- 
ment. This  Government  has  indicated  the  satis- 
faction which  it  belli* ves  it  has  a  right  to  okim 
from  the  British  Government  in  my  despatch  to 
you  of  the  Idth  of  July  last.'* 

That  despatch,  of  the  15th  of  July,  was 
not  delivered  to  Lord  Clarendon  until  the 
2nd  of  November.  His  Lordship  has 
stated  that  Mr.  Buehanun  wittihuid  it  be- 
cause he  considered  the  British  Fureij^n 
Secretary's  despatch  of  July  16  entirely 
satisfactory,  and  would  settle  all  the  dis- 
putes which   had  arisen,       lie   (Sir   F. 
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Thesiger)  thought  that  Lord   Clarendon 
went  too  far  in  attrihuting  entire  satisfac- 
tion to  Mr.  Buchanan ;  but  whether  Mr. 
Buchanan  waa  satisfied  or  not  was  wholly 
immaterial,   the  question   being   whether 
the  American  Government  was   satisfied. 
Now   the   House  would   observe  that  the 
American    Government    asked    originally 
for  mucli  less  satisfaction  than  they  after- 
wards demanded.     In  page  121  they  re- 
quired Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ''take 
prompt  and  effective   measures   to  arrest 
their   proceedings  and  to   discharge  from 
service  those  persons  now  in  it  who  were 
enlisted  within  the  United  States,  or  who 
left   the   United    States   under  contracts 
made  here  to  enter  and  serve  as  soldiers  in 
tlio  British   army."      He  ought,  just  in 
passing,  to  say  that  Lord  Clarendon  de- 
clared before  that  letter  was  received  he 
had  sent  out  orders  to  stop  the  recruiting. 
What,  however,  did  Lord  Clarendon  reply 
to   the  above  moderate  demand  ?     Why, 
the  noble  Lord  wrote  that  letter  of  the  16th 
of  November,  1855,  in  which  he  justified 
his  whole  proceedings,  and  contended  that 
he  had  a  right  to  do  everything  he  had 
done: — 


"  It  appears  to  Her  Majesty'*  Government  that, 
provided  only  that  no  actual  *  recruiting*  (that  is, 
enlisting  or  hiring)  takes  place  within  the  United 
States,  British  oiBcers  who,  within  the  United 
States*  territories,  might  point  out  the  routes 
which  intending  recruits  should  follow,  or  explain 
to  them  the  terms  upon  which  they  would  be  ac- 
cepted, or  publish  and  proclaim  such  terms,  or 
even  defray    t>eir   travelling   expenses,    or    do 
similar  acts,  conld  not  be  justly  charged  with  vio- 
lating such  sovereign  territorial  rights.     It  has 
been  legally  decided  in  the  United  States  that  the 
payment  of  the  passage  from  that  country  of  a 
man  who  is  desirous  to  enlist  in  a  foreign  port 
^oes  not  come  within  the  Neutrality  Laws  of  the 
United  States  ;  and  that  a  person  may  go  abroad, 
provided  the  enlistment  be  in  a  foreign  place,  not 
having  accepted  and  exercised  a  commission.     It 
would  indeed  be  a  violation  of  territorLil  right  to 
enlist,  and  organise,  and  train  men  as  British 
soldiers  within  the  United  States,  and  whether  or 
not  t)us  has  been  done'  by  British  authority  is  the 
question  involved. in  the  first  of   Mr.  Marcy's 
charges ;  but  it  is  no  violation  of  such  right  to 
persuade  or  to  assist  men  merely  to  leave  the 
United  States'  territory,  and  to  go  into  British 
territory,  in  order,  when  they  arrive  there,  either 
to  be  voluntarily  enlisted  in  the  British  service,  or 
not,  at  their  own  discretion." 

Then,  in  page  128,  his  Lordship  continued 
with  the  following  extraerdinary  passage — 

*'  It  only  remains  for  me  to  state  that  no  en- 
Kstmeiit  in  the  British  service  is  valid  without 
attestation,  and  that  according  to  British  law,  k 
ret mit  cannot  be  attested  in  a  foreign  ooantry, 
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nor  even  in  the  British  colonies,  without  a  spe- 
cially delegated  authority  for  that  purpose.    No 
binding  contract  could,  therefore,  be  made  with 
any  man  within  the  United  States;  promises 
might  be  so  made,  but  any  money  given  to  men  to 
enable  them  to  repair  to  plaees  beyond  the  United 
States'  territory  for  the  purpose  of  being  enlisted 
would  be  advanced  at  a  risk.    Nevertheless,  if  it 
can  be  shown  that  there  are  persons  now  in  the 
foreign  legion  who  have  been  enlisted  or  hired  m 
▼ioUtion  of  the  United  States'  law,  as  well  as  of 
the  British  hiw.  Her  Majesty's  Government  wiU 
be  prepared  to  offer  them  their  discharge,  and  to 
give  them  a  free  passage  back  to  the  United 
States  if  they  choose  to  return  thither. 

Now,  that  was  Lord  Clarendon's  view  of 
what  this  nation  had  a  right  to  do  with 
regard    to   the    territory  of   the  TJmted 
Stlites.     That  was  his  assertion  of  British 
right,  and  he  (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  thought 
Mr.  Marcy  might  very  well  say,  "Although 
you  have  discontinued  Jour  system  of  re- 
cruiting, yet  you  keep  these  principles  in 
reserve  for  some  future  occasion,  awl,  there- 
fore, we  are  hound  in  self-defence  to  meet 
them  and  to  deny  that  you  are  correct  in 
the  view  you  have  presented  to  us."  Could 
anything  bo  more  extraordinary  than  the 
principle  which  Lord  Clarendon  laid  down. 
In  effect  it  was  this— "No  recruiting  m 
the  English  service  is  valid  without  attest- 
ation  ;  no  attestation  can  take  place  in  a 
foreign  country  ;  but  if  it  can   be  shown 
that  any  persons  have  been  enlisted  in  vio- 
lation of  the  United  States'  law  as  well  aa 
of  the  British  law,  I  am  willing  to  dis- 
charge them."     It  was  perfectly  illusory 
for  Lord  Clarendon  to  offer  such  an  ex- 
planation as  a  satisfaction  to  the  American 
Government.      It  was  true  that  an  expla- 
nation had  been  given  by  Lord  Clarendon  in 
his  letter  to  Mr.  Dallas,  and  that  explana- 
tion he  would  here  quote — 


"  The  undersigned  must  also  further  ohscrye 

that  Mr.  Marcy,  in  the  same  despatch,  has  mis- 

oonoeived'the  meaning  of  an  expression  used  b; 

the  undersigned  in  making  an  offer,  above  Tcferrc^, 

to,  that  any  man  who  might  have  been  enlistH 

within  the  United  States  should  be  immediat«lr 

discharged  and  sent  back.     The  reference  tliertj 

made  to  British  law  was  merely  intended  to  indfl 

«ate  that  if  persons  had  been  enlisted  under  thi 

•oiroumstances  supposed,  such  enUatment  ^o\v\| 

4iaye  been  at  rariance  with  British  aa  well  as  wit 

American  law  ;  but  the  undersigned  did  not  me.i 

that  respect  would  not  be  paid,  in  the  discbarge 

men,  to  the  principles  of  the  law  of  the  Unit^ 

States  alone,  should  that  law  appear  to  have  be^ 

vioUted  in  a  single  case." 

Now,  if  that  was  the  meaning  of  Lo 
Clarendon,  he  was  very   unhappy  in  i 
pressing  it  previously.     Certainly  the 
troduction  of  the  allusion  to  the  ucces^ 


73 


Our  BelMwns  with  {June  30, 1856}  the  UmUd  States.  74 


of  attestation  was  calculated  to  miBlead, 
and  he  (Sir  F.  Thesiffer)  could  not  com- 
prcheod  why  it  shouTd  have  been  intro- 
duced except  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  there  were  no  persons  to  whom  the 
obligation  of  giving  a  discharge  could 
applj»  and,  therefore,  that  Lord  Clarendon 
could  not  comply  with  the  demand  made 
upon  him.  Now,  ho  would  ask  was  that 
interpretation  a  right  one  f  Wh^,  Lord 
Glareadon,  in  this  letter  to  Mr.  Dallas, 
stated  this  in  so  many  terms — 

".  The  satisfaction/'  he  observed,  *'  which  the 
GoTemment  of  the  United  States  after  mature 
deliberation  had  demanded  had  cither  been  spon- 
taneously and  by  anticipation  granted,  or  had 
been  shown  to  be  impracticable,  because  there 
was  no  man  in  the  British  service  whose  enlist^ 
ment,  or  contract  to  enlist,  had,  to  the  knowledge 
of  Uer  Majesty's  Government  taken  place  in  the 
manner  speeified  by  Mr.  Marcy  in  his  despatch 
of  the  16tb  of  July  ;  and  whose  dischage,  there- 
lore,  could  Ibna  part  of  the  satisfiiotion  indicated 
by  Mr.  Maroy." 

Coold  anything  be  considered  more  illusory 
than  the  course  adopted  by  Lord  Claren- 
don for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  de- 
mands for  satisfaction  made  by  the  Ame- 
rican Government?  And  was  anything 
mora  nataral  than  that,  his  Lordship  hav- 
ing refused  to  give  the  extremely  moderate 
satisfaction  thus  required,  the  American 
Government  should  then  rise  in  their  de- 
mands? For  one  moment  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  observa- 
tions made  by  Mr.  Marcy  upon  Lord  Cla- 
rendon's arguments  with  reference  to  the 
enlistment  question.  In  his  letter  of  the 
28th  of  December,  1855,  Mr.  Marcy 
said — 

"  This  Govemment  does  not  contest  Lord 
Oanndon's  two  propositions  in  respect  to  the 
BOfereign  rights  of  the  United  States ;  first,  that 
in  the  absence  of  municipal  law.  Great  l^ritain 
may  enlist,  hire,  or  engage,  as  soldiers,  within 
the  British  territory,  persons  who  have  left  the 
XTnited  States  for  that  purpose.  This  proposi- 
tion is,  however,  to  be  understood  as  not  applying 
to  pcnens  who  have  been  enticed  away  from  this 
coootry  by  tempting  oflbrs  of  reward,  such  as 
eommisrions  in  the  British  army,  high  wages, 
hberal  bounties,  pensions,  and  portions  of  the 
Koyal  domain,  nrged  on  them  while  within  the 
United  States,  by  the  officers  and  agents  of  IJer 
Majesty's  Govemment  ....  In  this  riew 
of  the  question  as  to  the  rights  of  territory,  irre- 
sprctive  of  municipal  law,  Lord  Clarendon  is  un- 
derstood to  maintjun  that  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment may  aotborise  agents  to  do  anything  within 
the  United  States  short  of  enlisting,  and  organ- 
ising, and  training  men  as  soldiers  for  the  British 
army,  with  perfect  respect  to  tho  sovereign  rights 
of  this  country.  This  proposition  is  exactly  tho 
reverse  of  that  maintained  by  this  Govemment, 
which  holds  that  no  foreign  Power  whatever  has 
the  right  to  do  either  of  tie  speoified  aota  with- 


out its  consent Lord  Clarendon,  it 

is  tme,  uses  language  in  other  parts  of  that  de- 
spatch which  seems  to  adroit  that  enlisting  into 
foreign  military  service  within  the  United  States, 
or  hiring  or  retaining  persons  to  leavo  the  United 
States  to  enlist  into  such  service,  would  be  a  vio- 
lation of  the  United  States*  neutrality  law  ;  but 
this  admission  amounts  to  nothing  when  taken  in 
connection  with  his  definition  of  the  terms  enlist- 
ing, hiring,  or  retaining.  In  his  view,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  each  act  must  be  the  result  of  a  valid 
contract.  If  the  persons  are  not  bound  when 
they  have  lefl  the  United  States  to  perfect  their 
enlistment,  then  there  has  been  no  violation  of 
the  United  States'  law." 

Then,  pursued  Mr.  Harcy,  according  to 
Lord  Clarendon's  argument,  the  English 
recruiting  agents  were  at  liberty  to  — 

"Penetrate  every  part  of  the  country,  open 
rendeivous  in  any  city,  publish  hsndbills,  orna- 
mented with  the  emblem  of  England's  royalty, 
presenting  every  inducement  for  enlistment  which 
a  United  States'  officer  engaged  in  recraitinff 
troDps  for  his  own  Government  conld  offer  ;  and 
yet,  in  doing  all  these  things,  they  would  comply 
with  the  stringent,  instructions  so  often  repeated 
to  them,  and  now  so  much  relied  on  for  their 
justification — ^not  to  violate  the  United  States' 
Law  of  Neutrality." 

Well,  then,  unhappily  the  American  Ad- 
ministration, owing  to  the  course  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Govemment,  found  them- 
selves compelled  to  demand  the  removal  of 
Mr.  Grampton.  Now»  he  would  ask  the 
House  whether  Lord  Clarendon,  first  of 
all,  in  that  offensive  letter  which  he  wrote 
in  answer  to  the  question,  whether  the 
acts  of  the  authorised  agents  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  approved  by  them;  and, 
next,  in  refusing  the  moderate  satisfaction 
which  the  United  States  demanded,  had 
not  driven  the  American  Govemment  into 
a  position  which  rendered  it  absolutely 
necessary  that  they  should  take  steps  to 
vindicate  their  sovereign  rights  ?  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  Lord  Clarendon  might 
have  prevented  the  indignity  which  had 
thus  been  cast  upon  us.  He  might  have 
admitted  that  the  course  pursued  by  oui 
agents  was  wrong,  and  on  that  ground  he 
might  have  withdrawn  the  Minister  and 
removed  the  Consuls.  At  the  same  time, 
if  he  thought  they  had  been  faithful  ser- 
vants,  he  could  have  provided  for  them  in 
some  other  way.  Unfortunately,  Lord 
Clarendon  adopted  a  different  course.  On 
the  30th  of  April,  1856,  he  wrote  to  Mr. 
Dallas  a  letter,  in  which  he  adverted  to  the 
application  that  had  been  made  to  disavow 
the  acts  of  the  agents  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.     He  said — 

*'  With  respect  to  the  first  part  of  this  demand 
Her  Majesty's  Govemment  deny  that  any  illeigal 


75 


Our  StlaUoiu  whh 


{COMMONS  ^ 


a«  VniUd  Statet. 


76 


proeecdingt  were,  so  hr  as  they  knew,  eommltted 
by  its  ofi^ers  or  authorised  agents,  and,  there- 
fore, they  haTO  none  to  disavow,  and  no  officers  or 
agents  to  deal  with  as  offenders." 

Then,  again — 

"  With  respect  to  Mr.  Crsmpton,  the  under- 
sign •^d  has  to  state  that  Mr.  Grampton  positively 
and  distinctly  denies  the  charge  brought  against 
him  ;  he  declares  that  he  never  hired,  or  retain- 
ed, or  engaged  a  single  person  within  the  United 
States  for  the  service  of  Her  Majesty,  and  that 
he  never  countenanced  or  encouraged  any  violar 
tion  of  the  law  of  the  United  States." 

With  regard  to  the  consuls,  Lord  Claren- 
don stated  that  they  actnallj  denied  the 
charge  against  them  that  they  bad  vio- 
lated the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and 
he  went  on  to  express  the  earnest  hope 
that  these  explanations  and  assurances 
would  prove  satisfactory,  and  effectually 
remove  any  misapprehension  which  might 
have  existed.  The  House  would,  how- 
ever,  observe  that  Lord  .Clarendon  dis- 
tinctly recognised  and  sanctioned  the  acts 
of  Mr.  Crampton  and  the  consular  agents, 
saying  he  had  nothing  to  disavow,  and  de- 
nying that  any  acts  had  been  committed 
but  those  particular  acts  of  which  he  had 
been  informed.  The  House  would  doubt- 
less bear  in  mind  that  when  that  letter 
was  written,  on  the  30th  of  April  last,  to 
Mr.  Dallas,  Lord  Clarendon  was  in  pos- 
session of  the  whole  of  the  correspondence 
that  took  place  in  February  and  March  of 
1855,  in  which  it  was  proposed  that  there 
should  be  secret  proceedings  for  the  pur- 
pose of  procuring  recruits  safely,  without 
alarming  the  United  States ;  and  that, 
therefore.  Lord  Clarendon  was  perfectly 
aware  of  what  had  been  done  from  be- 
ginning to  end.  They  knew,  also,  what 
were  Lord  Ciarentlon's  views  so  late 
as  the  month  of  May,  for  on  the  27th 
of  that  month  he  was  reported  to  have 
said— 

**  There  would  have  been  no  shortcoming  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  if  we  had 
seen  reason  to  adopt  a  contrary  course,  or  no 
heMltation  to  deal  severely  with  any  agent  who 
should  so  far  have  forgotten  his  duty  and  been 
unmindful  of  his  instructions  as  to  violate  the 
laws  of  the  United  States ;  but  being  oonvinoed 
that  that  had  not  been  done,  and  having  in  our 
possession  the  means  of  proving  to  the  United 
States  that  it  was  not  done,  I  think  nobody  will 
require  of  us  to  saorifice  our  agents  and  to  pur- 
chase a  oonciliation  with  the  United  States  by 
doing  that  which  would  be  both  shabby  and  dis- 
honourable." 

On  the  27th  of  May  the  American  Govern- 
ment wrote  in  these  terms  :*^- 
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'*  The  unequivocal  disclaimer  by  Her  Majesty's 
Crovemment  of  any  intention  either  to  infrJDge 
the  law  or  to  disregard  the  policy,  or  not  to 
respect  the  sovereign  rights  of  the  United  States, 
and  their  expression  of  regret,  '  if,  contrary,  to 
their  intentions  and  to  their  reiterated  directions, 
there  has  been  any  infringement  of  the  laws  of 
the  United  States,'  are  sattsfoctory  to  the  Presi- 
dent. The  ground  of  complaint,  so  iar  as  re- 
spects Iler  Majesty's  Government  is  thos  re- 
moved.  But  the  President  extremely  regrett 
that  he  cannot  concur  in  Lord  Clarendon's  favour- 
able opinion  of  the  conduct  of  some  cf  Her  M»> 
iesty's  officers,  who  were,  as  this  Government 
believed,  and  after  due  consideration  of  all  whicli 
has  been  offered  in  their  defence,  still  believes, 
implicated  in  proceedings  which  were  so  clearly 
an  infringement  of  the  laws  and  sovereign  rights 
of  this  country." 

Lord  Clarendon  was  told  that  America  was 
dissatisfied  with  the  British  Government's 
agents  by  reason  of  their  having  acted  con- 
trary to  the  reiterated  instructions  of  their 
*•  own  Government/'     Why,  he  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  they  had  acted   with  the 
perfect  sanction  of  the  British  Government 
from  beginning  to  end  of  the  whole  trans- 
action.   Lord  Clarendon  said  that  it  would 
be  both  shabby  and  dishonourable  to  sacri- 
fice those  agents  who  had  only  been  faith- 
ful in  performing  their  duty.     And  yet  ho 
accepted   the   above   statement  from  the 
American    Government    without    remon- 
strance against  its  interpretation  of   the 
conduct  of  the  Minister  and  the  consuls. 
The  manly,  straightforward  course  would 
have  been  to  say,  *'  Do  not  mistake — do 
not  suppose  you  are  dismissing  agents  who 
have  disregarded  their  duty  to  us ;   they 
have  not  disobeyed  the  reiterated  ins  trac- 
tions they  have  received,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, they  have  faithfully  performed  every- 
thing we  required  of  them,  and  therefore 
we  ought  also  to  fall  under  the  same  cen- 
sure, and  suffer  with  them."     Now,  that 
undoubtedly  would  have  been  a  straight- 
forward course,  but  one  was  almost  pained 
to  read  the  answer  returned  by  Lord  Cla- 
rendon.    He  said-^ 

'*  Her  Majesty's  Government  retain  the  big\i 
opinion  which  they  have  ever  held  of  the  zeal. 
ability,  and  integrity  of  Mr.  Crampton,  and  of 
the  earnest  desire  by  which  he  has  ever  been  ani- 
mated to  avoid  all  great  cause  of  offence  to  the 
Government  to  which  he  was  accredited." 

Again, — 

"If  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been  con- 
vinced, like  the  Government  of  the  Unite<|  States, 
that  lier  Majesty's  officers  bad,  in  defiance  of 
their  instructions,  violated  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  Her  Majesty's  Government  woulil  haT« 
removed  those  officers  from  the  posts  whioh  thev 
held."  ^ 

Then  he  prooeeded  to  say,— 
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"  Bat,  in  the  prMent  case.  Her  Mwesty't  Go-    jratory  to  the  British  name  and  character. 
Temment  Are  bound  to  accept  the  formal  and  ,  ^y^^X  pasftaee  was 


repeated  declarations  of  the  President  of  his  belief 
that  these  olBcers  of  ller  Majesty  have  violated 
the  laws  of  the  Union,  and  are  on  that  aooount 
OBseeeptable  organs^  of  oommunieation  with  the 
Gofemmentand  authorities  of  the  United  States." 

Nov,  was  not  that  sacrificing  those  men 
sod  making   an    atonement   for  conduct 
which  Lord  Clareodun  liimself  had  charac- 
terised in  terms  which  he  (Sir  F.  Thesi- 
ger)  would  be  loth  to  use  ?     He  had  now 
brought  the  matter  to  this  point,  and  he 
felt  bound  to  saj  that  he  was  in  no  waj 
sppreliensife   that    the   discussion   would 
praduee  irritation  or  keep  alive  any  bad 
feeling  m  the  mind  of  any  American.    For 
his  own  party  be  believed  that  if  the  Go- 
vemnient  and  the  people  of  the  United 
States  perceived  that  the   dpctrines  and 
prtoctples  put  forward  iu  the  matter  by 
Lord  Clarendon  were  not  sympathised  with 
lod  agreed  to  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
u  would  go  far  to  tranquillise  and  allay  any 
bitter  feeling  in  the  United  States  which 
night  have  been  created  by  the  improper 
condoet  of    Her  Majesty's    Government. 
The  quesUon  to  be  asked  was — Were  the 
United  States  right  in  the  course  which 
they  have  adopted,  or  were  they  wrong  ? 
ifow,  the  answer  to  that  question  depended 
upon  another  question,  which  was — Were 
Her  Majesty's   Government   justified    in 
carrying  out  the  clandestine  and   secret 
sebemea  which  they  set  on  foot,  for  the 
purpose  «nd  with  the  idea  of  invading  the 
aentralitj  laws  of  the  United  States?     If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not  justi- 
fied io  adopting  that  course,  then  the  dis- 
misaal  of  the  British  Ambassador  was  per- 
feetlj  rigbt  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
«f  the  United  States,  and   this  country 
mwat  aobmit  to  the  indignity  which  it  had 
Reeived   in  eonsequence  of  the  policy  ol 
the  Government.     Now,  he  wished  hon. 
Members  to  observe  that  he  used  the  word 
indsgnitj  advisedly,  because  no  one  could 
douit  that  to  be  obliged  to  submit  to  the 
disoitssal  of  the  British  Minister  placed  this 
couDtry  in  a  position  of  humiliation  and  de- 
gradatioo.  because  it  was  a  tacit  confession 
that  we  had  been  in  the  wrong,  and  the 
Goverament  of  the  United  States  in  the 
right.     He  himself  could  imagine  nothing 
10  eakolated  to  degrade  England  in  the 
eves  of  foreign  States,  and  he  had  been 
&aeh  atrack  with  a  passage  which  he  had 
leen  quoted    from   a  foreign  newspaper, 
sad  which  showed  the  opinion  entertained 
sWw^  of  the   conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 

opinion  unhappily  dero* 


"  It  is  far  from  oar  intention  to  blame  the  pru- 
dence, the  circumspection,  and  even  the  humility 
of  the  Government  and  statesmen  of  England, 
which  are  commanded  in  the  name  of  such  great 
interests.  But,  nevertheless,  we  will  permit  our- 
selves to  remark  that  the  spectacle  offered  by  the 
British  Administration  by  no  means  corresponds 
with  the  ideas  we  had  formed  of  a  great  Govern- 
ment. This  moderation,  this  patience,  pushed  to 
the  limits  of  abnegation  in  the  presence  of  a  cool 
and  premeditated  insult ;  this  desertion  of  an 
agent  who  was  declared  up  to  the  last  moment 
worthy  of  responsibility ;  this  fikcility  of  turning 
and  of  viewing  matters  in  their  best  light,  as- 
tonishes us  above  all.  But,  after  all,  the  honour 
at  stake  is  not  our  own,  and  it  is  not  for  us  to 
take  it  under  our  protection." 

Did  not  that  passage  forcibly  remind  one  of 
the  celebrated  expression  of  Lord  Chatham 
— "  Yesterday  England  might  have  stood 
alone  against  the  world  ;  now  there  is  none 
so  poor  as  to  do  her  homage."  Who  had 
brought  the  country  into  such  a  position  ? 
The  answer  was  a  plain  one — Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTcrnment.  He  could  not,  then, 
hesitate  to  vote  for  a  Motion,  the  purport 
of  which  was,  that  the  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  entitle  them 
to  the  approbation  of  that  House. 

Mr.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORE  said,  in  his 
opinion  the  discussion  of  the  subject  was 
not  at  all  calculated  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Government  in  the  nego- 
tiations in  which  they  were  now  engaged, 
and  was  strongly  to  be  deprecated,  as  con- 
trary to  the  interests  which  every  English- 
man was  anxious  to  promote.  Before  pro- 
ceeding to  analyse  the  case,  he  wished  to 
refer  to  some  observations  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  had  just 
resumed  his  seat,  towards  the  close  of  his 
speech.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  asked  if  the  House  were  ready  to  sub- 
mit to  the  insult  of  the  dismissal  of  a 
British  Ambassador.  Now,  it  was  an  esta- 
blished principle  of  international  law  that 
any  State  had  the  right  of  demanding  the 
recall  of  an  Ambassador  accredited  to  it, 
and  that  right  had  frequently  been  ezer* 
cised.  [*'  Hear,  hear !  "]  He  repeated 
that  any  State  had  a  right,  according  to 
the  law  of  nations,  to  demand  the  recall  of 
an  Ambassador.  There  was  no  point  of 
international  law  more  clear  to  any  one  at 
all  acquainted  with  it.  When  Charles  II. 
came  to  the  throne — although  he  was  on 
most  friendly  terms  with  the  French  Court 
— he  demanded  the  recall  of  the  French 
Ambassador.  It  was  absurd,  therefore,  to 
suppose  that  the  dismissal  of  an  Ambassa- 
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dor  made  war  inevitable,  or  imposed  the 
alternative  either  of  declaring  war  or  of 
sending  another  Ambassador.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  F.  Thestger) 
had  declared  that  the  proclamation  of 
M'Donald,  disavowed  by  our  Government, 
was  the  same  as  that  which  had  been 
issued  at  Halifax.  But  the  distinction  was, 
that  the  latter  had  been  issued  in  Halifax, 
while  the  former  was  published  in  New 
York,  which  was  within  the  territory  of 
the  United  States.  The  law  of  America 
did  not  upon  this  subject  resemble  the 
English  law.  The  policy  of  the  law  of 
England  was  to  forbid  a  British  subject 
from  enlisting  in  a  foreign  service  without 
the  consent  of  the  Sovereign,  whereas  the 
policy  of  the  United  States  permitted  any 
subject  of  those  States  out  of  their  terri> 
tory  to  enter  the  service  of  foreign  Powers. 
Then  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
giving  this  encouragement  to  the  propen- 
sities their  own  subjects  were  perpetually 
displaying  of  engaging  in  war  with  other 
countries,  were  taking  advantage,  in  order 
to  fix  a  quarrel  upon  us,  of  the  acts  of  our 
agent  for  a  similar  purpose.  There  were 
many  persons  in  the  United  States  who 
might  properly  have  joined  with  us  in  the 
late  war.  Some  who  had  suffered  from 
the  tyranny  of  Russia — some  who  were 
English  subjects.  Was  there  any  harm 
or  wrong  in  inviting  them  to  go  to  Halifax 
to  be  enlisted  in  our  army  ?  Judge  Kane 
had  laid  it  down  that  the  important  words 
in  the  law  were  "hire  or  retain,"  which 
included  mutuality  of  engagement,  and 
meant  .tho  having  paid,  or  engaged  to  pay, 
or  perform  a  contract.  Judge  Kane  fur- 
ther said,  "  I  do  not  think  that  the  pay- 
ment of  the  passage  from  the  country  of 
any  men  who  desired  to  enlist  in  a  foreign 
port,  would  be  an  act  within  the  law.'*  It 
was  no  answer  to  say  that  the  Judge  had 
afterwards  altered  his  opinion.  For  if  a 
Judge  might  mistake  the  law,  a  British 
agent  might  very  well  be  excused  for  mis- 
taking it.  The  fact  was  that  the  American 
law  was  that  the  subjects  of  tho  United 
States  might  go  and  bucancer  as  they 
pleased  abroad,  and  engage  in  any  contest, 
however  violently — or  disturb  the  tranquil- 
lity of  any  nation,  however  peaceful,  pro- 
vided they  made  no  engagement  on  the 
soil  of  the  United  States.  The  English 
law  did  not  allow  this  without  the  consent 
of  the  Sovereign.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
talk  of  the  contrary  statements  of  Lord 
Clarendon ;  but  let  the  House  listen  to  the 
inconsistent  statements  of  the  President  of 
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the  United  States.  ,  On  the  6th  December, 
1855,  the  President  said  it  was  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  men  who  had  left  Cali- 
fornia, for  the  purpose  of  enterinj^  the  mili- 
tary service  of  Nicaragua,  had  left  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Californian  authorities 
with  that  hostile  object.  "  On  the  con- 
trary, whenever  there  is  reason  to  think 
that  such  purposes  are  entertained,  every 
attempt  is  made  to  prevent  their  depar- 
ture." And  on  the  25th  April,  1856,  the 
President  said:  — 

*'  The  right  of  expatriation  ia  not  withheld  from 
the  citizens  of  any  free  Stat«,  and  no  Govern- 
ment  can  have  authority  to  examine  into  the  mo- 
tives which  lead  suhjects  to  exercise  tho  right." 

Surely  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Sir  F.  Thesiger),  who  was  so  eager  at  de- 
tecting the  inconsistency  of  the  English 
Minister,  might  have  observed  the  contra- 
dictory statements  of  the  American  Presi- 
dent. Throughout  the  whole  of  the  trans- 
actions Lord  Clarendon  had  shown  the 
utmost  anxiety  to  avoid  any  infringement 
upon  the  law  of  the  United  States.  What 
reason  was  there,  therefore,  to  doubt  his 
sincerity  ?  What  was  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  when  they  found  that,  in  spite 
of  their  precautions,  their  directions  had 
been  violated — in  consequence  of  the  law 
of  the  United  States,  anomalous  as  it  was, 
encouraging  the  conduct  which  it  did  not 
choose  to  authorise,  and  allowing  the  pre- 
datory habits  of  its  people,  while  at  the 
same  time  desirous  of  getting  credit  for  its 
morality  ?  When  the  Government  of  Her 
Majesty  found  that  to  be  the  case  they 
sent  out  instructions  to  put  mi  end  to  all 
the  proceedings  complained  of.  On  the 
I6th  of  July,  Lord  Clarendon  wrote  to  Mr. 
Buchanan  that  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
having  reason  to  think  that  no  precau- 
tionary measures,  with  whatever  honesty 
they  might  be  carried  out,  would  effectu- 
ally guard  against  a  real  or  apparent  in- 
fringement of  the  law  of  the  United  States, 
had  determined  that  all  proceedings  for  en- 
listment should  be  put  an  end  to,  and  that 
instructions  to  that  effect  were  sent  out 
before  Mr.  Buchanan's  letter  was  received. 
Even  if  the  municipal  law  of  the  United 
States  had  been  transgressed,  a  high- 
spirited  and  generous  nation  ought  to  have 
accepted  such  a  statement  as  that  as  a 
complete  satisfaction.  He  believed  it  was 
so  accepted  by  Mr.  Buchanan ;  for  Mr. 
Buclianan,  in  consequence  of  the  receipt 
of  that  letter,  did  not  present  the  despatch 
which  he  had  received  for  Lord  Clarendon, 
Would  it  not  have  been  more  consistent 
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trith  tbe  honour  and  dignity  of  a  great 
nation  to  accept  that  declaration  as  frankly 
as  it  vas  made,  than  to  rely  upon  the  testi- 
mony of  such  worthless  scoundrels  as  Hertz 
and  Stroehel?  In  speaking  of  the  tone 
of  Lord  Clarendon's  despatches,  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  appeared  to  forget  that 
Lord  Clarendon  was  the  Minister  of  a  great 
ooantry»  and  to  overlook  the  provocation 
which  be  had  receifed.  In  the  very  same 
breath  id  which  the  United  States  Minister 
admitted  the  testimony  against  the  British 
agents  to  be  that  of  scoundrels,  he  insisted 
upon  and  repeated  that  testimony.  What, 
moreover,  was  the  language  of  the  United 
States  Attorney  General  in  his  opening 
speech  at  a  great  State  prosecution  ?  He 
said, — 

"  The  Tarioas  schemes  wliioh  have  heen  adopt«d 
ibr  the  snpport  of  the  halanoe  of  power  by  the 
potentstes  of  Europe  have  never  advanced,  and 
oerer  will  advance,  those  republican  institutions 
which  it  is  our  duty  to  foster.  On  the  contrary, 
these  combinations  have  been  at  all  times  made 
the  means  of  obstructing  in  £urope  the  progress 
of  the  deoMicratio  spirit,  and  of  prostrating  the 
masses  more  thoroughly  beneath  the  yoke  of  an 
OTcrgrowu  and  decaying  aristocracy." 

Such  was  the  manner  in  which  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  United  States  Government 
ebose  to  apeak  of  the  institutions  of  this 
countrj.  If  any  wrong  had  been  done  it 
was  done  without  the  sanction,  direct  or 
indirect,  of  Lord  Clarendon.  He  defied 
any  one  to  ahow  from  the  correspondence 
that  his  Lordship  ever  countenanced  the 
slightest  infraction  of  the  law  of  the  United 
States;  and,  moreover,  he  maintained  that 
the  whole  of  the  evidence  which  showed 
that  any  offence  had  in  fact  been  com- 
mitted was  utterly  worthless.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  had  admitted 
that  the  offence  was  not  intentional  on  the 
psrt  of  the  British  Government,  and  he 
(Mr.  PhiUimore)  could  not  see  anything  in 
the  conduct  or  history  of  the  United  States 
which  should  lead  us  to  think  that  its  Go- 
vernment felt  any  real  indignation  at  what 
had  taken  place.  When  be  reflected  on 
the  conduct  of  the  United  States  with  re- 
gsrd  to  this  country,  and  its  bearing 
towards  other  nations,  he  could  not  but  be 
reminded  of  the  words  of  Junius,  when  he 
spoke  of  the  prude  who  prosecuted  one 
man  for  rape»  while,  at  the  same  time,  she 
solicited  the  advances  of  another.  Con- 
sidering the  excessive  indignation  which 
had  been  displayed  by  the  United  States 
Government  in  relation  to  the  affair,  and 
comparing  with  it  their  conduct  with  refer- 
eocc  to  Nicaragua,  he  thought  the  applica- 


tion of  those  words  was  Apropos,  The  case 
of  the  British  Government  rested  on  the 
simplest  basis  possible.  Firat,  he  con- 
tended that  the  law  of  the  United  States 
allowed  enlistment  for  a  foreign  service  ; 
and  secondly,  there  had  been  no  violation 
of  that  law.  The  allegation  of  violation 
rested  on  testimony  the  most  worthless ; 
the  contradiction  rested  on  the  word  of  a 
man  of  unbleniished  reputation. 

Mb.  H.  BAILLIE  :  Sir,  Her  Majesty's 
Attorney  General  was  perfectly  correct 
in  stating  that,  in  deference  to  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  with  whom  generally  I  have 
the  honour  to  act,  I  withdrew  the  Motion 
of  which  I  had  given  notice  on  this  subject. 
But,  at  the  samp  time,  I  must  state  to  the 
House  that  I  have  no  reason  whatever  to 
complain  of  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  G.  H.  Moore).  He, 
no  doubt,  believes  that  the  time  has  arrived 
when  it  is  impossible  for  Parliament,  with- 
out failing  in  its  duty,  any  longer  to  remain 
silent,  and  that  the  House  is  bound  to  give 
the  case  that  consideration  which  the  vast 
importance  of  the  subject  imperatively  de- 
mands. Sir,  it  is  impossible  to  deny  that 
this  is  a  question  in  which  the  honour  and 
character  of  the  nation  arc  involved.  What- 
ever may  be  our  differences  of  opinion  in  this 
House  as  to  the  origin  of  that  war  in  which 
we  have  unfortunately  been  engaged,  or  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been  conduct- 
ed, we  shall  all,  I  trust,  be  equally  pre- 
pared to  maintain  and  vindicate  the  honour 
of  our  country.  That  honour,  Sir,  has  been 
compromised ;  not,  indeed,  by  the  dismissal 
of  Her  Majesty's  envoy  from  Washington, 
hut  because  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
have  thought  fit  to  maintain  and  declare 
tliat  he  has  been  dismissed  without  a  rea- 
son and  without  a  cause — that  he  has  com- 
mitted no  offence,  and  that  he  has  violated 
no  law.  Sir,  if  all  these  allegations  be 
true,  an  outrageous  insult  has  then  been 
offered  to  the  people  of  this  country  which 
tho  Government  of  Her  Majesty  has  failed 
in  a  proper  manner  to  resent.  But  in  dis- 
cussing this  question  I  consider  that  it  is 
necessary  to  go  to  its  origin.  We  have 
often  been  told  in  this  House  that  the  late 
war  with  Russia  was  popular  throughout 
the  country,  that  a  great  martial  spirit  had 
prevailed  among  the  people.  If  that  be 
true  we  have  a  right  to  ask  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  how  it  was  that  they  were 
unable  to  fill  up  the  ranks  of  their  army  in 
this  country  and  raise  the  necessary  num- 
ber of  men  in  order  that  the  vrar  might  be 
carried  on  with  vigour.     Wc  have  further 
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a  right  to  ask  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
bow  it  was  that  they  felt  themselves  ander 
the  necessity  of  employing  agents  to  solicit 


with  whom  their  Government  is  on  friendly 
terms.  Let  us  for  a  moment  reverse  the 
case.     Let  us  suppose  that  some  foreign 


and  seduce  the  people  of  the  United  States  nation  did  to  us  what  we  are  accused  of 
to  enter  the  service  of  Her  Majesty  con-  doing  towards  Prussia,  Switzerland,  and 
trary  to  the  wishes  and  laws  of  that  coun-  the  United  States.     Suppose  that  during 
try.     These,  I  think,  are  important  ques-  the  last  two  years  we  had  heen  at  peace 
tions  well   worthy  the   anxious  attention  with  Russia;    that  the  Government   and 
and  consideration  of  Parliament.     Sir,  I  people  of  this  country  meant  well  to  the 
am    not   one   of  those   who  opposed  the  Russian  people ;  and  that  the  war  agunat 
Foreign  Enlistment   Bill  in  this    House.  '  Russia  had  heen  carried  on  by  France  alone. 
Whatever  might  have  been  the  objections  Suppose  that   the    Russian  Government, 
which   I    entertained  to  that  measure,  I  finding  it  impossible  to  man  her  fleets,  had 
thought  at  the  time  it  was  desirable  that  sent  agents  into  our  seaports  to  give  boun- 
at  the  commencement  of  the  war  full  and  ties  to  our  sailors  to  serve  against  France, 
ample  powers  should  be  given  to  the  Ex-  contrary  to  the  wishes  and  remonstrances 
ecutive  Government;   but  I  certainly  did  of  our  Government.      Suppose  they  sent 
not  anticipate  that  they  would  have  abused  vessels  into  the  Thames  and  the  Meraey, 
them.     I  never  for  one  moment  anticipated  and    fitted    out    ships   with   oor    sailors, 
that  the  Government  would  have  brought  Could,  I  ask,  any  Government  exist  in  this 
forward  a  Bill  in  this  House  to  sanction  country  which  was  not  prepared  to  resent 
foreign  enlistment  without  having  by  pre>  such  an  insult?      How,  then,  can  we  be 
vious  inquiry  and  negotiation  ascertained  surprised  at  the  course  taken  by  the  Go- 
that  permission  would    be    given    to  the  vernment  of  the  United  States  ?     Sir,  we 
raising  of  a  foreign  legion.     Such  has  al-  have  been  told  by  a  great  authority,  which 
ways  been  the  practice  adopted  by  modern  receives  its  information  and  its  inspiration 
European  nations.      It  has   always  been  from  official  sources  (of  course  I  mean  The 
the  practice  of  France.     Not  only  has  that  Times  newspaper),    that    Her    Majesty 'a 
country  obtained  the    permission    of  the  Government  wete  misled  by  the  language 
Swiss   Government  previously   to    enlist-  held  by  the  United  States  Minister,  Mr. 
ment,  but  it  has  also  sought  the  assistance  Buchanan.      Now,   Sir,    that    is    a    very 
of  the  municipal  authorities.     Such  like-  serious  charge  to  make  against  the  Ame- 
wise  is   the  practice  of  the  Roman  and  riean  Minister ;  but  one  which  he  thonght 
Neapolitan  Governments,  by  both  of  whom  necessary  formally  and  publicly  to  denj. 
It  is  well  known  Swiss  legions  are  engaged.  But  suppose  the  assertion  were  true,  and 
But,  Sir,  it  has  been  reserved  for  the  Mi- '  that    before  the  war   broke   out  he    had 
nisters  of  England  to  set  all  decency  at  expressed  his  own  private  opinion  that  the 
defiance,  and  outrage  the   laws  of  other  great  mass  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States,   calling  down  upon   themselves  a  States  would  take  a  deep  interest  in  the 
just  rebuke  from  the  Government  of  the  success  of  those  European  Powers  which 
United  States.     Fortunate  will  it  be  for  came    forward  to   resist  aggression   and 
this  country  if  their  proceeding  does  not  maintain    the    independence   of    Europe, 
lead  to  still  more  disastrous  results.      It  Why  such  language  as  that  would  only 
has  always  appeared  to  me.  Sir,  that  Her  prove  that  he  had  mistaken  the  views  of 
Majesty's  Government  neglected  their  duty  his  Government,  and  the  sentiments  of  the 
in  not  impressing  on   the    minds  of  the  American  people.     But,  Sir,  there  never 
people  of  this  country  that,  if  they  were  was  any  mistake  about  the  feeling  of  the 
anxious  that  the  war  should  be  carried  on  United  States'  Govemmeut  with  regard  to 
with  vigour,  they  must  be  prepared  to  sub-  the    enlistment  question.      Why,   within 
mit  to  all   the  evils   and   inconveniences  seven  days  after  Mr.  Crampton  had  inti- 
which  a  state  of  war  necessarily  entails  mated  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
upon  civilised  nations.     It  was,  I  appro-  States  that  we  were  at  war  with  Rusaia* 
hend,  because  the  First  Minister  of  the  they   told  him  that  the  course  they   Id- 
Crown  shrank   from  the  unpopularity  of  tended  to  take  was  one  of  strict  neutrality* 
affirming  that  principle  that  the  character  and   that   they    would    not    tolerate   any 
of  the  country  has  been  compromised  and  breach  of  their  neutrality  laws  by  any  of 
lowered.     I  cannot  conceive  a  greater  in- '  the  contending  parties.     Now  of  what   is 
suit  to  a  nation  than  to  attempt  to  seduce  Mr.  Crampton  accused  ?     He  is  accused 
its  subjects  from  their  allegiance  for  the  of  having  given  bis  sanction  to  the  eni* 
purpose  of  their  serving  against  a  Power  ploymcnt  of  agents  by  the  officers  of  the 
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Canadian  Government,  for  the  purpose  of 
seducing  citizena  of  the  United  States 
from  their  allegiance  to  engage  in  the 
serviee  of  Her  Majesty.  That  is  the 
ebarge,  and  before  I  proceed  to  the  proofs 
let  as  come  to  a  clear  understanding  with 
respect  to  the  nature  of  the  offence.  A 
gf»U  coufaaion  of  ideas  has  hitherto  pre- 
Tailed  on  that  subject.  The  offence  is  de- 
scribed bj  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown,  and  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  foreign  Affairs, 
as  a  breach  of  aome  municipal  law  of  the 
United  States.  Now  if  the  offence  charged 
has  been  committed,  it  is  a  direct  and 
flagrant  Violation  of  the  law  of  nations, 
and  it  is  so  held  by  yarioua  authorities  on 
interaational  law.  I  will  very  briefly  ad- 
vert to  some  of  those  authorities.  The 
boo.  aod  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  adverted  to  the  authority  of  Vattel. 
He  did  not  quote  him,  and  did  not  seem 
to  hold  his  authority  in  much  estimation. 
Now  hear  what  Vattel  says  upon*  the  sub- 
ject— 

"  The  man  who  undertakes  to  enlist  soldiers  in 
I  foreign  eountrj,  without  the  SoToreign's  per- 
mission, and.  in  general,  whoever  entices  away 
the  ittbjects  of  another  state,  violates  one  of  the 
most  sacred  rights  of  the  prince  and  the  nation. 
This  crime  is  distinguished  by  the  name  of  kid. 
napping  or  man-stealing,  and  is  punished  with 
the  otfflost  sewcrity  in  every  well-regulated  state. 
Foreign  recruiters  are  banged  without  mercy, 
aod  with  grea^  justice.  It  is  not  presumed  that 
tbetr  Sorereig'U  has  ordered  them  to  commit  a 
crime;  and  supposing  that  they  bad  received 
such  an  order,  thi*y  ought  not  to  have  obeyed  it,  I 
(heir  Sovereign  having  no  right  to  command  what  ,• 
is  contrary  to  the  law  of  nature.  It  is  not,  I 
ay,  presumed  that  these  recruiters  act  by  orders  ] 
c/ their  Sovereign;  aod  with  respect  to  such  of 
them  as  have  practised  seduction  only,  it  is 
genenily  thought  sufficient  to  punish  them  when 
they  can  be  detected  and  caught.  If  Ihey  have 
ttsd  violence  and  made  their  escape,  it  is  usual 
to  demand  a  sorrender  of  the  delinquents,  and  to 
elsia  the  persons  they  have  carried  off.  But  if 
it  appears  that  they  aoted  by  order,  such  a  pro- 
Mediug  in  a  foreign  Sovereign  is  justly  con- 
ttdeted  an  injury,  and  as  a  sufficient  cause  for 
declaring  war  against  him,  unless  he  makes  suit- 
skle  reparation.** 

Klober  (who  has  acquired  a  great  reputa- 
tion io  Germany  by  his  works  upon*  public 
law)  says,  in  liia  Droit  des  Oens  Modemee 
ie  V  Europe — 

''A  state  entirely  neutral  has  the  right  to 
ciaet,  even  by  force  if  necessary,  that  belligerent 
povers  do  noi  nae  neutral  territory  for  the  pur- 
poees  of  war,  that  they  take  not  therefrom  mu- 
sitioDs  of  war,  and  provisions  and  other  imme- 
d'ate  requirements  of  war  for  their  armies,  that 
they  do  not  make  there  any  military  preparations, 
tniolBcota,  or  eolleetions  of  troops.'* 


The    celebrated    Ferdinando    Oaliani,    a 

learned  Neapolitan,  whose  writings  upon 

political  economy,  as  well  as  upon  public 

law.  were  much  admired  by  Voltaire,  says 

ill  his  work  Dei  dot$ri  de  Frincipi  Nenh 

trali,  upon  the  duties  of  neutral  powers, 

p.  325— 

"AH  Governments  are  accustomed  to  forbid 
under  capital  penalty  any  foreigner  to  make  mili* 
tary  engagements  or  recruits  within  their  terri- 
tory :  in  doing  which  they  do  no  more  than  to 
sustain  and  defend  a  natural  right,  and  one  in- 
herent in  every  sovereignty." 

Hautefeuille,  a  moderu  French  writer  of 
great  authority,  says — 

**  The  duties  of  belligerents  may  be  summed 
up  in  very  few  words.  The  belligerent  ought  to 
abstain  from  the  employments  of  all  such  indirect 
means  to  molest  his  enemy  as  in  the  aooomplish- 
ment  of  their  object  would  first  injuriously  affect 
a  neutral  nation.  He  ought  to  respect  in  the 
most  complete  and  absolute  manner  the  inde- 
pendence and  sovereignty  of  nations  at  peace." 

And  again,  he  says — 

"  The  passage  of  armed  troops,  the  levying  of 
soldiers  without  the  consent  of  the  Sovereign, 
would  constitute  an  offence  against  the  sovereignty 
of  the  neutral,  and  a  violation  of  the  duty  of  the 
belligerent." 

Sir,  from  the  authority  of  jurists  I  will 
go  to  the  authority  of  statesmen;  and  I  will 
refer  to  the  opinion  of  one  whom  I  pre- 
sume will  be  held  in  reverence  and  respect 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown — I  mean  Mr.  Canning.  On  tho 
16th  of  April,  1823,  a  Motion  was  made 
by  Lord  Al  thorp  to  repeal  an  Act  to  pre- 
vent the  enlisting  or  engagement  of  His 
Majesty's  suljects  to  serve  in  foreign  aer- 
rice.  That  Motion  was  supported  by  the 
noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  London  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  and  was  opposed  by  Mr.  Can- 
ning, the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aifairs.  In  the  speech  which  Mr.  Can- 
ning made  upon  that  occasion  he  illus- 
trated the  subject  by  reference  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  United  States,  and  I  am  happy 
to  have  this  opportunity  of  showing  the 
House  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  aaks  nothing  from  us  now  which 
they  were  not  ready  upon  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  under  precisely  similar  circum- 
stances, to  concede.  The  coincidence  is 
very  striking,  and  I  would  beg  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Canning.     He  says — 

"  All  I  now  call  upon  the  House  to  do  is,  to 
adopt  the  same  course  which  it  has  recommended 
to  neutral  Powers  upon  former  occasions.  If  I 
wished  for  a  guide  in  a  system  of  neutrality,  I 
should  take  that  laid  down  by  America  in  the 
days  of  the  presidency  of  Washington  and  the 


87 


Our  RelaHons  mth 


{COMMOI^S^ 


the  United  States. 


88 


secretaryship  of  Jefferson.  In  1793  complaints 
were  made  to  the  American  Government  that 
French  ships  ircre  allowed  to  fit  out  and  arm 
in  American  ports  for  the  purpose  of  attacking 
British  vessels,  in  direct  opposition  to  the  laws 
of  neutrality.  Immediately  upon  this  representa> 
tion  the  American  Government  held  tbat  such  a 
fitting  out  was  contrary  to  the  laws  of  neutrality, 
and  orders  were  issued,  prohibiting  the  arming 
of  any  French  vessels  in .  American  ports.  At 
New  York,  a  French  vessel  fitting  out  was  seized, 
delivered  over  to  the  tribunals,  and  oondemned. 
Upon  that  occasion  the  American  Government 
held  that  such  fitting  out  of  French  ships  in  Ame- 
rican ports,  for  the  purpose  of  cruising  against  Eng- 
lish vessels,  was  incompatible  with  the  sovereignty 
of  the  United  States,  and  tended  to  interrupt  the 
peace  and  good  understanding  which  subsisted 
between  that  country  and  Great  Britain.  Here, 
Sir,  I  contend  is  the  principle  of  neutrality  upon 
which  we  ought  to  act."— [2  BanMord,  viii.  1056.] 

Sucb  was  the  language — such  the  princi- 
ples which  Mr.  Canning  advocated.  I  can- 
not refrain  from  expressing  my  regret  that 
they  are  no  longer  maintained  bj  his  suc- 
cessor, and  I  believe  his  Friend  (Mr.  Can- 
ning) might  have  added  tha^  the  French 
Minister,  engaged  in  the  proceedings  to 
which  he  referred,  was  recalled  on  the  de- 
mand of  the  President.  I  will  only  quote 
one  other  authority,  and  that  is  of  a  great 
lawyer  and  statesman,  I  mean  Sir  William 
Scott.  Sir  William  Scott  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Bill,  re- 
marking "  that  there  could  be  no  solecism 
more  injurious  in  itself,  or  more  mischiev- 
ous in  its  consequences,  than  to  arguo  that 
the  subjects  of  a  State  had  a  right  to 
act  amicably  or  hostilely  with  reference  to 
other  countries."  This  is  directly  at  vari- 
ance with  the  language  of  the  noble  Lord» 
who  says,  uhi  cimtas  non  career — thot  the 
people  of  the  United  States  have  a  right 
to  leave  their  country  to  enter  into  foreign 
service.     The  Act  of  Congress  provides — 

"  That  if  any  person  shall  hire  or  retain  any 
other  person  to  go  beyond  the  limits  or  jurisdic* 
tion  of  the  United  States,  with  the  intent  to  en- 
list or  enter  himself  in  the  service  of  any  foreign 
Prince,  State,  colony,  district,  or  people,  as  a  sol- 
dier, he  is  guilty  of  the  misdemeanor  created  by 
the  Act." 

It  may  be  true  that  the  Act  of  Congress  is 
not  so  complete  and  perfect  as  our  Foreign 
Enlistment  Act,  but  the  intention  and  spi- 
rit are  the  same,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn 
that  this  nation  has  a  right  to  violate  even 
the  spirit  of  the  laws  of  other  countries. 
Having,  as  I  believe,  established  what  is 
the  nature  of  the  offence,  as  well  as  the 
duty  of  the  State,  I  will  now  proceed  to 
consider  the  charge  made  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country.     The  President  of 
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the  United  States,  upon  a  very  solemn  oc- 
casion, when  making  \\\»  speech  to  Con- 
gress, used  the  following  language  : — 

"  Meantime,  the  mattor  acquired  additional  im- 
portance by  the  recruitments  in  the  United  States 
not  being  discontinued,  and  the  disclosure  of  the 
fact  that  they  were  prosecuted  upon  a  systematio 
plan  devised  by  official  authority ;  tbat  recruiting 
rendezvous  had  been  opened  in  the  principal  cities 
and  deplUs  for  the  reception  of  recruits  establish- 
ed on  our  frontier;  and  the  whole  business  con« 
ducted  under  the  supervision  and  by  the  regular 
co-operation  of  British  officers,  civil  and  military- 
some  in  the  North- American  provinces,  and  some 
in  the  United  States.  Tho  oomfdieity  of  those 
officers  in  an  undertaking  which  could  only  be  ac- 
complished by  defying  our  laws,  throwing  suspicion 
over  our  attitude  or  neutrality,  and  disregarding 
our  territorial  rights,  is  conclusively  proved  by 
the  evidence  elicited  on  the  trial  of  such  of  their 
agents  as  have  been  apprehended  and  convicted. 
Some  of  the  officers  thus  implicated  are  of  high 
official  position,  and  many  of  them  beyond  our 
jurisdiction ;  so  that  legal  proceedings  could  not 
reach  the  source  of  tho  mischief.  These  conai- 
derations,  and  the  fiict  tbat  the  cause  of  eomplaint 
was  not  a  mere  casual  occurrence,  but  a  deliberate 
design,  entered  upon  with  a  full  knowledge  of  our 
laws  and  national  policy,  and  conducted  by  respon- 
sible public  functionaries,  impelled  me  to  present 
the  case  to  the  British  Government,  in  order  to 
secure,  not  only  a  cessation  of  the  wrong,  but  its 
reparation.  The  subject  is  still  under  discussion, 
the  result  of  which  will  be  communicated  to  you 
in  due  time." 

Acts  of  complicity,  then,  have  been  proved 
upon  the  trial  of  tho  British  agents.     But 
before  I  enter  upon  that  question,  allow 
me  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  in  answer  to 
a  question  put  to  him  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  (Mr.  Cobden).      The  noble 
Lord  on  that  occasion  said  it  was  true  that 
some  violations  of  the  municipal  law   of 
the  United  States  might  have  taken  place; 
but  that  as  soon  as  those  violations  of  the 
law  were  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  took  immediate  stops   to 
put  an  end  to  them ;  that  the  depots  for 
recruiting  were  ordered   to   be   removed, 
and  the  recruiting  itself  stopped  ;  and  that 
a  suitable  apology  was  made  to  the  United 
States  Government,  which  was  accepted 
by  the  United  States  Minister  here,  nvho 
stated  that  he  had  no  doubt  it  would  also 
be  accepted  by  his  Government.     Now,  in 
making  that  Etatoment  the  noblo  Lord,  no 
doubt   unintentionally,   completely  misled 
the  House  and  the  country  ;  for  the  noblo 
Lord,  drawing  upon  his  imagination,  I   ap- 
prehend, stated  that  a  "suitable  opolog^y  ** 
had  been  made,  whereas,  in  fact,  noue   at 
all  had  been  made  for  that  which  was  the 
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prineiMi  complaint  of  tho  United  States,  whatever  to  what  would  be  the  opinion  of  my 

The  principal  complaint  of  that  Govern-  Government ..  to  U.rd  Cl«endon.  note^nor  did 

.*^         V   ^        *^^#»  •  X       u    1     •  1  A    1  I   express  an  opinion  of  my  own,  except  that 

meot  was,  that  our  Minister  had  violatea  ^^-^^^  j^^^^^t  be  inferred  from  the  statement  that 

their  laws,  and  the  answer  of  Her  Ma-  \  i  should  have  much  satisfaction  in  transmitting 

jeatj's  Qo?ernment  was  that  the  charges  a  copy  of  his  Lordship's  note  to  the  Secretary  of 

brought  against  him  were  hased  upon  tho  State." 


fabrications  of  perjured  witnesses.  Well, 
that  maj  have  been  a  very  proper  answer 
if  it  were  true,  but  surely  it  cannot  bo 
called  an  apology.     Undoubtedly,  on  the 


It  is  not  my  intention,  after  the  ample 
manner  in  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  has  dissected  tho 
question,  to  tiro  tlie  House  by  going  into  a 


16th  of  July  last  year  a  despatch  was  de-  '  further  analysis  of  it ;  but  there  aro  two 
lirered  to  Mr.  Buchanan  by  Lord  Claren- '  or  three  points  to  which  he  has  not  re- 
don,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  if  the  |  ferred,  and  to  which  I  would  beg  to  ask 
laws  of  the  United  States  had  been  vio-  the  attention  of  the  Houso  for  a  few  mo- 
lated,  the  noble  Earl  was  very  sorry  ;  but  |  ments.     I  will  now  giye  a  short  summary 


he  added,  he  did  not  bolieye  that  they  had 
been,  and  it  is  also  perfectly  true  that  Mr. 
Buchanan  was  ready  at  that  time  to  accept 
that  as  an  apology,  inasmuch  as  ho  said  he 
would  transmit  it  witlv  satisfaction  to  his 
Goreroment ;  but  then  ho  never  said  that 
bis  Government  would  receive  it  with  sa- 
thUction  ;  and  afterwards  ho  repeatedly 


of  the  case  presented  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  against  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton.  Mr.  Marcy  states  that  when  the  re- 
cruiting first  commenced  in  the  United 
States  it  was  carried  on  openly  without 
any  attempt  at  concealment,  that  houses 
were  engaged  in  the  principal  towns  for  the 
reception  of  recruits,  and  that  advertise- 


stated,  that  when  he  expressed  that  satis- j  nients  were  put  forth  calling  upon  recruits 
faction  he. was  not  in  the  least  aware  of  to  come  forward,  headed  by  the  Queen's 
the  char|[;es  that  were  made  against  Mr.  arms.  It  was  natural  that  the  attention 
CramptOD.  Now  it  is  quite  manifest  that  of  the  United  States  Government  shduld 
the  charges  against  Mr.  Crampton  are  of  a  be  immediately  called  to  these  proceedings, 
much  more  serious  nature  than  those  for ;  and  an  application  was  accordingly  made 
which  the  apology — if  it  can  be  called  an ;  by  Mr.  Marcy  to  Mr.  Crampton  to  know 
apology — iras  made  ;  because  that  was  for  whether  the  proceedings  hnd  received 
acts  supposed  to  be  done  by  the  over  zeal  the  sanction  and  approval  of  the  British 
of  some  of  our  Canadian  officers.  But  Government.  Mr.  Crampton  at  once  as- 
when  violations  of  the  law  are  committed !  sured  Mr.  Marcy  that  they  were  the  acts 


by  the  resident  Minister  of  a  Government, 
it  is  clear  that  the  whole  nature  of  the 
case  is  changed.  It  is,  however,  necessary 
that  I  should  give  Mr.  Buchanan's  explana- 
tion of  the  matter  to  the  House.  At  page 
156  of  the  Blue-book,  Mr.  Buchanan  says 
that  he  was  somewhat  surprised  at  the 
broad  statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  that  when 
the  communication  was  made  to  the  United 
States  Minister  in  London  he  expressed 
himself  aatisEed  with  the  explanation,  and 
said  he  felt  confident  that  his  Government 
entertained  a  similar  feeling  in  regard  to 
it;  that  fortunately  the  only  expression, 
verbal  or  written,  which  he  (Mr.  Buchanan) 
had  employed  on  the  occasion,  was  con- 
tained in  his  note  to  Lord  Clarendon  of 
the  ISlh  of  July,  acknowledging  the  re- 
ceipt of  his  Lordship's  note  of  the  10th, 
and  which  was  in  the  following  language — 


of  unauthorised  agents,  and  that  he  en- 
tirely disapproved  of  them  ;  in  confirma- 
tion of  which  he  read  a  copy  of  a  letter 
which   he   had   written    to    Mr.   Barclay, 
Consul  at  New  York,  expressing  that  dis-  ^ 
approval.     This  letter  was  dated  the  22nd 
of  March,  and  the  date  is  very  important  ; 
for  it  afterwards  came  out  upon  the  trial 
of  Hertz  that  Mr.  Crampton  had  been  en- 
gaged for  two  months  previously  in  corre- 
spondence  and   in  verbal  communication 
with  the  two  most  active  agents  of  the  re- 
cruiting— namely.  Hertz  and  Stroebel,  and 
this  was  proved  upon  the  trial  by  the  pro- 
duction of  three  of  Mr,  Crampton's  letters, 
two  addressed  to  Hertz,  and  one  to  Stroe- 
bel, dated  the  27th  January  and  4th  Fe- 
bruary, 1855,  nearly  two  months  previous 
to  his  interview  with  Mr.  Marcy,  in  which 
he  assured  him  he  had  nothing  to  do  with 
'  the  notices  in  tho  papers.    Hertz  had  been 
invited   by   Mr.  Crampton   to  come  from 
Philadelphia,  where  he  had  a  recruiting 


"  And  the  undersigned  will  have  much  satisfac- 
tion in  transmitting  a  copy  of  his  Lordship's  not©  -  ,,r     i  .  i_         i       i    j   • 
to  the  Secretary  of  SUtc  by  the  next  mail.  From  '  office,    to  Washington,    where   he   had  m- 
this  it  will  be  perceived  that  I  made  no  allusion  \  formation   to  give   him.      Mr.  Crampton 
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says — '*  With  reference  to  our  late  con- 
verMtion,  I  am  now  enabled  to  give  joa 
some  more  deBnitive  information  on  the 
Bubject  to  which  it  related.'*  Well,  Hertz 
was  arrested,  tried,  and  convicted,  and 
sentenced  to  imprisonment.  He  then  made 
a  confession,  which,  we  are  told,  is  a  tissue 
of  falsehood  ;  I  will  not,  therefore,  ask  the 
Hoose  to  believe  one  word  of  it,  that  is  not 
confirmed  by  Mr.  Consul  Mathcw,  and  I 
suppose  we  are  to  believe  him.  Hertz 
says  in  his  confession,  *'  I  was  employed 
by  Mr.  Howe  and  acted  as  his  ogent,  with 
the  knowledj^e  and  approbation  of  Mr. 
Crampton  and  Mr,  Mathew."  "Mr.  Howe," 
is  now  Sir  Joseph  Howe,  an  officer  of  high 
rank  in  Nova  Scotia,  whom  Sir  Gaspard 
le  Marchant  de$»patched  to  Mr.  Crampton, 
as  a  person  in  whom  he  had  perfect  confi- 
dence, to  concert  respecting  the  recruiting 
business.  Hertz  says  he  was  employed 
by  Mr.  Howe,  and  I  beg  leave  to  toy  that 
Mr.  Crampton  has,  in  his  last  letter,  writ- 
ten since  he  has  been  in  London,  made 
this  statement — "  Who,  then,  Mr.  Marcy 
asks,  were  responsible  for  the  illegal  acts 
proved  to  have  been  committed  ?  It  may 
be  replied  only  those  who  were  convicted 
of  them — namely.  Hertz  and  Wagner.'* 
Well,  Hertz,  it  appeared,  did  act  for  him  ; 
let  us  see  if  he  acted  without  authority. 
He  says  he  was  employed  by  Mr.  Howe, 
with  the  knowledge  of  Mr.  Crampton  and 
Mr,  Mathew,  How  is  that  borne  out? 
At  page  34  of  the  Blue-book  there  is  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Mathew  to  Mr.  Crampton, 
and  in  that  letter  Mr.  Mathew  says — 

*'At  his  (Hertx*8)  request  I  transmitted  a 
sealed  letter  to  Mr.  Howe,  and  handed  him  a 
reply,  coataining,  I  believe,  monef,  for -which  he 
gave  a  receipt  ooade  ont  to  Mr.  Ilowe,  and  en- 
closed bj  me  to  him.  On  a  second  occasion  I 
declined  to  give  him  the  money,  though  merely 
the  channel  of  transfer,  and  the  amount  was  sent 
to  the  proprietor  of  an  hotel,  from  whose  book- 
keeper he  received  it." 

This,  then,  is  a  clear  proof  that  Hertz  was 
the  agent  of  Mr.  Howe,  and  that  Consul 
Mathew  had  a  full  knowledge  of  their  pro- 
ceedings, which  he  doubtless  knew  to  be 
illegal,  and,  therefore,  declined  upon  the 
second  occasion  to  commit  himself.  As 
regards  Mr.  Crampton,  we  cannot  doubt 
that  he  acted  in  concert  with  Mr.  Howe, 
and  his  frequent  reception  of  Hertz  at  his 
house  is  an  additional  proof  that  he  had  a- 
knowledge  of  his  proceedings.  I  am  quite 
ready  to  admit  the  statement  of  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton to  Lord  Clarendon,  *'  That  he  never 
hired,  or  retained,  or  engaged  a   single 
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person  within  the  United  States  for  the 
service  of  Her  Majesty  ;  *'  and  no  one  ever 
accused  him  of  having  done  so.     I  will 
even  go  further,  and   say  that  I  do  not 
doubt  that  Mr.  Crampton  told  Hertz  every 
time  he  saw  him  not  to  violate  the  law. 
But  what  is  the  use  of  telling  a  man  like 
Hertz  not  to  violate  the  law  ?     Hertz's 
object  was  to  obtain  recruits  ;   he  knew 
that  they   were  not  to   be   had  without 
money,  and  how  was  he  to  know  what 
interpretation  the  United  States  lawyers 
niioht  put  upon  the  word  hire  or  rettin  ? 
The  result  was  that  he  obtained  the  re- 
cruits, and,  consequently  violated  the  law. 
And  now  I  come  to  the  other  agent,  Stroe- 
bel.     He  seems  to  have  acted  a  more  con- 
spicuous part  than  Hertz,  Mr.  Crampton's 
letter  to  him   also  was  produced  at   the 
trial.     It  was  dated  Feb.  4,  1855,  on  the 
same  day  as  that  addressed  to  Hertz,  and 
is  expressed   in  nearly  the  same  terms. 
After  Stroebel's  interview  with  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton at  Washington  he  entered  the  recruit- 
ing service,  and  suddenly  rose  to  the  rank 
of  captain  of  the  1st  company  of  the  Fo- 
reign Legion,     He  went  with  a  detach- 
ment of  recruits,  raised  in  Philadelphia,  to 
Halifax ;  was  received  into  fellowship  with 
the  military  and  civil  officers  of  the  high- 
est position  in  her  Majesty's  service  there 
stationed;  was  invited  to  partake  of  the 
hospitality  of  his  Excellency  Sir  Gaspard 
Le  Marchant,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
the  colony ;  and  the  account  of  his  tri- 
umphant entry  at  the  head  of  his  recruits 
into  Halifax  was  published  in  all  the  pa- 
pers.    Tho  vij^orous  application  of  the  law 
in  the  United  States,  however,  having  put 
down  the  recruiting  there,  Mr.  Crampton, 
in  the  month  of  May,  went  over  to  Canada ; 
and  upon  his  arrival  at  Halifax  he  again 
renewed   his   acquaintance   with   Captain 
Stroebel,  which  was  proved  by  the  follow- 
ing letter  from    Lieutenant   Preston,    of 
Her  Majesty's  76th  Regiment: — 

"  My  dear  Stroebel, — I  am  directed  by  the 
General  to  acquaint  yon  that  Mr.  Crampton 
wants  to  see  you  at  his  house  at  ten  o'clock  to- 
morrow moniing;  be  punctual.  If  you  like  to 
come  up  to  my  room  at  half-past  nine  we  will  go 
together." 


Now,  he  considered  that  this  letter 
very  important,  as  showing  that  almost 
the  first  person  Mr.  Crampton  sought  out 
upon  his  arrival  at  Halifax  was  Stroebel. 
In  the  evidence  of  Stroebel,  at  the  trial  of 
Herts,  he  declares  that  he  submitted  to 
Mr.  Crampton  a  new  plan  of  opcretiuns. 
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whieh  was  approved  of;  that  the  agents 
to  he  employed  were  left  to  his  selection  ; 
and  that  Mr.  Crampton  drew  up  written 
instnictloos  for  their  guidance,  wliich  in- 
stnictioos  were  delivered  to   Stroehel   in 
the  honse  and  in  the  presence  of  the  Go- 
vernor of    Canada.     Mr.    Crampton    has 
Admitted  this,  hut  he  says  the  instructions 
were  drawn  up  with  a  view  to  prevent  a 
violation  of  the  law.     I  do  not  wish  to 
express  any  opinion  as  to  what  might  con- 
stitate  a  violation  of  the  Act  of  Congress  ; 
I  suppose  it  will   be  admitted   that  the 
measure  was  passed  to  prevent  American 
citiiens  from  being  sent  out  of  the  country 
to  engage  in  foreign  service,  and  I  think 
it  will  also  be  admitted  that  the  ingenuity 
of  Mr.  Crampton  was  exercised  in  order  to 
evade  the  provisions  of  the  Act.     Here, 
then,  a  very  grave  question  arises,  whether 
any  man  in  Mr.  Crampton *b  position  could 
be  justified  in  writing  out  instructions  for 
the  guidance  of  men  whom  he  now  de- 
clares to  be  of  an  infamous  character,  and 
in  pointing  out  to  them  how  the  laws  of 
tiie  country  to  which  he  is  accredited  may 
be  evaded    with   impunity  ?     1  care  not 
whether  the  written  instructions  delivered 
to  Stroebel    point  to  a  violation  or  only 
to  an  evasion  of  the  law ;    if  they  were 
issued  after  a^urances  had  been  given  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  that 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  recruiting,  he  committed  bis 
country,  in    a  moral  point  of  view,  to  a 
breach  of  faith  roost  discreditable  to  the 
Government  by  whom  he  was  employed, 
and  ealeulated  to  compromise  the  honour 
of  the  nation  in  whose  service  he  was  en- 
gsged.    In  leaving  this  part  of  the  subject 
let  me  be  clearly  understood ;   I  do  not 
stand  here  to  defend  the  Government  of 
the  United   States.     Their  conduct  may 
hsve  been  aa  bad  as  possible,  but  this  I  do 
contend,  that  the  conduct  of  our  own  Go- 
vernment haa  been  quite  inexcusable.     It 
will  now  be   my  duty  to  show  that  these 
violations  of  international  law  were   not 
seeidental  occurrences,  which  took  place 
io  consequence  of  the  over-zeal  of  Cana- 
dian oficiala*  but  that  they  were  carried 
OQt  by  the  Government  as  deliberate  acts 
of  policy,  not  only  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  bat  also  in  the  States  of  Europe, 
in  Germany,   in  Prussia,  in  Switzerland, 
and  in   the    Hanse  Towns.     It  is    per- 
feetly  tme  that  we  have  no  official  infor- 
mation before  vvith  respect  to  the  remon- 
stranees  which  may  have  been  made  by 
the  Goveruments  of  Prussia,  the  Hanse 


Towns,  and  Switzerland,  because  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  has 
refused  to  produce  that  information,  upon 
the  gronnd  that  he  thinks  it  injurious  to 
the  public  service  to  do  so.  But  if  it  is 
injurious  to  the  public  service  to  produce 
that  correspondence,  there  must  surely  be 
something  in  it  which  injuriously  affects 
the  character  and  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  I  should  like  to  know  if  this 
House  will  submit  to  be  told  by  Ministers 
that  important  information  with  respect  to 
transactions  already  closed  shall  not  be 
laid  before  Parliament  ?  Under  the  pre- 
sent circumstances  of  the  esse,  then,  as 
we  cannot  rely  upon  official  information,  it 
will  be  my  duty,  therefore,  to  take  the 
facts  that  have  been  published  in  the  news- 
pspers,  and  talked  about  in  every  coffee- 
house in  Germany  to  the  dishonour  and 
discredit  of  the  very  name  of  Englishman. 
And,  first,  with  regard  to  Switzerland. 
The  Switz  Government  having  refused  to 
allow  the  neutrality  of  their  country  to  be 
violated,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  address- 
ed themselves  to  the  Emperor  of  the 
French,  and  requested  permission  to  esta- 
blish a  depdt  for  the  reception  of  Swiss 
troops  at  Huninguen,  a  town  on  the  fron- 
tier of  France,  within  a  few  miles  of  the 
city  of  Basle.  This  being  acceded  to, 
emissaries  were  at  once  sent  into  Switzer- 
land for  the  purpose  of  ^'  giving  informal 
tion;'*  and  I  must  confess  that  I  do  not 
very  clearly  see  the  distinction  to  be  drawn 
between  those  emissaries  and  ahat  are 
termed  "  crimps."  At  all  events,  the  mea- 
sure caused  very  extensive  desertions  among 
the  Swiss  troops.  On  one  occasion  the 
whole  of  the  soldiers  on  guard  at  the  gate 
of  St.  John,  Basle,  deserted  together  in 
the  course  of  the  night.  The  results  were, 
altogether,  such  as  were  disgraceful  to 
this  country,  and  calculated  to  render  it 
a  common  nuisance  to  surrounding  na- 
tions. Then,  with  regard  to  Prussia.  The 
laws  against  recruiting  for  the  service  of 
foreign  Powers  in  Prussia  amounted  to 
what  in  this  country  wonld  be  called  fe- 
lony. By  the  Prussian  Code,  whoever  ef- 
fected an  enlistment  of  a  Prussian  subject 
for  a  foreign  State,  or  brought  recruits  for 
such  foreign  State  out  of  the  Prussian 
dominions,  though  he  might  not  be  guilty 
of  kidnapping,  was  punishable  with  four 
years*  imprisonment  in  a  fortress.  It  is 
well  known  that  Her  Majesty's  consul  at 
Cologne  was  tried,  convicted,  and  sen- 
tenced on  a  charge  of  that  description, 
and  he  waa  pardoned  by  the  King  only 
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because  he  pleaded  that  he  had  acted  under 
the  orders  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Now,  that  was  the  position  in  which  Her 
Majesty  was  placed  by  her  Ministers.  The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  GoTern- 
mcnt,  when  asked  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
correspondence  on   the   subject  of  enlist- 
ment with  Prussia  and  the  Hanse  Towns, 
said  there  was  none.  There  had,  he  stated, 
been  a  few  agents  imprisoned,  but  there 
was  no  correspondence.     Now,  that  is  the 
way  in  which  great  men  treat  their  tools 
— those  whom  they  employ  in  these  mat- 
tors.     Why,  however,  should  there  be  any 
difference  as  between  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  towards  the  Hanse  Towns  and 
Prussia,  in  this  instance,  and  the  United 
States  ?     When  the  United  States  remon- 
strated, their  remonstrance  was  at  once  at- 
tended to,  recruiting  was  stopped,  and  an 
immediate  apology  was  made ;  but  nothing 
of  the  kind  has  been  done  in  regard  to 
Prussia  and  the  Hanse  Towns;  on  the 
contrary,  a  sloop  of  war  was  lying  in  the 
Elbe  all  through  the  war,  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  recruits  from   these  places, 
against  the  will  of  their  respective  Go- 
vernments, and  transferring  them  to  Heli- 
goland.    Was  it  the  policy  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  as  it  was  when  the  noble  Lord  at 
the   head  of   the  Government   more  im- 
mediately superintended  its  action,  to  be 
humble   and    submissive  to    great   naval 
States,  and  to  treat  with  disregard  those 
States  which  were  not  great  naval  Powers  ? 
The  House  must  doubtless  remember  how 
humble  and  submissive  the  noble  Lord  was 
to  Russia,  in  the  case  of  the  capture  of 
the  Vixen ;  and  how  humbly  he  submitted 
to  the  absorption  of  Cracow,  and  the  viola- 
tion of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  which  it  in- 
volved.   It  should  also  bo  remembered  how 
determined  he  has  been  with  Naples,  and 
Sicily,   and    Greece,   and    other   of   the 
smaller  Powers  of  Europe.     I  did   hope 
that  the  foreign  policy  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  improved  with  the  change  of  his 
position  ;  but  I  regret  to  find  that   it  is 
not  so,  and  I  can  imagine  none  other  bet- 
ter calculated   than   that   then   and  now 
pursued  to  render  the  name  of  England 
detested  and  despised  by  all  Europe.  Look- 
ing at  the  question,  however,  not  so  much 
in  its  relation  to  foreign  States  as  in  its 
relation  to  domestic  policy,  what  do  wo 
see  ?     In  the  year  1813,  an   army   was 
maintained  in  this  country  of  far  greater 
efficiency  than  that  which  was  voted  last 
year,  though  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try was  then  only  16,000,000,  whereas  it 
Mr.  ff.  BailUe 


is  at  present  over  28,000,000.  It  is  ad- 
mittcd  on  all  hands  that  in  time  of  war 
the  only  effective  means  of  recruiting  tlie 
army  is  from  the  militia ;  to  neglect  the  mi- 
litia, therefore,  is  to  neglect  the  army.  The 
state  of  the  militia  in  1813,  was  as  follows  : 
The  county  militia,  embodied  and  called 
out  for  effective  service,  was  93,210  men  ; 
the  local  militia,  not  liable  to  removal  from 
the  place  where  they  were  raised,  amount- 
ed to  304,000 ;  the  volunteers  and  cavalry 
were  68,000  in  number;  making,  in  all, 
465,210  men.  The  regular  army  in,  1813, 
was  227,442  men.  During  the  last  war 
with  Russia,  however,  the  militia  embodied 
only  amounted  to  45,000  or  50,000  men. 
In  fact,  the  voluntary  system  entirely  fail- 
ed for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  men  of  a 
proper  age  for  active  service.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster  (Sir 
De  L.  Evans)  asked,  in  the  early  part  of 
the  Session,  what  had  become  of  the  army 
of  212,000  men  voted  by  Parliament,  as 
then  only  60,000  had  landed  at  Balaklava; 
and  he  also  inquired  if  they  were  doing 
duty  as  policemen  in  the  colonies  ?  Now, 
I  can  answer  that  question.  They  were 
not  doing  duty  in  the  colonies,  for  the  re- 
gular troops  had  been  removed  from  Ca- 
nada, from  Corfu,  and  elsewhere,  to  tho 
Crimea;  the  truth  was,  they  had  never 
been  raised.  At  the  commencement  of 
the  present  year,  and  all  through  the  past 
year,  the  army  was  45,000  men  below  tho 
number  that  bad  been  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment. So  it  was  during  the  war,  the 
average  being  from  40,000  to  50,000 
short  of  the  number  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment. I  believe  there  is  not  a  man  in  tho 
country  who  does  not  feel  humbled  at  the 
manner  in  which  the  war  has  been  con- 
ducted, as  regards  the  army.  It  ought  to 
have  been  the  main-spring  of  the  action 
of  the  Government  to  maintain  the  native 
army  in  a  state  of  efficiency  in  point  of 
numbers;  but  tho  Government,  on  tho 
contrary,  seemed  to  think  that  a  lavish 
and  profuse  expenditure  of  money,  far  be- 
yond what  was  spent  in  those  times  which 
were  called  the  *•  rampant  days  of  Tory- 
ism," when  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Pal- 
merston)  was  Secretary  at  War,  was  suffi- 
cient for  all  purposes.  In  those  days  of  ram  - 
pant  Toryism,  however,  we  had  at  least  a 
national  army  to  show  for  our  expenditure ; 
now  we  have  none,  for  our  army  in  tho 
East  boasted  of  no  fewer  than  six  different 
nations,  namely — a  corps  of  Germans,  a 
corps  of  Swiss,  a  corps  of  Italians,  a  corps 
of  Poles,  a  corps  of  Sardinians,  and  a 
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corps  of  Tarks.  Sach  was  the  motley  as- 
semblage to  which  the  maintenance  ot  the 
hoooar  and  dignity  of  England  was  en- 
trusted. I  may  be  told  that  this  is  the 
resolt  of  our  system,  and  that  this  coun- 
try can  nerer  hare  a  large  army,  because 
of  the  ATersion  of  the  people  to  conscrip- 
tion. The  people  of  the  United  States 
are  not  less  free  and  independent  than  the 
people  of  England,  and  yet  the  United 
States  Goyernment  find  no  difficulty  in 
rabing  an  army.  Does  any  one  think 
that  the  safety  and  honour  of  England 
can  be  defended  and  protected  by  hired 
troops?  If  such  be  the  views  of  the 
Government  the  people  of  England  must 
make  up  their  minds  to  submit  to  a 
far  worse  erii  than  the  conscription ;  they 
will  have  to  submit  to  the  degradation 
of  onr  country,  and  her  reduction  from 
the  high  and  lofty  position  which  she  has 
always  occupied,  and  sink  permanently 
into  the  position  of  a  second- rate  Power. 
The  position  of  England  has  been  changed 
in  reference  to  other  countries  by  the  in- 
trodoction  of  steam  power  into  naval  war- 
fare, and  unless  we  are  prepared  to  adopt 
those  means  of  defence  which  are  demand- 
ed by  this  great  change,  we  may  give  up 
nil  hope  for  the  future. 

Sia  GEORGE  GRET:  Sir,  it  is  my 
icteodon  to  occupy  only  a  short  portion  of 
tbe  time  of  the  House,  on  the  matter 
noder  consideration,  but  I  feel  it  necessary 
t9  make  some  remarks  upon  the  speech 
which  has  just  been  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Inverness- shire. 
It  is  difficult  to  ascertain  what  is  the  pre- 
cise nature  of  the  charge  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  intend  to  prefer  against 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  G. 
H.  Moore)  has  moved  a  Resolution  on  this 
qnestum  after  a  Resolution  on  the  subject 
had  been  abandoned  or  given  np  by  the 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Inverness- 
ahire  (Mr.  H.  Batllie),  from  considerations 
ef  r^ard  for  the  public  interest,  and  in 
eoBcert  with  that  party  with  which  he  acts. 
Tbe  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  has  shown  too 
clearly  that  he  has  but  one  endeavour — to 
disbonoor  and  depreciate  the  character  of 
Lord  Clarendon,  which  stands  far  too  high 
in  the  estimation  of  Europe  to  be  affected 
by  the  aarcssms  even  of  the  boo.  Gentle- 
man. The  bon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Stanford  (Sir  F,  Thesiger)  has  cast  a  shaft 
at  the  Government  for  another  reason — 
aaoiely,  because  he  thinks  an  indignity 
been  thrown  upon  the  Governmeut  by 
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the  removal  of  Mr.  Craropton;  and  he  says 
that  if  the  Government  were  satisfied  with 
his  conduct  they  ought  to  have  resented 
his  dismissal  by  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Dallas, 
the  United  States  Minister  here.  He  says 
that,  in  doing  so,  the  Government  have 
stooped  to  an  indignity  that  compromised 
the  honour  and  character  of  this  country, 
and  did  not  deserve  to  meet  with  the  ap- 
probation of  the  House.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Inverness-shire 
has  taken  a  different  view  of  the  subject 
altogether.  His  ground  of  attack  is  the 
whole  policy  and  spirit  of  the  Foreign 
Enlistment  Act.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has, 
indeed,  made  a  speech  that  might  have 
been  made  with  force  and  effect,  and  which 
I  am  not  sure  was  not  made,  at  the  time 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  was  passing 
throagh  this  House.  He  has  laid  down 
distinctly  the  position  that  no  foreign 
country  can  allow  its  subjects  to  enter  into 
the  service  of  a  country  engaged  in  a  war 
with  a  State  with  which  that  country  is  at 
amity.  He  says  that  the  law  eiviias  non 
career  eet  is  incorrect,  and  that  the  United 
States  have  no  right  to  allow  their  subjects 
to  enter  the  service  of  a  State  at  war  with 
a  country  with  which  they  are  not  at  war. 
[Mr.  Baillib:  Not  without  the  permission 
of  their  Government.]  But  what  did  Mr. 
Marcy  say?  Mr.  Marcy,  writing  to  Mr. 
Molina,  April  25,  1856,  said, — 

"  The  right  of  expatriation  is  not,  I  believe, 
withheld  from  the  citizens  of  any  free  Governraent 
or  from  residents  under  its  jurisdiction.  The  laws 
of  neither  country  (Costa  Rica  and  the  United 
States),  it  is  presumed,  have  conferred  the  autho- 
rity to  examine  into  the  motives  which  may  lead 
any  one  to  exercise  the  right  of  expatriation.  The 
liberty  to  go  where  hopes  of  better  fortune  may  en- 
tioe  them  belongs  to  freemen,  and  no  free  Govern- 
ment withholds  it.  It  is,  therefore,  no  cause  of 
complaint  against  a  neutral  country  that  persons 
in  the  exercise  of  this  right  have  left  it,  and  have 
been  afterwards  found  in  the  ranks  of  the  army  of 
a  belligerent  State." 

The  President,  in  his 'Message  of  May  15» 
18a 6,  also  said, — 

"  In  these  circumstances  of  the  political  debility 
of  the  Republic  of  Nicaragua,  and  when  its  in- 
habitants were  exhausted  by  long-eontinued  civil 
war  between  parties,  neither  of  them  strong 
enough  to  overcome  the  other  or  permanently 
maintain  internal  tranquillity,  one  of  the  contends 
ing  factions  of  the  Republic  invited  the  assistance 
and  co-operation  of  a  small  body  of  citizens  from 
the  Stbte  of  California,  whose  presence,  as  it  ap- 
pears, put  an  end  at  once  to  the  civil  war,  and  re- 
stored apparent  order  throughout  the  territory  of 
Nicaragua.** 

Thus  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher  for 
Inverness-shire  has  laid  down  in  defence  of 
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the  United    States  *  doctrine  which  the 
United  States  do  not  laj  down  in  their  own 
defence.     lie  asserts  what  has  been  dis- 
claimed both  by  Mr.  Marcj  and  also  by  the 
President.     The  law  of  the  United  States 
has  been,  I  apprehend,  clearly  laid  down 
by  my  hoo.  and  learned   Friend  the  At- 
torney General — except  that  he  did  not 
state  it  so  high  as,   in   my  opinion,  he 
might  havA   done — that  it  is  within  the 
competence  of   a  citizen   of   the  United 
States  to  leave  the  territory  of  that  country 
with  the  avowed  object  of  taking  service  in 
the  army  of  a  foreign  State,  provided  he 
does  not  enlist  or  engnge  himself  within 
the  limits  of  the  territory  of  the  United 
States.     With  regard  to  the  Foreign  En- 
listment  Act,  the  hon.  Gentleman   (Mr. 
H.  Baillie)  has  adverted  to  the  state  of  the 
army  which  this  country  had  in  its  pay  in 
1813,  at  the  close  of  the  great  war,  and 
when  our  military  force  was  very  great, 
and  he  has  argued  that  it  was  quite  unne- 
cessary to  have  recourse  to  foreign  soldiers 
to  recruit  our  ranks  during  the  war  with 
Russia.      But  the    hon.   Gentleman   has 
overlooked  the  fact  that  it  is  at  the  begin- 
ning of  a  war  much  more   than   at   the 
end  of  a   war  that  the  difficulty  in   re- 
cruiting a  British  army  is  found.      The 
Government  of  that  day  thought,  and  I 
think  justly,  that,  looking  at  the  difficulty 
of    raising  our  English   forces   with  the 
rapidity  that  was  necessary,  it  was  desir- 
able not    to  have   recourse   to   any   now 
method   of  recruiting,  but  to  resort  to  a 
mode    which   prevailed    during    the    war 
to    which   the    hon.    Gentleman   has    re- 
ferred,   and    to    see    whether   we    could 
not  draw  to  our  standard   those  subjects 
of  other  countries  who  were  disposed  to 
make  common  cause  with  us.     I  believe 
that  was  sound  policy,  and  it  became  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  after  that  Bill 
was  passed,  to  take  those  measures  which 
they  thought  most  expedient  to  c4rry  into 
effect   the   intention    of    that   enactment. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mayo 
says,  that  the  first  step  in  this  enlistment 
question  was  taken  by  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary in  his  despatch  dated  February,  1855, 
and  addressed  to  SirGaspard  le  Marchant, 
in  which  he  surrgested  that  a  de]>6t  should 
he  opened  at  Halifax  for  the  reception  of 
volunteers.     But  that,  I  must  state  to  the 
House,  was  an  incorrect  description.     The 
first  movement,  it  is  well  known,  was  made 
by  parties  who  resided  within  the  United 
States,  many  of  whom   were   British   sub- 
jects, others  being  Germans  who  had  taken 
Sir  George  Orey 


part  in  the  Schleswig-Holstein  war,  and 
others  foreigners  who,  from  the  force  of 
political  circumstances,  had  taken  refuge 
in  that  country,  who  wrote  to  express  their 
desire  to  tske  part  in  the  war.     Does  the 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  it  was 
not  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Government 
to  write   that  letter?     The  Government 
felt  that  great  caution   was  neceostry  in 
accepting  these  offera.     They  were  aware 
of  the  neutrality  laws  of  the  United  Stotes, 
and  they  were  most  anxious  that  nothing 
should  be  done  to  infringe  them.    Thej 
thought  it  right  that  the  fact  of  a  dep6t 
being  opened  at  Halifax,  where  the  British 
Crown  had  an  undoubted  right  to  open  a 
depot,   should    be  communicated   to  Mr. 
Cranipton,  at  Washington,  Mr.  Crampton 
having  sent  those  offers,  to  which  I  have 
alluded,   to    Her  Majesty's   Government. 
They  therefore  directed  Sir  Gaspard  Le 
Marchant  to  place  himself  in  oooimunica* 
tion    with    Mr.  Crampton,   so   that    Mr. 
Crampton,  knowing  everything  that  was 
being  done,  might  take  care  that  nothing 
was   done  in   violation  of    the  sovereign 
rights  or   municipal   law   of   the  United 
States.     Both  Sir  Gaspard  Le  Marchant 
and  Mr.  Crampton  were  enjoined  to  avoid 
anything  that  might  he  construed  into  a 
violation  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
In  that  spirit  the  Government  acted,  and 
in  this  spirit  they  believed  that  their  offi- 
cers had  acte<L  and  they  therefore  believed 
that  it  would*  be  an  act  of  baseness  and 
injustice  if,  when  they  were  asked  to  recall 
them,  they  had  acquiesced  in  tliat  demand, 
which  would  have  amounted  to  an  admis- 
sion that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  British  Go* 
vernment,  their  officers  had  violated  their 
instructions,  and  thot  their  assertions  were 
not  entitled  to  credit.     Thej  felt  assured 
that  their  officers  had  acted  up  to  the  letter 
and  spirit  of  the  instructioDa  they  had  re* 
ceived,  and,  therefore.  Lord  Clareiidon,  in 
the  despatch  of  April  30,  said  he  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  abstain  from  recalling  those 
officers,  because  there  was  nothing  in  his 
opinion  to  justify  their  recall.      How  did 
Mr.  Crampton  act  ?     My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney-General,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  quoted  a  passage  from  the 
correspondence  which    showed    that    Mr. 
Crampton   communicated   to   the  Govern- 
ment  of    the   United   States    the    offers 
made   by  persons  resident  in   the  United 
States  to  take  service  in  Her    Majesty's 
army,   and    here   is  at  once    the    answer 
to  the  hypothetical  case  put  by  the  lion, 
and    learned    Member  for    Staukfonl,   aa 
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to  whftt  fTodld  be  thoaght  bj  tb!^  doTeni-* 
DMBt  •!  the  eottdoet  of  tbe  Frencb  Ot<h 
loiMMMl  tf^  lNM|t  ^  ^^1*  ^i'^  Eutiis  or 
saj  other  cotmtry*  thoy  8ho«M,  booaoso 
thej  wore  in  want  of  seaiiien,  send  steam- 
on  to  the  porta  itnd  riveri  of  England 
aod  ottliot  men  in  a  war  to  which  we  were 
no  party,  and  a^in^t  a  State  with  which 
wo  weni  al  amitj  f  Tbe  first  answer  is, 
that  il  wottld  bo  a  diroet  vtolatioo  of  British 
law.  The  diBtinction  botween  the  law  of 
England  and  the  law  of  the  United  States 
has  been  pointed  out  bjr  my  hon*  and  learn- 
ed Friend  the  Attorney  General.  No 
eoontryeonld  take  that  eourso  without  a 
direel  ^Ution  of  the  law  of  this  eoun- 
try.  But  sttppottO  that  It  was  no  direct 
tielatios  of  tlie  law  of  this  oonntry, 
and  soppose  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment wore  to  do  what  it  is  imagined  pos- 
tiUe  they  might  do^  if  At  the  same  time 
the  French  Ambassador  eommunioated 
to  Her  Majesty*s  GoTernmont  that  the 
Freaoh  Gorernment  werO  anxious  to  obtain 
the  eertieea  of  British  seameri,  and  w6re 
taking  mtesnroi  to  enlist  them  in  their 
serriee,  and  we  said,  '*  So  long  as  they 
respected  onr  laws  any  seamen  were  weU 
come  to  enlist,"  the  case  would  be  wholly 
different,  and  all  canse  of  qoarrel  between 
the  two  countries  woiild  be  remo?ed.  That 
is  precisely  what  was  done  by  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton  with  respect  to  the  United  States'  Go- 
Temnicnt.  He  made  no  concealment  of 
tite  offers  of  senr ice  ;  he  made  no  conceal- 
ment of  the  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tentmeai  to  afail  themselves  of  those 
offers :  and  if  he  did  not  enter  minutelr 
into  all  the  arrangements,  with  the  view  of 
respecting  the  laws  of  the  United  States, 
in  obtaining  the  aerviees  whether  of  British 
aokjeeta  or  of  foreigners,  it  was  bc'cause  he 
vas  impreaaed  with  the  (Conviction,  that 
vlnle  Mr.  Marey  asserted,  and  very  pro- 
perly aaserted,  the  determinatton  of  the 
United  Sutea'  Governnfont  to  Onforce  the 
BeotraKty  laws,  he  would  not  be  anxious 
to  inquire  as  to  what  was  going  on  relative 
to  pcfBOBS  like  thoae  who  went  to  Nica- 
ngna,  who  were  induced  to  leave  the 
Uailed  Statea  for  the  purpoae  of  entering 
tbe  acnriee  of  the  British  Crown.  That 
WBS  the  Spirit  in  which  Mr.  Crampton 
acted,  and  when  crtticiam  ia  paaaed  upon 
e  ah^rle  peasego  of  Lord  Clarendon's  do* 
sptchca,  or  on  the  facft  of  Mr.  Crampton 
being  itt  eommnnication  with  persons  wnose 
ehaiBCteia  are  most  disreputable,  the  House 
wiii  do  ti^uatice  if  it  overlooka  the  general 
a|arit  of  moderatioii  and  friendKneaa,  as 


well  as  fairnesa,  which  characterised  the 
despatchea  of  Lord  Clarendon,  and  the 
frieodly  spirit  in  which  Mr.  Crampton  acted 
tbietighout  theae  tranaactiona.  When  it 
was  found  that  persona  were  engaged  in 
acta  which  Her  Majesty 'a  Minister  at 
Waahihgton  and  Her  Majeaty'a  Govern- 
ment were  bound  to  diaa vow** when  it  waa 
found  that  persona,  profeasing  to  act  with 
authoritv  they  never  received  from  Her 
Majesty  a  Government  or  Mr.  Crampton, 
Her  Majeaty'a  Minister  at  Washington, 
were  doing  acta  tending  to  compromiae 
friendly  relationa  between  the  two  couii- 
triea,  and  which  it  waa  impoasible  strictly 
to  defend — whatever  the  letter  of  the  law 
with  reitard  to  enlistment  might  be.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  avowed  their  deter- 
mination to  put  an  end  to  the  scheme  of 
keeping  open  a  dep5t  at  Halifax  for  the 
reception  of  persons  desirous  of  entering 
the  British  service.  It  has  been  stated 
in  tbe  course  of  the  discussion  that  no 
apology  or  explanation  was  offered  to  the 
United  States*  Government  which  could  be 
considered  satisfactory.  The  apology,  said 
to  be  no  apology,  does  not  admit  acts  to 
have  been  done  by  persons  who  were  under 
the  authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, because  they  felt  that  no  act  had 
been  done  under  the  authority  which  gave 
just  cause  of  complaint ;  but  the  terms  of 
the  apology  were  these  :-^ 

"  Tbe  undersigned  must,  in  the  first  iifttanoe, 
express  the  regret  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
If  the  law  of  the  United  States  has  been  in  any 
way  infiringed  by  persons  aoting  with  or  without 
any  authority  from  them ;  and  it  is  hardly  neces- 
sary for  the  undersigned  to  assure  Mr.  Buohanan 
that  any  such  infringement  of  the  law  of  tbe 
United  States  is  entirely  contrary  to  the  wishes 
and  to  the  positive  instniotions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government." 

It  was  impossible  that  apology  should  dis- 
tinctly admit  that  the  acta  done  were  con- 
trary to  the  lawa  of  the  United  States, 
because  we  had  no  evidence  to  satisfy  us 
of  the  fact.  But  we  said,  the  fact  may 
be  so,  and  if  so,  we  regret  that  such  acta 
havo  been  done.  But  waa  that  the  only 
passage  calculated  to  remove  any  dissatis-' 
faction  in  the  United  States  with  regard 
to  these  transactions  ?  I  think  the  con- 
cluding passage  of  this  despatch  is  of  a 
character  which  the  House  ought  to  mark 
in  esteeming  the  spirit  by  which  the  Go- 
vernment has  been  influenced  throughout 
this  affair :— - 

"  The  undersigned  has,  howerer,  the  honour,  in 
conclusion,  to  state  to  Mr.  Buohanan  that  Her 
Mijesty's  Government,  having  reason  to  think 
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that  no  precautionary  measurei.  with  whatever 
honestj  they  might  bo  enrricU  out,  could  effec- 
tually guard  against  some  real  or  apparent  in- 
fringoment  of  the  law  which  would  give  just  cause 
for  complaint  to  tho  Government  of  the  United 
States,  determined  that  all  proceedings  for  enlist- 
ment should  be  put  an  end  to,  and  instiuctions  to 
that  effect  were  sent  out  before  tho  undersigned 
hod  the  honour  to  receive  Mr.  Buchanan's  note, 
as  the  undersigned  need  hardly  say  that  the  advan- 
tage which  Her  Majesty's  service  might  derive 
.from  enlistment  in  North  America  would  not  be 
sought  for  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  if  it 
were  supposed  to  be  obtained  in  disregard  of  the 
respect  due  to  the  law  of  the  United  States." 

Kow,  I  ask  the  House  whether  the  whole 
tone  and  spirit  of  that  despatch  is  not  an 
apology  for  any  acts  done  in  contravention 
.of  tho  law  of  the  United  States,  though 
we  were  not  aware  of  any  such  act ;  and 
whether  the  conchision  of  it  did  not  inti- 
mate that  we  wouUl  forego  all  the  advan- 
tages we  were  likely  to  obtain  from  the 
zeal  of  certain  persons  in  the  United 
States  to  enter  into  our  service,  and 
take  part  in  the  contest  in  which  we 
were  engaged,  rather  than  risk  tlie  occur- 
rence of  any  circumstance  which  might 
^ive  just  cause  of  dis^^ntisfactiou  to  the 
United  States?  A  good  deal  has  been 
said  as  to  the  effect  of  that  despatch  on 
Mr.  Buchanan,  and  my  noble  Friend  has 
been  accused  of,  misrepresenting  tiie  feel- 
ing produced  by  that  despatch.  What 
are  the  facts  of  tho  case?  Mr.  Buchanan* 
to  whom  that  despatch  was  addressed, 
made  but  a  short  answer.  He  did  not 
enter  into  argument  whether  the  line 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
likely  to  give  satisfaction,  nor  did  he  con- 
trovert the  statement  of  Lord  Clarendon ; 
but  he  answered  thus  :  — 

"  The  undersigned  Envoy  Extraordinary  and 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  has 
the  honour  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  the  note 
which  the  Earl  of  Clarendon,  Her  Mnjesty's  Prin- 
cipal Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  ad- 
dre8se<l  to  him  on  the  ICth  inst.,  in  answer  to  his 
note  of  the  6th  Inst.,  on  the  subject  of  the  enlist* 
ment  and  employment  of  soldiers  for  the  British 
army  within  the  United  States  ;  and  the  under- 
signed will  have  much  satisfaction  in  transmitting 
a  copy  of  his  Lordship's  note  to  tb«  Secretary  of 
State  by  the  next  steamer." 

If  that  stood  alone,  I  should  say  Mr. 
Buchanan  was  satisfied  with  the  explana- 
tion given  by  Her  Majesty's  Gorcrument 
— with  their  apology,  in  case  any  acts 
had  been  done  in  violation  of  the  United 
States'  law,  and  the  decision  they  had 
come  to  to  abandon  all  these  proceedings, 
to  avoid  any  cause  of  offence.  But  it  did 
not    stand    alone.      That    despatch   was 
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crossed  by  one  on  its  passage  to  this 
country  from  Mr.  Nfarcy  to  Mr.  Buchanan, 
insisting  on  satisfaction,  in  ignorance  of 
tho  explanation  and  apology  ii  contained, 
Mr.  Buchanan  received  that  despatch  of 
Mr.  Marcy,  but  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  give  it  to  Lord  Clureiidoii,  althitugli  he 
was  directed  to  do  so ;  and  it  is  imposMblo 
to  doubt  that  he  abstained  from  so  doing 
because  he  felt  that  the  despatch,  which, 
as  lie  terms  it,  *'  he  siiould  ha?e  great 
satisfaction  in  transinittiDg  to  his  own 
Government,"  was  likely  to  terminate, 
and,  as  we  think,  ought  to  have  termi- 
nated the  whole  affair.  To  show  the 
spirit  in  wliich  we  received  the  remon- 
strances of  the  United  States'  Govern* 
ment,  and  onr  anxiety  to  avoid  everything 
which  could  give  just  canse  of  offence,  I 
will  road  a  few  lines  of  the  despatch  of 
Lord  Clorendon  to  Mr.  Crampton,  on  the 
1 6th  of  November,  in  which  he  says — 

"  Before  I  proceed  to  offer  any  renuirks  upon 
this  despatch,  it  will  be  proper  to  stato  that  when 
it  was  read  to  me  by  Mr.  Buchanan,  I  bad  no 
cognizance  of  Mr.  Marry 's  despatch  of  the  15th. 
of  July,  to  which  it  alludes,  and  of  which  a  copy 
was  also  transmitted  to  jrou  ;  and  u}H)n  my  observ- 
ing this  to  Mr.  Buchanan,  he  said  he  had  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  communicate  it  to  me,  a» 
before  it  had  reached  him  he  had  received  my  note 
of  the  ICth  of  July,  which  he  thought  would  finally 
settle  the  question  that  had  arisen  between  the  two' 
Governments." 

Now,  I  think  this  passage  clearly  shows 
that  the  impression  made  upon  Mr.  Bu- 
chanan's mind  by  the  receipt  of  the  de- 
spatch from  which  I  have  quoted  was,  that 
it  ought  and  would  terminate  the  wholo 
affair,  and  that  he  concurred  in  thinking 
the  conciliatory  courae  we  had  taken,  out 
of  deference  to  the  opinions  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  would  be  entirely 
satisfactory  and  remove  all  cause  of  coqi- 
plaint  or  remonstrance.      I  know  it  is  said 
subsequent  transactions  occurred,  but  the 
whole  rests  on  no  other  foundation  than, 
that  some  persons  were  paid  who  had  gone 
to  Halifax  with  the  expectation  of  beings 
received  as  recruits  in  Her  Majesty's  ser« 
vice  and  were  not  so  received  in  conse^ 
quence  of  the  determination   to  abandon 
the  scheme  altogether,  in  deference  to  tho 
feeling  of  the  United  States'  Government* 
Money  was  paid  to  them,  not  for  the  pur— 
pose  of  enlisting  them  in  Her  Majesty  *& 
service,  or  for   the  purposes  of  inducing 
them  to  go  anywhere,  but  merely  to  reiu)« 
burse  them  fur  their  loss  of  time  and  ex^ 
penscs  incurred  in  a  fruitless  journey.       X 
will  not  read  the  despatch  which  couater-— 
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balances  that  read  by  the  Hon.  and  learned 
Member  for    Stamford  (Sir  F.  Tliesiger) 
and  which  he  thinks  not  nt  all  calculated 
to  maintain  friendly  relations,  but  1  may 
sav  that  it  was  an  answer  to  a  despatch  of 
a  character  not  very  friendly  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty *8  Government.     Looking  at  the  de- 
spatch of  the  30th  of  April,  and  the  de- 
apatch  the  other  day  sent  to  Mr.  Dallas,  I 
think  that  while  Ilcr  Majesty's  Guverunient 
hare  been  jealous  of  the  honour  and  dig- 
nity of  this  country  they  have  shown  an 
eanicat  desire  to  maintain  unimpaired  the 
friendly  relations   of   the  two   countries. 
They  lia?e  done  nothing  by  any   hasty, 
harsh,  or  ercn  unguarded  expression  which 
placet  ibem  iu  the  wrong,  in   case  any 
of  these  affairs  shall  not  be  brought  to  a 
satiafaetory  and  peaceful  result,  and  I  be- 
Yiete  </iat  the  effect  of  the  despatch  of  the 
30th  of  April  was  most  satisfactory  in  the 
United  States,  although  it  did  not  produce 
ID  the  niiod  of  the  President  €he  effect  with 
which  it  was  hoped  the  assertions  of  Mr. 
Crampton  and  the  consals,  as  to  their  not 
having  violated  the  laws  of  the  country, 
would  have  b^en  received.     Her  Majesty's 
Government  felt  that  those  assertions  were 
entitled  to  infinitely  greater  weight  than 
the  evidence  adduced  against  those  Gen- 
tlemen.    That  evidence  has  been    com- 
phtelj  thrown  over  to* night.     Every  Gen- 
tleman has  said  that  the  characters  of  the 
witnesses  were  such  that  they  could  not  be 
believed  upon  their  oaths,  and  no  Gentle- 
man has  ventured  to  quote  anytiiing  said 
hj  them,  unless  it  was  corroborated   by 
some  evidence  of  an  unimpeachable  cha- 
ncter.    It  had  been  exultingly  stated  that 
tbeeridence  connecting  Mr.  Crampton  with 
these  proceeding  showed  that  he  had  been 
in  communication  with  Stroebel  and  Hertz. 
No  doubt  the  fact  was  so  ;  but  those  per- 
sons, when  thej  first  came  forward  to  in- 
terfere in  this  matter,  were  utterly  unknown 
to  Mr.  Crampton,  to  Sir  Gaspard  le  Mnr- 
chaot.  and  the  other  oiScers  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoYernment.      They  professed  to 
^  iu  pursuit  of  a  legitimate  object,  and  as 
there  was  no  immediate  means  of  ascer- 
Uining  their  character,  their  integrity  was 
Uken  for  granted,  and  it  was  never  sus- 
pected that  they  would  turn  out  to  bo  men 
Qodeserving  of  credit  whose  object  was  to 
«)trap  the  English  Minister.     The  friendly 
feeling  of  the   British  Government,   and 
their  unwillingness  to  do   anything   that 
eoald  give  just  cause  of  offence  to  the 
Americans,   were    evident  on  the  face  of 
^^eiy  despatch  that  had  issued  from  the 
foreign  QSace,  and  in  none  wisre  they  more ' 


conspicnous  than  in  that  despatch  in  which 
Lord  Clarendon  intimated  that  if  any  re- 
cruits had  been  enlisted  in  a  manner  con- 
trary to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  they 
should  be  sent  back  without  delay.  But  it 
did  not  appear  that,  in  point  of  fact,  there 
were  any  such  recruits ;  for  the  few  who 
had  been  enlisted  were  men  who  had  come 
forward  freely  and  of  their  own  accord, 
and  without  persuasion  or  compulsion  from 
any  quarter.  The  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty'h  Government  throughout  these  trans- 
actions, and  the  motive  of  their  conduct, 
should  bo  inferred  from  the  general  tone 
and  spirit  of  their  correspondence  rnther 
than  from  particular  passages  carefully 
selected  to  make  out  a  case  against  them. 
A  candid  review  of  all  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  subject  would  not  fail 
to  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  they  had  been 
animated  throughout  by  the  best  intentions, 
and  that  they  had  had  no  deliberate  pur- 
pose of  violating  either  the  municipal  laws 
or  the  sovereign  rights  of  the  United  States. 
It  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  House  would 
view  the  question,  not  with  passion  or  pre- 
judice, but  rather  by  the  calm,  clear  light 
of  reason;  and  if  they  did  so  they  would 
scarcely  he  prepared  to  condemn  the  Go- 
vernment for  not  having  taken  the  extreme 
course  recommended  by  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Stamford  and  others^that 
of  dismissini;  the  American  Minister  at 
the  Court  of  St.  James's — a  gentleman 
with  whom  we  had  no  personal  cause  of 
offence,  and  whose  presence  was  desirable 
in  the  interests  of  both  countries,  inasmuch 
ns  he  was  authorised  to  enter  into  negotia- 
tions with  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  settlement  of  various  important  ques- 
tions. No  doubt  it  was  the  bounden  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  uphold  the 
honour  of  the  country,  but  they  should  also 
act  with  forethought  and  monly  prudence, 
and  it  would  ill  become  them  to  plunge 
two  kindred  nations  in  the  horrors  of  war 
through  hasty  and  ill-considered  notions  of 
dignity.  The  House  would  most  faithfully 
interpret  the  feelings  of  the  country  by  de- 
claring that  the  national  honour  was  en- 
tire! v  untouched,  and  that  the  Government 
in  adopting  moderate  and  conciliatory 
counsels  had  acted  in  the  manner  best 
calculated  to  promote  the  interests  of  both 
nations. 

Sm  FREDERIC  THESIGER:  Sir.  I 
just  wish  to  correct  an  error  into  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  fell,  in  supposing  that 
we  complain  of  tlic  Goveriiniont  for  not  re- 
senting the  indignity  offered  to  them — for 
not  retaliatbg  on  the  Government  of  the 
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United  States  for  sendins^  baok  Mr.  Orftmp* 
ton  by  dtsmisaing  Mr.  Dallas.  We  never 
stated  anything  of  the  kind.  What  we 
stated  was  this — that  by  the  conduol  of 
the  Government  ia  infringing  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  in  the  way  they  had 
done,  the  Govern  men  t  have  compelled  us 
to  submit  fwtiently  to  the  insult  that  has 
been  offered  us. 

Sib  JOHN  WALSH  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

YlsoouNT  PALMBRSTON  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  an  adjournment.  He  considered 
that  there  was  ample  time  to  bring  the  dis- 
cussion to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  that 
evening. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned.* 

The  House  dimded: — Ayes  110;  Noes 
220:  Mnjority  110. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Sir  JOHN  WALSH  said,  that  oonsi 
dering  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  and  the 
certainty  that  the  debate  must  be  adjourn- 
ed, the  exultation  of  hon.  Members  oppor 
site  at  the  result  of  the  division  was,,  he 
thought,  rather  misplaced.  They  had  not 
yet  heard  many  leading  Members  of  that 
House,  to  whose  opinions  the  country,  as 
well  as  that  House,  looked  with  interest 
upon  a  subject  so  important.  None  of  his 
right  hon.  Friends  near  him,  nor  several 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
to  whom  the  House  always  listened  with 
interest,  had  as  yet  spoken,  and  therefore 
he  did  not  think  he  nad  been  premature, 
at  twelve  o'clock,  in  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  However,  since  the 
House  has  resolved  to  continue  the  discus- 
sion at  this  late  hour,  he  bowed  to  its  de- 
cision, and  would  tin®flj  state  the  reasons 
which  must  obligqK  him  to  vote  for  the 
Motion.  It  muert  be  remembered  that 
it  emanated  from  an  hon.  Member  with 
'whom  he  (Sir  J.  Walsh)  had  no  political 
sympathies,  nor  should  he,  perhaps,  in 
the  delicate  state  of  our  American  rela- 
tions, have  himself  originated  such  an  ono« 
But,  it  having  been  brought  forward,  he 
had  no  option  but  to  express  an  opinion 
upon  it,  however  reluctantly.  Finding  that 
his  vote  was  aaked  upon  the  question,  whe- 
ther the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  its 
transactions  with  the  United  States  was 
such  as  to  meet  the  approbation  of  that 
House,  and  whether  it  had  been  such  as 
to  maintain  the  honour  of  the  country,  he 
should  not  shrink  from  expressing  his  opi- 
nions.   Havmg  listened  to  all  the  argu- 
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ments  that  had  been  put  forth  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  he  conld  not  withhold  his 
support  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  G.  H.  Moore).  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  seemed  to  re- 
gard the  dismissal  of  our  Minister  by  the 
American  Government  as  a  proceeding  in 
no*  degree  offensive  towards  this  country. 
Unless,  however,  such  an  act  were  based 
on  some  sufficient  reason,  it  must  be^  an  in- 
sult either  to  the  Minister  individually,  or 
to  the  nation  which  he  represented.  It 
was  one  thing  if  our  Minister  had  become 
distasteful  to  the  Court  to  which  he  was 
accredited  for  some  reason  of  a  purely  per- 
sonal nature;  and  quite  another  thing  if 
the  offence  laid  to  his  charge  was  the  adop- 
tion of  a  particular  policy  in  the  discharge 
of  his  official  functions.  In  the  latter  case 
it  became  a  question,  whether  his  conduct 
had  been  authorised  by  his  Government. 
If  it  had  boen  so  authorised,  the  fault  did 
not  lie  at  the  door  of  the  Minister,  but  at 
that  of  the  Government  of  which  he  was 
but  the  instrument.  Be  that,  however,  aa 
it  might,  our  Government,  by  permitting 
Mr.  Dallas  to  remain,  had,  he  apprehend- 
ed, acquiesced  in  the  slight  cast  upon  them 
by  the  United  States.  Without  condemn- 
ing their  conduct  in  Mr.  I>allas*8  regard, 
it  was  yet  obvious  that  their  only  justiica* 
tion  for  not  dismissing:  the  American  Mi- 
nister was,  that  they  felt  they  had  been  in 
the  wrong  towards  his  country,  and  that 
the  indignity  offered  to  us  was  merited  by 
their  own  laches.  If  two  private  indivi- 
duals quarrelled,  one  of  them  might  frankly 
admit  that  he  had  been  in  fault,  and  ac- 
cept the  reproof  administered  to  him  in 
consequence  ;  but  if  the  rebuke  was  unde- 
served, his  submission  would  be  pusillani- 
mous. The  position  of  our  Government 
appeared  to  be  that  of  men  who  felt  that 
they  had  been  in  the  wrong,  and  they 
were  in  this  paradoxical  position,  that 
their  having  been  in  the  wrong  in  the 
original  dispute  funiished  their  only  ex- 
cuse for  submitting  to  the  mortifying  re- 
proof of  Mr.  Grampton's  disuiissal.  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Dome  Be* 
partment  had  been  from  beginning  to 
end,  in  his  opinion,  nothing  but  an  inge* 
nious  piece  of  special  pleading.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  laboured  to  establish 
a  distinction  between  the  evasion  of  the 
law  of  the  United  States  and  a  direct  in- 
fraction of  its  letter.  The  President  and 
Mr.  Marcy  both  declared  the  systematic 
evasion  of  their  neutrality  by  our  enlist- 
ment i^enta  to  be  as  great  aa  affroat  aa 
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its  open  infringement ;  and  certainly  an 
adroit  and  even  successful  evasion  of  the 
spiiit  of  her  neutrality  laws  could  not  be 
regarded  as  the  fuldlmeot  of  the  obliga- 
tions dae  from  one  friendly  State  to  an- 
other. He  was,  therefore,  forced  to  vote 
for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
)lcmber  for  Mayo,  for  he  felt  that  the  con- 
dact  of  the  Government  had  placed  this 
cuuntrjr  in  a  humiliating  position  before  the 
world.  By  acquiescing  in  the  diRmissal 
of  Mr.  Crampton,  they  had  acknowledged 
themselves  to  be  in  the  wrong;  and  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  the  part  of  that 
House  under  those  circumstances,  so  far 
from  throwing  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  diffe- 
rences between  the  two  countries,  was 
calculated,  he  believed,  to  facilitate  that 
happy  issne. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  then  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that  if 
the  Motion  for  an  adjournment  was  to  be 
repeated  in  that  way  at  that  time  of 
night,  he  could  have  no  alternative  but  to 
agree  to  it :  yet  he  would  do  so  on  the 
distinct  nnderstanding  that  the  discussion 
should  be  resumed  to-morrow. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

GRAND  JURY  ASSESSMENT  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Bill  read  3o. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Bill  do  pass. 

Colonel  FRENCH  proposed  some  addi- 
tional clauses,  which,  after  some  brief  con- 
versation, were  withdrawn. 

Mr.  macartney  proposed  a  Clause 
relative  to  the  duties  of  a  contractor  for 
any  count/  work  or  the  repair  of  roads, 
aiul  also  defining  the  powers  of  the  country 
sorveyor. 

Clanse  was  added  to  the  BUI. 

Mr.  FOBTESCUE  moved  to  insert, 
after  clause  3,  the  following  clause  : — 

"la  making  soch  applotment,  the  treasurer 
BliaJloaiit  therefrom  every  tenement  consisting 
vfaolly  or  in  part  of  a  dwelliog-houae,  the  total 
aanoal  Taloation  of  which  tenement,  as  set  forth 
ta  iiieh  Aaal  list  or  in  such  reviaed  vaJtiation  as 
siiM«flaidl,  aball  aot  exceed  the  sam  of  three 
peuads. 

Clanse  brought  up,  and  read  l**. 

Mr.  M ACARTNilY  opposed  the  clause. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  work  well. 

Lord  NAAS  and  the  ATTORNEY 
GENERAL  fob  IRELAND  also  opposed 
the  elanse. 


MoCion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  clause  be  now  read  a  second  time.*' 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  32  ;  Noes 
109;  Mojority  77. 

Another  Clause  added. 

Bill  passed. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Tuesday,  July  1,  1856. 

Misora.]  Sat  First  in  ParhameiU.^The  Mar- 
quess of  Ailesbury,  after  the  Death  of  his  tV 
ther  ;  The  Lord  Boston,  after  the  Death  of  his 
Father. 

Public  Bills. — 1»  Intestates  Personal  Estates  ; 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland) ;  DraiBace  (Ireland) ; 
Exchequer  Bills  (£4,000,000) ;  SCarnage  and 
Registration  Acts  Amendment. 

2*  Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland). 

BURIAL  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2*. 

The  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY 
was  understood  to  say  that  he  entertained 
strong  objections  to  some  of  the  clnuses  of 
this  measure,  which  involved  questions  of 
much  gravity  and  importance  connected 
with  the  recognised  rights  of  the  clergj ; 
and  suggested  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  upstairs. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  from 
"That"  to  the  end  of  the  Motion,  nnd 
insert  "  The  Burial  Acts  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  House.** 

Loud  PORTMAN  agreed  that  the 
course  recommended  by  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  was  likely  to  avoid  a  very  dis- 
agreeable discussion.  He  (Lord  Portman) 
could  have  no  objection  to  submit  the 
question  before  their  Lordships  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  and  he  trusted  that  tho 
result  would  bo  a  restoration  of  that  har- 
mony which  existed  before  the  present 
unfortunate  course  of  legislation  embodied 
in  the  Burial  Acts  was  adopted.  He 
should  be  sorry  that  any  hasty  attempt 
at  amendment  should  lend  to  an  extension 
of  ill-will,  and  he  was  therefore  ready  to 
withdraw  this  Bill  and  submit  the  whole 
subject  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY  entirely 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Portman),  that  the  cou  se  suggested  by 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  was  the  best  that 
could  be  adopted  under  the  circumstances. 
There  was  only  one  serious  object  in  view, 
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and  that  was  to  prevent  anj  increase  of 
dissension  in  the  course  pursued.  He 
hoped  that  when  the  Select  Committee 
met  upstairs,  difficulties  might  he  arranged. 
Afterwards,  those  who  were  fond  of  dis- 
cus»ton  and  polemics  would  get  the  Act  of 
Partianient  instead. 

Lord  REDBSDALE  said,  the  principle 
inToKed  in  this  Bill  was  one  which  he 
hoped  no  nohle  Lord  would  for  a  moment 
support.  He  was  surprised  that  any  one 
of  their  Lordships  should  propose  such  a 
Bill,  the  effect  of  which  was  to  make  the 
Secretary  of  State  judge  of  what  the 
Bishops  ought  to  do  in  a  matter  purely 
ecclesiastical;  and,  further,  to  enact  that 
when  a  burial-ground  had  been  so  consti- 
tuted as  not  to  meet  with  the  approbation 
of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  or  of  the 
Archbishop  of  the  province,  the  Secretary 
of  State  might  approve  it. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to;  and  the 
Bill  was  (by  leave  of  the  House),  totth- 
drawn» 

EXPENSES  OF  SCOTCH  AND  IRISH 

PEERS. 

The  Earl  op  DONQUGHMORE  rose 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
heavy  expenses  incurred  by  Irish  Peers  in 
proving  their  right  to  vote  for  Representa- 
tive Peers.  The  Fourth  Article  of  the  Act 
of   Legislative  Union   thus   describes  the 

Persons  who  should  vote  for  Representative 
'eers  : — 

'*  Every,  temporal  Peer  of  Ireland  who  shall 
have  sat  pnd  voted  in  the  House  of  Lords  for 
Ireland,  and  whose  right  to  sit  and  vote  therein 
shall  have  be^n  admitted  by  the  House,  before  or 
after  the  Union.'* 

To  tlie  former  class  it  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  refer,  as  only  two  Irish  Peers 
existed  who  sat  in  the  Irish  House  of 
Lords  before  -the  .Union.  Tl»e  great  ma- 
jority of  the  present  constituency  of  the 
elective  Peers  of  Ireland  were  persons  who 
had  proved  their  right  to  vote.  lie  sub- 
mitted that  the  expenses  of  proving  their 
claims  were  both  excessive  and  unneces- 
sary. In  order  to  show  that  those  expenses 
were  excessive*  he  would  adduce  the  course 
of  proceeding  when  an  English  Peer  «took 
his  seat.  He  merely  sent  a  simple  docu- 
ment to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  show  his 
rijrht;  and,  the  Lord  Chancellor  satisfied, 
he  took  his  seat.  In  the  case  of  a  son 
succeeding  his  father,  the  whole  expense 
scarcely  exce(*ds  £5.  The  Irish  Peer, 
on  the  contrary,  had  to  adduce  evidence 
l^fnre  the  Committee  for  Privileges  of  his 
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right.  He  (the  Earl  of  Donoughmore) 
was  present  on  a  Committee  for  Privileges, 
when  a  noble  Earl  proved  his  right  to  vote 
as  an  Irish  Peer.  The  case  was  rather 
complicated.  The  pedigree  was  produced 
for  a  considerable  number  of  years,  involv- 
ing several  lines  of  descent ;  a  number  of 
persons,  clergymen,  both  of  the  Establish- 
ment and  of  tlie  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
produced  the  registers  ;  and  unless  those 
had  been  produced,  the  claim  to  vote  would 
not  have  been  substantiated.  The  expense 
of  bringing  witnesses  from  a  great  distance 
in  these  cases  was  very  great ;  and  a  seri- 
ous question,  he  urged,  was  involved  in 
the  circumstance.  The  Irish  Peerage  was 
closely  approaching  the  position  contem- 
plated by  the  Act  of  Union.  The  number 
of  Irish  Peers,  including  those  who  had 
not  as  well  as  those  who  had  proved  their 
riffht  to  vote  for  representative  Peers,  was 
123.  It  was  plain  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Act  that  the  Irish  Peers  should  bo 
kept  up  to  a  certain  number  ;  but  the  ex- 
pense was  now  beginning  to  interfere  with 
that  intention  and  setting  it  aside.  In 
many  cases,  where  there  was  no  doubt 
whatever,  the  claimants  were  deterred  by 
the  expense  from  proving  their  claims.  He 
did  think  that  there  existed  nothing  which 
should  prevent  the  Irish  Peers  entitled  to 
vote  for  Representative  Peers,  being  put 
in  as  favourable  a  position  for  proving 
their  right  as  British  Peers  enjoyed  fur 
proving  their  ri^ht  to  seats  in  that  House. 
He  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  sub- 
ject, and  to  report  what  could  be  done  to 
remedy  this  manifest  injustice  to  a  large 
class  of  Members  of  that  House — for  many 
of  their  Lordships,  though  sitting  as  Eng^ 
lish  Peers,  possessed  votes  for  Irish  Repre- 
sentative Peers,  and  were  therefore  aa 
deeply  interested  in  this  subject  as  the 
whole  body  of  Irish  Peers.  The  nuble 
Earl  concluded  by  moving  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  expenses  incurred  by  Scotch  and  Irish 
Peers  in  proving  their  right  to  vote  for 
Representative  Peers. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
he  quite  admitted  that  it  was  desirable  to 
reduce  the  expenses  incurred  by  Irish 
Peers  ;  but  it  was  quite  impossible  to  adopt 
the  course  suggested  by  the  noble  Earl 
without  passing  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
because  the  Act  of  Union  provided  that 
the  claims  of  the  Irish  Peers  were  to  be 
determined  by  the  House  of  Lords.  In 
the  case  of  English  Peers  this  waa  dif- 
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ferent.  They  had  merely  to  go  to  the 
Lord  ChtDcellor,  representing  not  that 
House,  bmi  the  Crown  ;  and  if  he,  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown ,  saw  no  difficalty,  the 
writ  of  summons  was  issued.  He  did  not 
tfaink  that  it  would  be  possible  to  reduce 
the  expenses  of  proving  a  claim  to  vote 
for  the  Representative  Peers  of  Ireland  as 
low  as  those  now  incurred  by  English 
Peers  on  taking  their  seat,  but  he  fully 
concorred  in  the  propriety  of  appointing  a 
Commitlee  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and 
to  sseeKain  what  reductions  could  be  ef- 
fected. 

VncounT  DUNOANNON  corroborated 
tbe  statement  made  by  the  noble  Earl — 
name&j,  that  these  heavy  expenses  deterred 
man  J  Peers  from  claiming  their  right  to 
Tote.  He  thought  the  matter  was  well 
worthy  of  their  Lordships'  consideration, 
and  be  was  sure  the  Irish  Peers  in  general, 
wbsterer  might  be  the  result  of  this  in- 
qnirjf  would  feel  greatly  indebted  to  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Donooghmore)  for 
the  part  taken  by  him  in  this  matter. 

Lord  KEDESDALE  said,  the  sole 
remedy  for  the  evil  complained  of  was  an 
Act  of  Parliament  which  should  establish 
Mme  other  mode  of  inquiring  into  claims 
iDide  to  vote  in  the  election  of  Irish  Re- 
presentative Peers.  But  he  questioned  very 
mueb  whether  it  was  desirable  to  relax  the 
evidence  now  required  before  claims  of  this 
kind  were  admitted,  because  a  great  num- 
ber of  eases  of  a  suspicious  character  came 
before  a  Committee  of  Privileges. 

The  Baal  of  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
the  aue  of  injastice  made  out  on  the  part 
of  the  Irish  Peers  had  not  been  in  any  way 
Answered  by  the  ooble  Lord.  To  show 
bow  the  system  worked  be  might  mention 
liis  own  case.  It  cost  him  less  than  £5  to 
tske  his  seat  as  an  English  Peer,  but  to 
prove  bis  right  to  vote  for  an  Irish  Repre- 
tenuUre  Peer  cost  him  £150.  He  would 
Ask  their  Lor^ahips  whether  in  these  days 
of  financial  reform  this  state  of  things 
ouj^bt  to  continue  ? 
Motion  agreed  to. 
Hoase  ajooraed  to  Thursday  next. 
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PRISONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  macartney  rose  and  said,  that 
whilst  he  admitted  that  there  vas  a  ne- 
cessity for  an  alteration  of  the  lair  affect- 
ing the  management  of  gaols  in  Ireland, 
the  present  measure  went  further  than 
was  desirable,  and  ho  trusted  the  Govern*> 
ment  would  give  some  assurance  before 
going  into  Committee  that  they  would  not 
carry  out  the  centralisation  principlo  to 
the  extent  to  which  the  Bill  proposed  to 
go.  The  power  of  framing  regulations 
for  the  government  of  gaols  was  at  pre- 
sent vested  in  the  Judges  of  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  ;  but  by  this  Bill  it  was 
proposed  to  transfer  that  power  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  which  was  virtually  to 
place  it  in  the  hands  of  an  irresponsible 
person — namely,  the  Chief  Inspector  of 
Prisons.  Seeing  how  well  and  efficiently 
the  gaols  in  Ireland  were  now  managed  in 
the  north,  and  especially  in  the  province  of 
Ulster,  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  deprive  the  several  boards  of  manage- 
ment of  the  jurisdiction  they  now  exer- 
cised and  possessed. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  merely  to  introduce  into 
Ireland  that  system  which  already  existed 
in  England  and  in  Scotland,  by  transfer- 
ring the  superintending  power  over  the 
gaols  from  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  to 
the  executive.  The  Bill  merely  followed 
the  precedent  of  England  and  Scotland. 

CoLONBL  FRENCH  said,  that  the  fact 
of  transference  made  all  the  difference. 
The  Bill  was  one  of  a  series  of  most  ohjec- 
tionable  measures  referring  to  Ireland  that 
were  being  forced  through  the  House. 

CoLONRL  DUNNE  said,  that  at  present 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Queen's  Bench  over 
the  prisons  was  ineffectual,  and  therefore* 
in  transferring  that  jurisdiction  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive, the  Bill  might  be  so  far  considered 
an  improvement.  He  thought  the  House 
ought  to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  in 
order  to  amend  many  details  which  were 
objectionable. 

House  in  Committee,  Mr.  FitzRot  in 
the  chair. 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  3,  which  transferred  the 
power  of  superintendence  from  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
being  read, 

Mr.  macartney  said,  it  had  been 
represented  that  the  Judges  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  had  expressed  their  approval  of  the 
I  transfer  of  the  authority  now  vested  in 


1 


115 


Fritoni 


{COMMONS} 


(Inlmd)  BiU. 


116 


them  :  but  he  bad  reoentW  seen  a  letter 
from  one  of  their  Lordships  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  tukeu  the  opinion  of  his  brother 
Judges,  who  not  only  denied  that  they 
had  been  consulted  on  the  subject,  but 
expressed  their  disapproval  of  the  power 
being  taken  out  of  their  hands.  If  the 
clause  were  passed  in  its  present  shape 
it  would  giTO  all  power,  in  fact,  to  Mr. 
Corry  Connellan,  the  Chief  Inspector  of 
Prisons.  He  would,  therefore,  moTe,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  words  **  and 
Privy  Council,"  be  inserted  after  *'  Lord 
Lieutenant" 

Mr.  HORSMAN  objected  to  the  propo- 
sition as  contrary  to  the  principle  of  Ex- 
ecutive Government,  which  should  be  the 
same  in  Ireland  as  it  was  in  England. 
He  was  quite  satisfied  with  the  inspectors 
in  Ireland,  and  he  thought  they  might 
safely  trust  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Ma.  MACARTNEY  denied  that  he  had 
any  personal  distrust  either  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  or  of  the  inspectors. 

CoLOHEii  DIJNNB  did  not  see  prscti- 
4^ally  much  difference  between  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Council  and  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  himself.  The  Executive  must  be 
responsible  for  the  proceedings  of  the  In- 
spectors General,  who  could  get  what  was 
necessary  from  the  Queen's  Bench. 

CojuoNEL  FRENCH  thought  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  satisfactory  to  the  Irish 
people. 

Lord  NAAS  highly  approved  of  the 
transfer  from  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 
He  could  only  remember  one  case  in 
which  the  Queen's  Bench  ever  did  any- 
thing. As  to  the  difference  between  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  himself  and  a  Council,  it 
practically  amounted  to  nothing  at  all. 
But  although  he  approved  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  he  never  saw  a  Bill  drawn  up 
so  unintelligibly. 

Amendment  negatived;   Clause  agreed 

Clause  1  (Board  of  Superintendence, 
with  approval  of  Grand  Jury  and  Lord 
Lieutenant,  to  make  By-Laws,  &c.) 

Ma.  MACARTNEY  objected  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  clause  dealt  with  pre- 
ceding measures.  One  of  its  provisions 
was  to  give  the  Lord  Lieutenant  control 
over  the  by-laws  of  the  gaols.  He  did  not 
think  that  this  would  work.  AH  by-laws 
ought  to  be  under  the  control  of  the  boards 
tbemfielvpR 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,   that  the  Bill 
was  not  drawn  by  the  present  Government, 
^d  they  thought  it  the  best  plan  to  adopt 
Mr.  Macartney 


the  Bill,  and  pass  another  in  the  next 
Session  to  amend  it. 

Ma.  BLAND  said,  tlie  practical  effect 
of  tlie  clause  would  be  to  place  the  whole 
power  of  managing  the  prisons  in  the  in- 
spectors, and  take  it  from  the  boards  of 
superintendence. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY:  The26ff0e^.iy., 
c.  38,  regulated  the  government  of  prisons 
in  England  and  Wales,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  by  it  the  power  of  making 
rules  and  regulations.  This  was  to  ensure 
uniformity  in  those  rales.  If  the  Irish 
Government  discharged  its  duty,  the  whole 
power  would  not,  as  had  been  said,  rest 
with  the  Inspectors  of  Prisons.  He  saw 
no  reason  why  the  same  power  should  not 
rest  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland 
as  with  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  if  there  were 
the  same  kind  of  oiBcer  in  the  Irish  Office 
as  there  was  in  the  Secretary  of  State's 
Office  in  England,  ho  would  be  perfectly 
content ;  but  unfortunately  there  was  no 
such  officer  to  whom  the  Irish  country 
gentlemen  could  refer. 

Captain  MAG  AN  objected  to  the  arbi* 
trary  forms  of  the  clause. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  if  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  assimilate  the  Iriah  to 
the  English  law,  why  were  not  the  words 
of  the  English  statute  quoted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  put  into  this  BiU  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  the  pro- 
visions in  the  Statute  he  had  quoted  were 
analogous  to  those  in  the  present  Bill, 
though  not  the  ipHssima  verba. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  *  and  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant ' 
stand  part  of  the  clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  66  ; 
Noes  9  :  Majority  57. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  that  their 
only  object  was  to  preserve  the  right  of 
the  boards  of  superintendence.  He  pro- 
posed, therefore,  that  if  the  Lord  Liea- 
tenant  required  any  alteration  in  the  by- 
laws, he  should  submit  a  proposal  to  tbat 
effect  to  the  board.  He  should  movo  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect  on  bringing  op 
the  Report. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  thought  this  contrary 
to  the  principle  followed  in  England. 

Colonel  FRENCH  moved  to  omit  tho 
word  ••  repeal,"  so  as  to  give  no  more 
power  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  than  that 
given  to  the  Secretary  of  Stale  in  fing- 
land. 
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lli(.H0R8MAN  ohj^ted  to  the  Amend- 
ment, which  waa  negatived  without  a  di- 
Tiaion. 

ClaQae  €iffreed  to, 

Claasea  5  to  9  were  then  agrtisd  to. 

Claose  10  agrged  to^  after  a  short  dis- 
enaeion. 

Remaining  dansea  agreed  |o, 

Hoaae  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  as  amended. 

DUBLUf  IfSTROPOLITAN  POLIOE  BILL- 
ADJOURNED  DEBATE, 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Reading  fOth  June]  read. 

CoLosvL  FRENCH  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether  it  was  right  to  force  this  Bill  upon 
the  eitj  of  Dublin,  when  Its  inhabitants 
Lad  made  such  strong  representations 
against  the  objectionable  powers  the  Bill 
would  gire,  especially  to  toe  Commission- 
era  of  Police  ? 

ICe.  MA6UIRE  thought  nothing  could 
be  more  fair  than  the  oifer  which  had  been 
made  an  the  part  of  the  corporation  of  the 
citj  of  Dublin  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  It  was  impossible  at  this  lute 
period  of  the  Session  to  pass  such  a  Bill, 
considering  the  strong  opposition  that  ei- 
lated  against  it. 

Mb.  beamish  said,, he  did  not  see 
the  nse  of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

LoKD  NA  AS  said,  his  right  bon.  Friend 
on  a  former  occasion  had  stated  that  this 
Bin  was  merely  a  consolidation  of  the  ex- 
iatinff  laws ;  but  the  city  of  Dublin  dis- 
tmetJj  denied  that  statement.  He  cer- 
tainly, bmiself,  understood  that  there  were 
decidedly  new  provisions  in  the  Bill  of  a 
▼ery  hnportant  character.  Considerable 
ad£tionaI  power  would  be  given  to  the 
Comtaissiooers  of  Police  in  regard  to  the 
lieensiog  ayatem.  It  was,  therefore,  not 
eorrect  to  say  that  it  was  merely  a  consoli- 
dation Bill.  *He  thought  the  BUI  ought  to 
he  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  regretted  that  so 
strong  a  feeling  of  opposition  should  exist 
againat  this  measure,  and  he  did  so  the 
more  becaase  every  objection  that  had 
been  taken  only  showed  how  completely  in 
the  dark  hon.  Gentlemen  were  as  to  the 
proviaions  and  object  of  the  Bill.  He 
woald  repeat  that  it  was  a  consolida-r 
tSon  Bill,  and  nothing  else.  If  any  hon. 
Ifeinher  could  show  that  any  new  power 
was  contained  in  it,  so  far  was  it  from  the 
intention  of  the  Government  that  it  should 


be  so  that  in  Committee  he  would  strike 
out  any  such  power.  At  the  same  time, 
no  doubt,  the  corporation  of  the  city  of 
Dublin,  from  misconception,  entertainetl  a 
strong  hostility  against  the  measure,  and 
as  it  appeared  to  be  the  general  opinion 
on  the  part  of  Irish  Members  that  the  Bill 
could  not  be  passed  into  a  law  this  Ses- 
sion, he  did  not  think,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  should  be  justified  in  taking  up 
the  time  of  the  House  in  discussing  the 
measure  further.  He  therefore  moved  that 
the  order  for  the  second  reading  be  dis- 
charged. 

Onler  discharged ;  Bill  toithdrawn. 

COLONEL  LAKE  AND  COLONEL 
TEESDALE—QUESTION. 

Mr.  OLIVEIRA  rose  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  whether  some  substan- 
tial mark  of  approbation  might  not  be 
given  to  Lieutenant  Colonel  Lake  and 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Tcesdale  for  their  dis- 
tinguished services  at  Kars  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  was  under- 
stood  to  say  that  Colonel  Lake*a  position 
as  a  colonel  in  the  army  would  enable  hiin 
to  receive  the  Order  of  the  Bath ;  but  it 
was  not  usual,  as  he  had  observed  on  a 
former  occasion,  to  recommend  Parliament 
to  make  any  pecuniary  provision  for  any 
officers  ej^eept  those  who  had  the  good 
fortune  to  be  at  the  head  of  the  forces 
by  which  a  distinguished  achievement  was 
aocomplished. 

HOUSEBREAKING  IN  SCOTLAND- 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  cowan  asked  the  Lord  Advocate 
if  his  attention  had  been  drawn  to  the 
recent  alarming  increase  of  the  crime  of 
housebreaking,  oaused.  as  he  believed,  by 
the  ticket-of-Ieave  system,  in  certain  parta 
of  Scotland,  and  to  the  difficulty  hitherto 
experienced  in  its  suppression  s  and  whe- 
ther, under  those  circumstances,  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  by  the 
revocation  of  tickets  of  leave,  by  the  esta- 
blishment of  a  Scottish  constabulary,  or 
otherwise,  to  afford  a  greater  measure  of 
security  to  property  than  was  at  present 
possessed  in  rome  districts* of  Scotland  ? 

Ths  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  circumstance  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  except  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  newspapers,  last  year  a  great 
many  cases  of  housebreaking  occurred,  but 
all  the  depredatprs  had,  he  believed,  been 
apprehended.  The  subject  of  the  ticket- 
of-leave  system  was  now  under  the  con- 
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Bideration  of  a  Committee  of  the  House ; 
and  with  regard  to  the  establishaient  of  a 
Scottish  constabulary,  the  subject  was  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Got ernment. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  JUSTICE. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER moved  tliat  the  notices  of  Motion 
be  postponed  till  after  the  adjourned  de- 
bate on  the  Amendment  for  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Mb.  NAPIER  said,  he  had  had  a  Mo- 
tion on  the  paper  since  the  Easter  recess 
for  an  Address,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
take  into  consideration  the  formation  of  a 
separate  and  responsible  department  of 
public  justice,  and  he  thought  it  rather 
hard  that  no  opportunity  had  been  afforded 
him  of  bringing  it  before  the  House.  On 
the  12th  of  February  a  Resolution  had 
been  agreed  to — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  as  a  mea- 
sure of  administratiYe  reform,  provision  should  be 
made  with  a  view  to  secure  the  skilful  prepara* 
tion  and  proper  structure  of  Parliamentary  Bills 
and  promote  the  progressive  amendment  of  the 
laws  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Since  that  time  the  Statute  Lanr  Commis- 
sioners had  presented  their  Report,  in 
which  they  recommended  the  appointment 
of  a  single  responsible  person  to  superin- 
tend the  amendment  of  the  law,  with  ade- 
quate assistance,  nothing  had  been  done, 
and  our  legislation  had  been  getting  worse 
and  worse. 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  correct  in  say- 
ing that  nothing  had  been  done  since 
the  date  to  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  referred.  If  the  de- 
bate for  the  adjournment  of  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
TOted  had  been  concluded  last  night,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might 
now  have  brought  forward  his  Motion »  and 
bis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Statute  Law  Commission,  would 
have  stated  what  the  Government  had 
done  and  what  they  proposed  to  do.  If 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  on  a  future  day  put  a  question  on 
the  subject,  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
make  a  statement  which  would  enable  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  judge 
whether  it  would  be  worth  while  to  bring 
forward  his  Motion,  but  it  would  be  quite 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  allow 
that  Motion  at  once  to  be  carried. 

Motion  ag^reed  to. 

The  Lord  Advocate 


OUR  RELATIONS  WITH  THE  UNITED 
STATES  —  ADJOURNED  DEBATE  (SE- 
COND NIGHT). 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  be  made 
to  Question  [30th  June] — 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  chair  ;*' 
and  which  Amendment  was  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  "  That**  to  the  end  of  the  l^uestion,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  "  the  conduct  ot  Iler  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  differences  that  have  arisen 
hetween  them  and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  on  the  question  of  enlistment,  has  not  en> 
titled  them  to  the  approbation  of  this  House," 
instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question.** 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON,  who  said  that 
he  had  ventured  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  last  night  because  he  felt 
that  whatever  doubt  might  exist  as  to  the 
propriety  of  this  discussion  coming  on  at 
all,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that,  if  once 
the  discussion  was  commenced,  it  ought 
not   to  be  prematurely  or  abruptly  con- 
cluded, and  that  all  Members^  either  on 
one  side  of  the  House  or  the  other,  who 
were  desirous  of  speaking,  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  stating  their  views.     Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  made  an  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  not  to  bring  on  the 
Motion,  feeling  that  no  good  would  arise 
from  the  discussion,  and  that  perhaps  some 
evil  would  be  occasioned  by  it.     He  con- 
fessed that  he  was  reluctant  himself,  on 
oti.er   grounds,    that    the    Motion   should 
come  on ;  but  he  could  not  conceal  from 
himself  that  there  was  no  Parliamentary 
ground   whatever  for  shrinking  from  the 
fullest  discussion.     Whenever  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  laid   papers   before  Parlia- 
ment and  correspondence  with  foreign  Go- 
vernments at  the  close  of  a  negotiation,  he 
by  that  act  invited  the  opinion  of  Pnrlia^ 
ment,  and  any  hon.  Member  was  at  liberty 
to  bring  those  papers  under  consideratiuu. 
Therefore  he  did  not  think  that  the  Go- 
vernment had   any  right  to  complain  of 
hon.    Members   discussing   this  question. 
If  publicity  were  objectionable  in  reference 
to   these   recruiting    proceedings    in    tho 
United  States,  the  Government  should  not 
have  courted  publicity  by  laying  these  pa- 
pers before  the  world  ;   but   that   having^ 
been  done,  it  might  be  pretended  by  some 
that  silence  on  the  part  of  Parliament  im* 
plied   acquiescence   in  the  course   taken. 
At  any  rate,  ns  the  Motion  was  now  before 
the  House,  it  was  impossible  for  any  Gen* 
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tlernan,  anxioas  on  public  affnirfl,  to  fed  it 
to  be  consistent  with  his  duty  to  shrink 
from  recording  his  vote  on  the  subject. 
What  was  the  nature  of  the  Motion  ?    The 
House  was  called  on  to  say  whether  the 
operationa  carried  on  in  America  by  Her 
Majesty's  GoTemment,  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  soldiers  to  serve  the  Queen  of  this 
country,  met  with  its  approval ;  whether 
the  policy  was  wise*  of  going  to  the  United 
States  in  search  of  soldiers ;  and,  if  wise, 
whether  that  policy  was  judiciously  and 
properly  conducted  ?     He  was  one  of  those 
who  was  opposed  altogether  to  the  Foreign 
Ealistment  Act.     He  believed  it  to  be  nn- 
souod  in  principle,  and  he  entertained  a 
strong  conviction,  looking  at  the  state  of 
the  municipal   laws  of  the  countries   to 
which  recourse  was  likely  to  be  had  for 
men,  that  any  attempt  to  act  on  it  would 
lesd  to  serious  international  disputes.     He 
expressed  that  conviction  at  the  time,  but 
he  admitted   that,  as   the  question  now 
stood,  he  was  not  to  allow  his  opinion  on 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act,  which  received 
the  deliberate  assent  of  Parliament,  to  bins 
his  judgment  in  reference  to  the  conduct 
•f  the  Administration  in  endeavouring  to 
give  effect  to  tliat  Act  of  Parliament.     No 
doobt  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Executive — 
Parliament  having  consented  to  pass  the 
Bill  into  law — to  give  effect  in  some  form 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature.  Never- 
theless, he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  to  insinuate 
thai  hon.  Members  would  be  influenced  by 
their  opinions  with  respect  to  that  Act  in 
forming  a  judgment  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Government,  and  he  thought  the  riglithon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Kember  for  Inverness- shire  was  one  which 
night  have   been,  and  probably  was,  de* 
livered  again&t  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act. 
There  was  a  atatement  of  the  right  hon. 
Geatleman  in  his  speech  last  night,  in  re- 
ference to  the  Blue-book,  in  which  he  could 
not  concur.      The   right  hon.  Gentleman 
•aid  that  the  friendly  feeling  of  the  British 
Government,  and  their  unwillingness  to  do 
anything  to  give  just  cause  of  offence  to 
the  American  Government,  were  evident  on 
the  face  of  every  despatch  issued  from  the 
Foreign  Office.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man added  :— 

"Tliejr  have  done  nothing  by  any  hasty,  harsh, 
«r  evea  nnguanied  eipresaion  which  places  them 
ia  the  vjxmg..  in  case  any  of  these  affairs  shall  not 
be  hroa2;ht  to  a  satisfactory  and  peaceful  result." 


Such  was  the  description  which  the  Home 
Secretary  gave  of  the  contents  of  the  Blue- 


book,  but  he  eonld  not  concur  in  thinking 
it  a  true  description.  On  the  contrary,  he 
found  passages  in  the  despatches  of  Lord 
Clarendon  than  which  he  could  conceive 
nothing  more  insulting  to  the  United  States 
of  America,  or  more  calculated  to  produce 
irritation  and  bnd  feeling.  He  found  in 
a  despatch  from  Lord  Clarendon  to  Mr. 
Crampton,  dated  November  10,  1855,  that 
the  former  stated  : — 

"  Mr.  Buchanan  called  at  this  office  some  days 
ago,  and  in  a  very  friendly  manner  asked  me  if  I 
should  object  to  inform  him  why  sueh  large  rein- 
foroements  had  been  sent  to  the  British  squadron 
on  the  West  India  station,  as  he  was  apprehensive 
that  when  the  intelligence  reached  the  United 
States,  it  would  cause  considerable  excitement, 
and  tend  to  increase  the  feelings  of  irritation 
which  already  existed  in  that  country.  I  told  Mr. 
Buchanan  that  I  had  no  difflculy  in  answering  hia 
inquiry  with  perfect  franliness,  and  that  I  would, 
in  the  first  place,  assure  him  that  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  iler  Mnjosty's  Govern* 
ment  to  attack  or  menace  the  United  States,  but 
that,  as  we  had  reason  to  believe  that  ships  were 
fitting  out  for  Russia  in  the  ports  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  a  great  conspiracy  was  in  pro- 
gress there  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  insurrec- 
tion in  Ireland,  as  we  knew  that  a  United  States* 
ship  had  lately  taken  soundings  in  the  ports  of 
most  of  the  British  West  India  colonies,  and  that 
the  commander  of  that  ship  had  privately  made 
minute  inquiries  respecting  the  state  of  the  de- 
fences and  garrisons  in  those  colonies ;  and  as 
we  had  received  a  note  from  Mr.  Marcy  to  Mr. 
Crampton,  couched  in  terms  so  unfriendly  that 
it  appeared  to  indicate  a  fixed  purpose  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States'  Government  to  provoke  a 
quarrel  between  the  two  countries,  Iler  Majesty's 
Govenmient  had  thought  it  their  duty  to  take 
measures  for  the  protection  of  British  interests 
against  any  attack  that  might  be  made  upon 
them,  and  to  be  prepared  for  events  which  they 
had  done  nothing  to  provoke,  and  which  they 
would  still  do  their  utmost  to  avert.*' 

Now,  he  denied  that  it  was  true  that  ships 
were  fitting  out  for  Russia  in  the  ports  of 
the  United  States.  The  charge  was  made 
by  Mr,  Barclay,  British  Consul,  that  ono 
barque  ship  was  fitting  out  as  a  privateer 
for  Russia  ;  information  was  laid  to  that 
effect,  and  the  United  States'  Government 
at  once  caused  inquiry  to  be  made,  and  it 
was  found  that  Mr.  Barclay  had  been  mis* 
led  ;  that  the  ship  had  been  advertised  for 
some  time  in  the  newspapers  as  an  ordinary 
merchant  vessel ;  the  trade  in  which  she 
was  abou(  to  be  engaged  was  ascertained, 
and  Mr.  Barclay  published  in  the  news* 
papers  a  public  apology  to  the  effect  that 
he  was  mit^taken,  and  that  there  was  no 
foundation  for  the  charge  he  had  brought. 
Therefore,  that  statement  in  Lord  Claren- 
don *s  despatch  was  erroneous,  and  was 
founded  ou  misinformation  ;  and  to  state. 
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tliat,  on  »ach  a  ground,  the  British  Govern- 
ment  were  about  to  send  out  an  incremie 
of  force,  was  insulting  to  a  friendly  nation, 
lie  denied,  too,  that  a  great  eompii«ey 
was  in  prof^rena  to  promote  insurrection  in 
Ireland.  He  denied  that  such  an  imputa- 
tieii  was  properly  applicable  to  the  Irish 
pnpulalion  in  the  United  States  of  Ame** 
riea.  A  great  eonspiracy  was  talked  about 
in  a  written  despatch,  about  to  be  followed 
by  an  armed  invasion  of  Ireland.  Would 
any  man  in  that  House  stand  up  and  say 
on  his  eonscience  he  believed  that  f  If 
this  were  true  it  was  grave  indeed,  but 
if  it  were  not  true — and  the  United  States 
did  not  believe  it  to  be  true — could  they 
feel  otherwise  than  deeply  aggrieved  that 
it  «hould  impute  to  them  that  they  were 
allowing  this  great  conspiracy  to  go  on 
within  their  territories,  and  that  it  shoutd 
he  thought  necessary  that  British  men-of- 
war  should  be  sent  to  watch  their  conduct, 
in  order  to  prevent  a  hostile  aggression 
from  their  snores  ?  The  fourth  charge 
was,  that  the  commander  of  an  American 
man-of-war  had  been  taking  soundings  in 
knost  of  our  West  Indian  ports.  This  was 
an  old  story.  Just  before  the  panic  of  a 
French  invasion  was  raised,  somebody  was 
reported  to  have  been  taking  soundings 
on  the  ooast  of  Scotland,  and  there  was 
always  some  tale  of  the  sort  flying  about 
when  it  was  thought  necessary  to  excite 
apprehension  in  the  mind  of  the  British 
public*  The  only  meaning  which  this  in- 
sinuation could  have  was,  that  the  United 
States*  Government  were  contomplating  a 
descent  upon  our  West  India  Islands,  but 
he  declared  most  solemnly  that  he  did  not 
believe  the  American  Government  had  ever 
had  any  such  intention.  He  oeuld  not, 
therefore,  agree  with  the  Government  that 
there  was  nothing  irritating  or  provoking 
to  the  American  Government  in  these  Blue* 
books.  On  the  contrary^  ehargea  of  this 
kind  were  calculated  to  produce  feelings  of 
alienation,  to  prevent  the  succeisi  of  nego- 
tiations, and  Mcrioasly  to  disturb  the  frood 
relations  between  the  two  countries.  The 
defence  of  the  Government  with  reference 
to  the  particular  matter  now  before  the 
House  was,  that  they  had  been  entirely 
right  in  whatever  they  had  done  in  the 
United  States,  that  they  had  broken  neither 
international  law  nor  the  municipal  law  of 
the  country.  That  was  the  position  taken 
by  the  Attorney  General,  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary.  Seeing, 
however,  that  we  had  got  into  scrapes  in 
other  countries  as  well  as  iu  the  United 

Mr.  Milner  Oibion 


States  irt  this  matter  of  enlistmeat — SMing 
that  the  Prasaian  Goverametia  had  falton  a 
m«eh  ttrwiger  oeufee  |batt  t^  United 
States'  Qovemment,  and  without  troilbling 
itself  about  writing  deepatdhes  and  with- 
drawing eseequaiu^Sf  had  put  out  consul 
into  prison— *>and  that  at  the  Hnnse  Towns 
our  agents  hud  been  tefy  foaghly  handled^ 
it  was  Just  possible  that  we  might  have 
been  mistaken  in  dui*  view  of  the  Anierieail 
law.  It  certainly  would  be  very  strange^ 
to  say  the  least  of  it,  if  Prossiat  the  Hanse 
Towns,  Switaeriand,  and  the  United  Staiei 
were  all  wrong  in  their  interptelatien  of 
their  own  municipal  laws,  and  if  we  were 
the  only  persons  who  eould  pet  a  popeiP 
construction  upon  them.  Ou^  Goverinaent 
had  put  their  own  eoastruciiou  vpeit  the 
United  Statea*  law^  and  upott  that  eaQ-< 
stroetion  they  felt  at  liberty  te  aiieit  iha€ 
they  had  not  broken  that  law.  Thie  wa» 
a  most  convenient  mode  of  proceeding. 
There  was  no  act  which  a  mati  might  not 
commit  if  he  were  allowed  to  justrfy  him*' 
self  by  pleading  that  his  interpretation  ef 
the  law  which  he  was  alleged  to  bavtf 
broken  differed  from  that  of  bis  accusers. 
All  that  we  had  done,  according  te  the 
Government,  was  "  to  disseminate  mfor- 
mation  "  to  those  men  who  were  invited  to 
enlist  in  the  British  fercde.  We  bad  gone 
into  the  United  States  with  our  agents^ 
not  to  hire  or  retain  any  person  to  go  to 
Canada  to  enlist  ia  our  army,  but  only  to 
circulate  infennation  as  to  the  advafitagea 
which  persons  might  obtain  by  leaving  the? 
United  States  and  goiag  to  Oanada  to  en- 
list in  the  British  Foreign  Legion.  That 
was  all  onr  proceedings  had  amounted  to* 
according  te  the  Attorney  General.  Sup- 
pose a  voter  were  told,  *'  If  you  vote  for 
Mr.  So-and-So  you  will  receive  j&lO  *'<'— 
that  was  merely  '*  disseminating  inferma* 
tion/'  it  implied  no  contract,  and  voting 
was  a  perfectly  legal  act ;  but  he  doubted 
whether  the  Attorney  General  would  put 
such  a  charitable  conetruction  on  that  pto* 
ceeding  as  he  had  pot  on  the  acts  of  our 
agents  in  the  United  States.  It  wae  ob- 
vious that  our  Government,  to  suit  their 
own  purposes,  had  pat  a  oonslruotioa  oft- 
the  American  law  which  rendered  it  Hiepe* 
rative,  but  the  American  Government  had 
put  a  construction  on  it,  very  rationally » 
which  made  it  operative.  They  aaid  that 
no  foreign  Government  should  come  into 
the  United  States  to  put  themselves  into 
communication  with  individual  persons  re^ 
siding  within  their  territeiy  far  the  purpose 
of  persaadiag  those  persoaa  to  leare  tb* 
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TJnited  States  to  eolUt  in  a  foreign  army. 
That  was  the  obvious  and  eommon  sense 
view  of  the  American  law.  The  right 
hoD.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  had  tuld 
the  House  on  the  previous  evening  that 
nobody  had  been  persuaded,  but  that  the 
very  few  men  (and  verj  few  they  ap- 
peared to  be)  who  had  entered  our  ser- 
vice were  men  who  had  come  forward 
freely,  of  their  own  accord,  without  any 
persuasioQ  from  any  quarter.  The  ri^ht 
lion.  Gentleman  must  have  been  misin- 
furmed  on  this  point.  Lord  Clarendon,  in 
his  despatch  of  November  16,  1855,  laid 
it  down  distinctly  that  we  had  an  incon- 
testable ri^ht  to  persuade  men  to  leave  the 
United  States  to  enlist  in  the  Foreign  Le- 
gion, and  that  we  had  a  right  to  make 
promises  to  them  to  induce  them  to  leave 
the  United  States  ;  and,  if  that  were  so, 
why  should  the  Home  Secretary  attempt 
to  deny  thai  there  had  been  any  )>ersua- 
sioo  ?  He  believed,  on  the  contrary,  that 
there  bad  been  perstDuuion,  and  he  differed 
entirely  from  the  doctrine  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  that  we  bad  a  right,  according 
eitker  to  international  or  municipal  law,  to 
porsoe  tliat  system  of  persuasion.  If  we 
eoold  go  into  the  Unitai  States  with  our 
agents  and  organise  an  extensive  system 
of  persuading  men  to  leave  that  country  to 
enlut  in  our  army,  then  we  could  exercise 
there  all  the  powers  which  the  United 
States'  Government  could  exercise,  and, 
being  at  war  at  the  same  time  that  the 
United  States  were  at  war,  we  might 
enter  into  competition  with  their  Govem- 
meot  with  their  own  territory  in  raising 
forces  to  carry  on  our  war.  It  was  very 
necessary  that  the  House  should  be  in- 
formed whether  Lord  Clarendon's  instruc- 
tJona,  that  there  should  be  no  concealment 
from  the  American  Government,  had  been 
carried  out.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Moore)  had  insinuated  that  he  could 
not  discover  whether  any  very  direct  in- 
atnietiona  were  ever  given  to  Mr.  Cramp- 
toD  to  practise  no  concealment  from  the 
Americao  Government.  If  Lord  Claren- 
don had  told  Mr*  Crampton  in  the  first  in« 
stance  to  have  no  concealment  from  the 
American  Government  he  would  have  been 
taking  a  wise  course,  which,  if  acted  upon, 
wooU  infallibly  have  spared  us  from  uur 
present  humiliating  and  difEcult  position. 
If  Mr«  Crampton  had  told  Mr.  Marcy  how 
he  meant  to  act  —  that  he  meant  to 
have  Agents  throughout  the  country,  that 
premises  would  be  held  out  to  persons  to 
them  to  leave  the  United  States  to 


go  to  Canada— end  had  asked  him  how 
such  a  system  would  be  viewed,  he  would 
have  been  told  directly  that  it  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  American  law,  and  that  it 
could  not  be  carried  out  without  giving 
offence  to  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
community.  Mr.  Crampton  himself  seemed 
to  admit  that  he  had,  perhaps,  not  been 
without  fault  in  this  matter  of  concealment. 
He  said  that  on  the  22nd  of  March,  the 
only  occasion  on  which  he  had  any  con- 
versation upon  the  enlistment  with  Mr. 
Marcy,  he  tuld  that  Gei^leraan  that  appli- 
cations  had  been  made,  and  so  forth ;  Mr. 
Marcy  informed  him  tliat  persons  might 
leave  the  United  States — which  of  course 
everybody  knew^-but  that  he  would  en« 
force  the  neutrality  laws.  Mr.  Crampton, 
in  his  despatch,  said  that  he  did  not  enter 
upon  the  bearing  of  international  law, 
adding,  '*  I  can  scarcely  take  blnme  to 
myself  for  not  doing  so,"  and  then  con* 
tiuued :— > 

"  I  entirely  agree  with  him,  that  it  was  nofor- 
toiiate  tliat  the  matter  wai  not  mentioned  and 
the  difference  of  our  views  brooeht  to  light.  I 
should  not  have  concurred  with  his  opinion,  but  I 
should  have  thought  it  matter  for  grave  consi- 
deration whether  it  would  not  .have  been  better 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  once  to  abandon 
all  idea  of  accepting  aid  in  soldiers  from  this 
country  than  to  run  the  risk  of  any  difference  or 
unpleasant  discussion  whatever  with  the  Govem- 
ment  of  the  United  States.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  I  did  not  enter  into  any  details  of  the  means 
which  were  to  be  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  render  available  the  services  of 
those  who  tendered  them  to  us  in  such  numbers. 
There  seemed  to  be  obvious  reasons  for  abstain- 
ing fh)m  this,  even  if  it  had  occurred  to  me.  I 
should  have  been  unwilling  to  do  anything  which 
might  have  borne  the  appearance  of  engaging  Mr. 
Marcy  in  any  expression  of  favour  or  approlmtion 
of  a  plan  favouring  the  interests  of  one  of  the 
parties  in  the  present  war." 

If  Mr.  Crampton  abstained  from  informing 
Mr.  Marcy  of  the  means  by  which  the  ser- 
vices of  these  men  were  to  be  rendered 
available  to  the  British  Government,  he,  in 
fact,  abstained  from  telling  him  anything 
which  was  worth  knowing.  Everybody 
knew  that  men  had  a  right  to  leave  the 
United  States,  and  that  the  British  Go* 
vernment  had  a  right  to  establish  recruit- 
ing dep6ts  in  Canada  or  Nova  Scotia.  The 
difficulty  was,  how  were  men  living  in  the 
territory  of  the  United  States  to  be 
brought  to  these  dcp6ts  ?  In  not  inform^ 
ing  Mr.  Marcy  of  the  means  by  which  it 
was  proposed  to  effect  that  object,  Mr, 
Crampton  failed  to  comply  with  the  in- 
structions of  Lord  Clarendon,—-**  above  all, 
have  no  concealment  from  Mr.  Marcy." 
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Had  he  inf<tfmed  Mr.  Mnrey  of  tlie  exact 
means  intenued  to  be  employed,  Mr.  Marcy 
would  have  told  him  that  the  use  of  such 
means  was  out  of  the  question,  and  would 
render    it    necessary  that  a  prosecution 
should  be  instituted  against  his  a^i^ents.    It 
was  so  strongly  denied  that  anything  wrong 
had  been  done,  that  he  supposed  the  House 
must  presume  that  the  Government  would 
see  no  objection  to  a  repetition  of  these 
operations.     Was  that  the  case  f     He  did 
not  see  why  he  should  desist  from  doing 
what  he  had  a  right  to  do,  and  could  not 
understand  all  the  talk  about  having  apo- 
logised, and  all  the  wonder  that  the  United 
States  were  not  satisfied,  if  we  had  never 
done  anything  wrong.     If  our  acts  were  to 
he  justified  we  ought  to  avow  and  stand  by 
them.     He  would  not  encourage  the  Go- 
Temment  to  surrender  our  rights  in  any 
part  of  the  globe  ;  but  he  did  not  believe 
that  in  the  territory  of  the  United  Sutes 
we  had  any  such  rights  as  we  had  claimed. 
If  there  had  been  no  municipal  law  in  ex- 
istence, if  the  United  States  had  passed  no 
law  with  reference  to  enlistment,  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  would  have  had  no 
right  to  put  itB.eif  in  communication  with 
the  citiaens  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
purpose  of  levying  forces,  without  the  pre- 
vious consent  of  their  Government.     The 
true  view  of  international  law,  as  he  under- 
stood it  after  a  perusal  of  the  works  of  the 
best  writers  upon  this  subject,  was,  that 
Governments  should  correspond  with  Go- 
vernments, diplomatists  with  Ministers  of 
State,  but  that  they  should  not,  through 
agencies  of  questionable  character,  put  them- 
selves  in  communication   with  individual 
citizens,  in  the  meantime  keeping  all  their 
proceedings  secret  from  the  Government 
of    the  country   to  which   they   were  ac- 
credited.    If  there  were  no  municipal  law 
at  all,  one  Government  must  not  act  within 
the  territories  of  another  in  such  matters 
without   the   full   consent  of   the  latter. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  said  that 
nothing  had  been  done  which  was  plainly 
and  clearly  a  violation  of  the  municipal 
law  of  America,   but   he  admitted   that 
there  had  been  some  money  stirring  in  the 
business.     When  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  heard  of 
money  payments,  he  always  doubted   the 
voluntary  action  of  those  Who  had  come 
forward.     He  had  recently  read  a  pamphlet 
published  by  a  gentleman  who  had  been 
in  the  United  States,  and  had  made  accu- 
rate inquiries  into  all  these  matters,  and 
who    said    that   we   had    spent   between 
Mr,  miner  Oibton 


£30,000  and  £40,000,  and  that  the  net 
proceeds    of   the  operations   were  about 
thirtv-seven  Germans,  who  had  therefore 
cost  somewhere  about  £1,000  a  piece.  He 
believed  these  were  the  very  men  who  had 
lately  been  mutinying  in  Plymouth,  who 
had  disturbed  the  garrison  of  that  town, 
and  whom  the  authorities  were  afraid  to 
trust  with  their  arms  in  the  streets.     A 
more  miserable  and  impotent  result  it  was 
impossible  to  conceive  ;  but  how  Ministers 
of  State  could  ever  recommend  that  we 
should  go  across  the    Atlantic  into   the 
United  States  in  pursuit  of  Germans,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand.     There  was  a 
talk  of  British  subjects  and  political  re- 
fugees ;  but  almost  the  only  persons  whom 
attempts  were  made  to  obtain  in  America 
were  for  the  most  part  the  German  ami* 
grants,  who,  it  was  said,  were  in  distress, 
and  would   be  likely  to  join  the  German 
legion.     It  was  very  doubtful  whether  a 
single  British  subject  was  recalled  to  his 
standard,  as  it  was  called,  or  whether  any 
person  was  obtained  except  these  Germans, 
and,  perhaps,  some  few  Poles  and  Hun- 
garians.     The    right  hon.   Baronet   the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  taken  a  most  extraordinary  view 
of  the  question.     He  said, — 

"  That  some  persons  were  paid,  who  had  gone  to 
Halifax  with  the  expectation  of  being  received  as 
recruits  in  iler  Majesty's  service,  and  were  noi  so 
received  in  consequence  of  the  determination  to 
abandon  the  scheme  altogether,  in  deference  to 
the  feeling  of  the  United  States*  Government. 
Money  was  paid  to  them,  not  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
listing them  in  Uer  Majesty's  service,  or  for  tbo 
purpose  of  inducing  them  to  go  anywhere,  but 
merely  to  reimburse  them  for  their  loss  of  time 
and  expenses  incurred  in  a  fruitless  journey." 

So  that  the  House  was  told  that  th»  Go- 
vernment paid  not  those  who  enlisted  and 
rendered  their  services,  but  those  who 
came  too  late  and  were  of  no  use  to  us. 
This  seemed  very  strange.  How  was  it 
possible  to  conceive  that,  unless  these  men 
had  had  some  previous  claim  upon  the 
Government,  they  would,  after  all  recruit^ 
ing  had  been  given  up,  have  received  these 
payments  ?  He  would  undertake  to  aay 
that,  when  applications  were  made  to  the 
Government  for  places  or  employment,  and 
they  had  none  to  give,  they  did  not  reward 
the  applicants  for  having  made  a  "  fruitless 
journey."  He  very  much  doubted  whether 
some  contract  had  not  been  entered  into 
with  these  men  in  the  United  States,  and 
therefore  the  Government  had  felt  bound  to 
repay  them  for  going  to  Halifax  to  join  the 
foreign  legion,  after  the  dep6t  at  tiiat  place 
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had  been  abolished.  There  was,  however, 
pretty  direct  evidence  that  there  was  a 
contract  between  the  agents  of  tho  Go- 
Yemment  and  those  persons  in  the  United 
Slates.  He  did  not  speak  particularly  of 
Mr.  Grampton.  lie  pat  Sir  Gaspard  le 
Marchant,  the  Hon.  Joseph  Ilowe,  and  Mr. 
Crampton  all  in  the  same  category  as  hav- 
ing joined  together  to  superintend  the  car- 
rving  out  of  recruiting  operations  in  the 
United  States.  He  found  among  the  papers 
the  following  letter  from  the  Hon.  Joseph 
Howe  to  Major  Joseph  Smolenski : — 

"  Boston,  April  28,  1865. 
**  Mj  dear  Sir, — Referring  to  the  conTersations 
which  we  lave  had  as  to  the  policy  of  the  British 
GoTemmentt  at  explained  to  you,  and  to  the  wishes 
of  the  Gentlemen  associated  with  you,  as  you  bare 
explained  them,  1  have  now  the  honour,  by  command 
of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia,  to 
authorise  you  to  raise  in  that  province  a  regiment 
to  ferrn  part  of  the  foreign  legion,  upon  these 
terms: — You  shnll  be  colonel  of  the  regiment 
wbea  raised.    Mr.  Souckorouski  shall  be  major. 
The  commissions  of  captains  and  lieutenants  will 
be  given  to  such  officers  as  you  may  select.    The 
fiires  and  passages  of  the  men  will  be  paid  or  pro- 
vided by  my  agents  at  Boston  or  New  York.  Four 
dollars  per  man  will  be  paid  to  your  order  in 
Boston  lor  any  nuui  shipped  thence.     If  any,  on 
their  arrival,  refuse  to  enlist,  you  will  find  another 
to  take  his  place.     Men  who  are  in  debt,  or  who 
may  live  beyond  New  York,  may  pay  their  debts 
or  additional  expenses  by  order  on  the  provincial 
secretary  in  Nova  Scotia,  to  be  deducted  from  the 
bounty  of  thirty  dollars  which  each  man  is  entitled 
to  receive. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  dear  Sir, 
"  Your  obedient  Servant, 

"  Joseph  Howi." 
**  Major  Joseph  Smolenski." 

To  that  letter  Major  Smolenski  replied  as 
folio  V8 : — 

"  Boston,  April  28,  185S. 
"  My  dear  Sir, — I  have  read  the  annexed  letter, 
a  copy  of  which  has  been  Aimished  to  me,  and  I 
undertake  to  serve  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  upon 
the  t^ms  as  therein  explained. 

"I have,  &o., 

*'  Josxrn  Smolxkski. 
**  Hen.  Joseph  Howe." 

Sitrelj,  if  ever  there  was  in  this  world  a 
Talfd  eoDtraet  for  raising  a  regiment  that 
was  one.  What,  then,  could  he  the  uf»e 
of  denying  that  even  persuasion  had  heen 
vied  to  promote  such  an  object  ?  Here 
waa  aoniething  far  beyond  persuasion.  If 
fhe  object  contemplated  had  been  legal, 
the  transaction  would  have  involved  a  con- 
tract binding  on  the  respective  parties.  It 
would  have  been  a  "hirins  and  relaininff  " 
according  to  the  words  of  the  American 
Law,  and  it  required  no  straining  of  phrase- 
ologj  to  bring  it  within  the  terms  of  that 
dcinition.   Mr.  Mathew,  the  consul,  admit- 
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ted  that  he  paid  money  to  Htfrtz.  Why  did 

he  do  so  if  the  latter  was  nothing  more  than 

a  self-constituted  and  unauthorised  agent? 

In  the  despatch  of  Consul  Mathew  to  Mr. 

Crampton,    bearing    date   •*  Philadelphia, 

October  13,  1855/'  there  was  a  passage 

which  could   not  he  interpreted  otherwise 

than  as  an  admission  that  Hertz  received 

money  from  the  consul.     It  ran  thus  : — 

"  At  his  (Hertz's)  earnest  request  I  transmitted 
a  scaled  letter  to  Mr.  Howe,  and  handed  him  a 
reply,  containing,  I  believe,  money,  for  which  he 
gave  a  receipt  made  out  to  Mr.  ilowe,  and  en- 
closed by  me  to  him." 

In  replying  to  the  despatch  from  which  that 

sentence  was  extracted,  Mr.  Crampton  used 

these  remarkable  expressions : — 

"  I  have  satisfaction  in  assuring  you  that  I  can 
see  nothing  in  any  of  your  proceedings  in  regard 
to  this  matter  which  appears  to  me  to  be  incorrect 
or  derogatory  to  your  ofQoe." 

It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton took  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of 
Mr.  Mathew 'b  acts,  and  by  approving  hia 
conduct  made  the  consul's  cause  his  own. 
It  appeared,  moreover,  that  Hertz  was  on 
terms  of  intimate  familiarity  with  Mr.  Ma- 
thew, and  occasionally  burst  in  upon  him 
with  ludicrous  abruptness.  Mr.  Mathew, 
in  his  despatch  of  October  13th,  wrote — 

"  On  one  occasion  he  forced  himself  into  my 
presence  without  sending  up  his  name,  in  my  bed- 
room, stated  he  was  going  on  most  important  bu- 
siness to  see  Mr.  Howe  at  New  York,  and  ended 
by  asking  me,  under  many  oaths  and  protestations, 
to  lend  him  as  a  private  loan  50  dollars,  which  I 
did  to  get  rid  of  him.  lie  has  not  fulfilled  hia 
pledge  of  repayment." 

Assuming  that  Hertz  was  not  in  the  pay 
of  the  British  consul,  how  could  an  inci- 
dent such  as  this  have  possibly  happened  ? 
Had  the  Oovemment  incurred  expense  in 
defending  Hertz  and  his  associates  in  tho 
American  Courts?  Had  they  wrangled 
about  law  points  with  the  law  officers  of 
the  United  States,  and  spent  much  of  the 
public  money  in  carrying  on  what  Mr. 
Marcy  had  properly  designated  as  *'  most 
unseemly  contests?"  It  were  much  to  be 
wished  that  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  rise  in  his  place  and  authori- 
tatively deny  that  they  had  done  so;  for 
if  these  men  had  been  defended  by  the 
Government,  and  if  the  Government  had 
incurred  expense  in  that  respect,  such  a 
course  of  proceeding  must  bo  regarded  as 
a  practical  avowal  that  the  men  were  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  thefr  agents,  and  that 
for  their  acts  they  (the  Government)  were 
responsible.  But,  in  truth,  the  matter  was 
so  clear  as  not  to  admit  of  controversyt 
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Mr.  Crampton  bad  himself  confessed  that ' 
he  had  furnished  Stroebel  with  monej,  and 
sent  him  into  the  United  States  to  procure 
jecruits.  The  sums  were  said  to  be  trifling, 
and  the  exact  purpose  to  which  the  moncj 
was  to  be  applied  was  not  stated  in  Mr.  | 
Crampton 's  confession,  but  to  gife  money  , 
to  a  man  like  Stroebel,  and  to  tell  htm  that ' 
he  n]ip[ht  have  a  carte  hkmche  to  wander  j 
through  the  States  in  search  of  recruits,  ; 
was  to  render  himself  responsible  for  Stroe- 
bel's  proceedings.     Whatever  that  man's 
character  might  be,  he  was  for  all  practi- 
cal purposes  the  servant  and  agent  of  Mr. 
Crampton.     In  his  despatch  to  Lord  Cla- 
rendon, dated  Washington.  November  27, 
1855,  Mr.  Crampton  made  the  following 
singular  statement : — 

'*  I  arrived  at  Halifax  on  the  11th  day  of  that 
month.  It  was  hero  that  Stroebel,  who  had  already 
brought  with  him  some  men  from  New  York  and 
Boston,  and  who  appeared  to  be  well  acquninicd 
with  the  oondition  and  desires  of  his  own  oonntry- 
xnen  in  the  United  Statos,  positively  asserted  that 
he  knew  many  hundreds  of  Germans  in  the  cities 
and  country  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Great  Lakes 
who  only  required  to  be  informed  of  where  they 
could  bo  received  in  Canada,  and  to  be  supplied 
with  the  small  sum  which  would  cover  their  tra- 
velling expenses,  immediately  to  present  them- 
selves on  British  territory  lor  enrolment  in  Iler 
Majesty's  service.    That  plan  was  adopted." 


From  that  it  was  manifestly  to  he  inferred 
that  Stroebel  was  authorised  by  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton, and  supplied  with  money  to  raise  re- 
cruits in  various  districts  of  the  United 
States.  That  proceeding  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
deemed  to  be  contrary,  not  only  to  the 
spirit,  but  to  the  letter  of  the  American 
law,  and  he  very  much  r^retted  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  have  mixed 
up  this  country  in  such  transactions.  He 
could  conscientiously  assert  that,  as  an 
Englishman,  he  deeply  deplored  it.  If  he 
were  now  a  traveller  in  the  United  States, 
he  should  feel  that  his  Government  had  in- 
volved him  in  the  liability  of  some  unplea- 
sant remarks  being  made  to  him  ;  for,  un- 
fortunately, every  Englishman  abroad  was 
compromised  by  the  conduct  of  his  Govern- 
ment. He  repudiated  most  emphatically 
the  proceedings  of  the  Government,  and 
greatly  lamented  that  any  attempt  had 
been  made  to  raise  men  in  America,  and 
that,  when  that  policy  was  decided  on, 
the  Government  had  not  pursued  a  candid 
course,  and  put  themselves  in  frank  com- 
munication with  Mr.  Marcy  and  the  other 
American  Ministers.  It  had  been  said  that 
Judge  Kane  had  given  a  sort  of  sanction 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  Government  by 
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admitting  that  the  payment  of  travelling 
expenses  did  not  involve  an  infringement 
of  the  law.  Of  course  it  did  not  per  se 
constitute  a  violation  of  the  law,  but  '*  the 
mutuality  of  understanding*' — to  nse  Jud^e 
Kane's  expression — between  Mr.  Crampton 
and  his  agents,  that  the  reason  why  the 
expenses  were  paid  was,  that  men  might 
be  induced  to  leave  the  States  fur  the  pur- 
pose of  being  enlisted  in  the  service  of  a 
foreign  Power — that  it  was  that  constituted 
the  essence  of  the  offence,  as  amounting  to 
••a  hiring;  and  retaining."  The  following 
passage  from  the  judgment  delivered  by 
Judge  Kane  in  Hertz's  case  showed,  with 
sufficient  significance,  the  opinion  which 
that  learned  person  had  formed  on  the 
conduct  of  the  British  Government,  viewed 
as  a  whole— 

*•  Oar  people  and  our  Govern ment  have  been 
accused  of  forgetting  the  obligations  of  neutrality, 
and  pushing  ourselves  forward  into  the  conflicts  of 
foreign  nations,  instead  of  minding  oar  own  busi- 
ness as  neutrals,  and  leaving  belligerents  to  fight 
out  their  own  qnarrels.    For  one,  I  confess  that  I 
felt  surprised,  as  this  case  advanced,  to  learn  that, 
during  the  very  time  that  these  nccosations  were 
fulminated  against  the  American  people  by  the 
press  of  England,  there  was,  on  the  part  of  emi- 
nent British  functionaries  here,  a  series  of  ar- 
rangements in  progress,  carefully  digested,  and 
combining  all  sorts  of  people,  under  almost  all 
sorts  of  influences,  to  evade  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  by  which  our  country  sought  to  enforee  ita 
neutrality ;  arrangements  matured,  apon  a  careful 
inspection  of  the  different  sections  of  our  statutes, 
ingeniously  to  violate  their  spirit  and  principle 
without  incnrring  their  penalty,  and  thus  enlist 
and  send  away  soldiers  from  oar  neutral  shores  to 
flght  the  battles  of  those  who  were  incontinently 
and  not  over  courteously  admonishing  us  to  fulfil 
the  duties  of  neutrality." 

Such  was  the  opinion  of  Judge  Kane  on 
the  whole  case,  and  assuredly  it  did  not  tell 
in  favour  of  Mr.  Crampton  or  his  agents. 
It  wos  to  be  hoped  that  our  relatioDa  witli 
America  would  not  long  feel  the  effect  of 
these  unfortunate  differences.    It  was  most 
important  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  should  understand  that  the  people 
of  this  country  were  not  backing  np   Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  a  deliberate  vio- 
lation of  the  American  laws  of  neutral  it  v. 
Nothing  would  so  much  tend  to  keep  the 
two  nations  on  friendly  terms  as  the  belief 
that  this  was  merely  a  question  as  between 
Mr.  Marcy  and  the  Ministry  of  the  day  iu 
this  country,  and  not  as  between  the  Ame- 
rican people  and  the  English.     It  amoant- 
ed  to  no  more  than  a  personal  difference 
between  the  Ministers  of  the  two  countries. 
The  Ministers  of  Her  Majesty  were  i*espon« 
sible  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it 
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opinioD  upon  tlieir  conduct.  It  was  no  Im- 
sincas  of  liift  to  sit  in  judgment  on  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Marcy,  Mr.  Gushing,  or  Pre- 
sident Pierce.  He  did  not  undertake  to 
defend  all  their  acts,  or  the  spirit  in  which 
they  had  conducted  their  part  of  the  cor- 
respondence ;  and,  indeed,  he  should  he 
prepared — if  it  could  be  done  legitimately 
— to  agree  in  a  vote  of  censure  upon  Mr. 


hands,  he  snid  it  with  sorrow,  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country  liad  of  late  fallen. 
The  Government  of  the  United  States  had 
no  doubt  many  faults,  and  its  constitution 
many  defects,  which  nil  wise  men  must  see 
with  apprehension  and  regret.  The  change 
of  the  President  and  the  subordinate  offi- 
cers every  four  yenrs,  the  payment  of 
Members,  and  the  state  of  the  nnturnlisa- 


Cusliing.  But,  he  repeated,  it  was  not  tion  laws,  were  circumstances  cah>ulated 
within  his  province  to  pass  a  sentence  on  to  embroil  the  Union  witli  foreign  Powers 
the  Government  of  tiio  United  States.  '  and  to  lead  to  numberless  intrigues.  At 
Bis  duty  lay  with  the  Government  ro-  the  same  time  he  would  exhort  English- 
presenting  the  community  to  which  he  men,  abandoning  our  natural  pronencss  to 
belonged,  and  his  deliberate  opinion  was,  |  find  fault  with  the  institutions  of  other 
that  they  had  not  done  v. ell  for  the  in- 1  countries,  to  look  upon  the  shortcomings  pf 
terests  of  England  in  picking  this  misera-  |  America  with  that  magnanimity  and  for- 
ble  paltry  quarrel  for  the  sake  of  raising  a  benrance  that  so  well  befitted  a  country 
few  Gemmn  recruits  in  the  territories  of  standing  in  the  relationship  which  England 
the  United  Stntes.  It  was  to  be  regretted  bore  towanis  them.  Turning  to  the  sub- 
that  the  present  Motion  came  before  the  ject  immediately  before  the  House — for 
House  as  an  Amendment  on  going  into  bis  own  part,  he  confessed  thnt  if  he  had 
Supply,  as  it  might  enalile  hon.  Gentlemen  any  bias,  when  he  sat  down  to  peruse  the 
to  avoid  delivering  their  judgment  on  a  '  correspondence  that  had  been  laid  upon 
grave  interontioDal  question.  It  %vould  be .  the  table,  that  bias  was  in  favour  of  the 
njueh  better  if  a  plain  substantive  Resolu- '  Government  of  tho  United  States — not 
tina  had  been  submitted  to  the  House,  and  that  he  regarded  the  honour  of  America 
they  had  been  called  to  vote  **  Aye  "  or  above  the  honour  of  England,  but  he  did 
'*  No"  on  the  question — **  Do  you  approve  feel  that  there  wns  at  times  a  disposition 
of  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- '  on  the  part  of  British  statesmen  to  mis- 
ment  in  endeavouring  to  raise  sohliers  in  ctmstrue  the  policy  of  our  trans- Atlantic 
the  United  States?**  [An  hon.  Member:  kinsmen.  A  calm,  dispassionate,  and  very 
We  do.]  In  conclusion,  he  had  only  to  careful  study  of  the  Blue-book,  however, 
thank  the  Houae  for  the  kind  indulgence  had  thoroughly  convinced  him  that  the 
it  had  extended  towards  him.  |  House  of  Commons  had  no  ground  upon 

II  a.  BAXTER  said,  t'at  as  he  was  in- 1  which  to  pa^^s  a  vote  of  censure  on  Her 
tioMtely  connected  with  the  United  States  Majesty's  Government,  such  as  was  im- 
in  m  commercial  point  of  view,  and  it  had  plied  by  the  Motion  before  the  House.  It 
also  been  hia  good  fortune  to  spend  a  cnn-  seemed  to  him  tliat  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
siderable  time  in  that  country,  in  order  Member  for  Mayo  was  unjust  both  to  Mr. 
to  make  himself  acquainted  with  its  so-  Crampton  and  to  Her  Majesty's  Goveru- 
eial  and  political  institutions,  he  trusted  ment.  He  did  not  stand  there  as  the  apo« 
be  night  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  obscr-  logist  for  either,  and  he  would  cheerfully 
vatiuns.  He  was  not  one  of  tho^e  who  felt  admit  that  there  were  things  in  the  con- 
aoy  jealousy  of  the  po^er  of  America — on  duet  of  both  of  which  he  did  not  entirely 
Theeontrary,  he  rejoiced  in  its  con^olida-  apf>rove;  but  ho  denied  that  either  Mr. 
tion,  sod  even  in  its  extension.  He  had  Crampton  or  Her  Majesty's  Government 
BO  ajmpathy  whatever  with  those  who  re-  had  been  guilty  of  conduct  that  deserved 
garded  the  ureat  republic,  not  as  a  child  to  the  censure  of  Parliament.  In  the  first 
whofii  we  had  onrselves  given  birth,  and  in  place,  he  should  never  cease  to  feel  sur- 
wbose  pmaperity  we  ought  therefore  to  pri^e,  that  when  Mr.  Crampton  received 
lake  a  deep  interest,  but  as  a  rival  whose  the  legal  opinion  which  he  procured  as  to 
pnigreaa  we  onght  to  curb  and  to  cheek,  the  o))erntion  of  the  neutrality  laws — he 
it  wma  Biiieh  to  be  regretted  that  so  many  did  not  wash  his  hands  of  the  whole  busi- 
persua^  on  this  side  the  Atlantic  could  not  ness,  and  advise  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
4i»liiigaish  between  the  people  of  the  ment,  by  the  first  steamer,  to  relinquish  a 
Unite<l  StAtca  and  the  mub,  between  the  mcasuro  which  threatened  to  embroil  us 
farmers  and  nierchants  in  whose  society  with  a  friendly  State.  Mr.  Crampton  also 
Enghaliinon  would  immediately  feel  led  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  believe 
At  home>  and  those  noisy  dema-  i  that  he  bad  fully  and  freely  told  Mr.  Marcy 
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whnt  •rcre  their  intentions;  and,  therefore, 
if  any  one  was  to  blame,  it  was  that  gen- 
tleman rather  than  the  Government.     He 
thought  it  was  also  to  be  regretted  that 
Mr.  Crampton,  when  he  saw  the  impracti- 
cabilitj  of  the  scheme,  did  not  take  upon 
himself  to   put  an  end   to  it,  instead  of 
grumbling  at  the  feehng  which  persever- 
ance in  it  excited  in  the  American  Govern- 
ment.    But  it  must  be  obvious  to  all — and 
he  confidently  appealed  to  the  generosity 
of  the  House  on  this  point — that  the  error 
of  Mr.  Crampton  was  an  error  of  judgment 
and  not  of  intention,  and  that  he  had  no 
disposition  to  offend  the  American  Govern- 
ment, or  to  break  the  American  laws.    He 
had,  in  short,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bucks  (Mr.  Disrneli)  had 
observed,  done  his  very  best  to  do  his  duty 
to   his    Sovereign  and  his   country.     He 
would  further  put  it  to  the  House  whe- 
ther, if  the  American  Government  had  only 
treated  the  matter  in   the  same  friendly 
spirit,  and  had  not  shown  an  evident  de- 
sire to  fasten  a  quarrel  on  some  one,  the 
dispute  would  never  have  been  permitted 
to  assume  the  formidable  magnitude  which 
it  had  since  done.     With  regard  to  Her 
Majesty *8  Government,  that  Lord  Claren- 
don had  never  used  an  unguarded  expres- 
sion, he  (Mr.  Baxter)  would  not  assert ; 
but  no  sooner  did  the  noble  Lord  discover 
that   the  enlistment  scheme    was   a   mis- 
take, than  be  atoned  for  it  in  the  fullest, 
frankest,  freest,  possible  manner.     As  for 
the  language  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gibson)  complained,  he  would 
not  deny  that  Lord  Clarendon's  despatcli 
certainly    contained   some    unadvised   ex- 
pressions ;    but  they  had  obviously  been 
provoked  by  language  of  a  similar  charac- 
ter held  by  Mr.  Marcy  against  the  British 
Gofernment,     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.   Gibson)  said  that,  besides  the  pas- 
sages in  the  despatch  to  which  he  was  al- 
luding, there  were  many  similar  ones  in 
Lord    Clarendon's    other   correspondence. 
Well,  he  (Mr.  Baxter)  fearlessly  challenged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  point  out  one 
such  passage.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  it  was  an  act  of  absurd  follv  to  send 
to  America  to  enlist  Germans  ;    but  the 
order  was,  in  the  first  instance,  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wiltshire.  (Mr.  S.  Herbert),  who  had  no 
doubt  friecds  enough  in  that  House  to  de- 
fend the  policy  he  thus  originated.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  the 
opinion  of  Judge  Kane,     But  there  were 
two  opinions  of  Judge  Kane.  The  last  was, 
no  doubt,  very  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
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American  Government,  and,  perhaps,  Judge 
Kane  had  had  good  reasons  for  changing 
his  views  ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  fact  re- 
mained that  his  first  opinion  was  one  very 
much  calculated  to  mislead  both  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton  and  Her  Majesty's  Government.     The 
English  Government  had  certainly  had  a 
most  difficult  game  to  piny.    Both  the  dis- 
trict Attorney  of  Virginia   and   Mr.   At- 
torney General   Gushing — not  newspaper 
editors,  be  it  remembered,  but  officers  of 
the   Federal    Government — and    in    their 
official  capacity  made  use  of  language  of 
the  most  insulting  and  most  offensive  na- 
ture towards  the  British  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  defend   that  language ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Baxter)  would  go  further,  and  say 
that  it  was  language  which  in  most  civil- 
ised countries  must  have  necessitated  the 
instant  removal  from  office  of  those  who 
uttered  it.     The  great  thing  the  House  of 
Commons  would,  after  all,  have  to  consider 
wa9,  whether  in  the  conduct  of  these  nego- 
tiations  Her  Majesty's  Government   had 
behaved  in  a  friendly  and  conciliatory  spirit 
towards  the  Government  of  a  country  with 
which  the  people  of  Great  Britain  must 
always  desire   to   be  at  peace?   For  his 
own  p?irt,  he  could  not  conceive  any  un- 
prejudiced and  candid  person  rising  from  a 
perusal  of  the  Blue-book  and  answering 
other  than  in  the  affirmative.     He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  feeling  of  friendliness  which 
the  people  of  this  country  entertained  to 
America  was  reciprocated  by  the  respecta- 
ble classes  in  the  United  States.     He  be- 
lieved, moreover,  that  though  certain  poli- 
ticians had  been  vapouring  and  blustering 
about  war  with  England,  it  was  civil  war 
— war  in  Kansas — war,  the  result  of  the 
system  of  slavery — which  all  the  time  Ihey 
feared.     The  very  men  whose  names  had 
been   most  prominent— Mr.  Gushing  and 
the   present   Secretary  for  War — at  the 
time  the  Mexican  witr  was  going  on,  open- 
ed offices  in  Canada  for  recruits,  and  iliey 
had  allowed  whole  shiploads  of  armed  men 
to  leave  American  ports  to  go  and  inter-* 
fere  with  the  Government  of  Nicaragua. 
A  dislike  for  England  was  just  now  a  poli- 
I  tical  necessity  with  certain  classes  m  the 
United   States ;   but   he   had   listened  to 
the  whole  of  the  debates  in  the  American 
Senate  on  the  Oregon  question — he  had 
attended  the  democratic   meetings   in   all 
parts  of  the  Union — and  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  devices  of  politicians  would  ever 
be  allowed  to  create  hostilities  between  the 
two  countries.     He  believed  that  the  ge- 
neral sentiment  of  the  whole  natioa 
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asramst  it ;  and  the  real  strength  of  Ame- 
rica, the  honest  and  substantial  citizens, 
had  three  or  four  times  interposed  to  pre- 
vent Uie  schemes  of  the  politicians,  lie 
heiieved  they  would  do  so  again,  for  they 
were  satisfied  that  a  war  with  England 
voold  he  in  the  highest  degree  disastrous 
to  hoth  the  helligerent  parties. 

Mr.  PEACOCKE  said,  he  wished  to 
offer  a  few  observations  upon  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  used  bj  two  mem- 
bers of  the  Government  in  last  night's  de- 
hate.  Those  arguments  were,  first,  that 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Crampton  was  free 
from  blame  ;  and,  next,  that  it  was  inop- 
portune to  raise  a  discussion  upon  this  sub- 
ject at  the  present  moment.  With  regard 
to  the  last  argument,  he  would  ask,  what 
then  would  be  the  proper  time  for  raising 
the  question  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Inver- 
ness-shire (Mr.  Baillie)  had,  at  a  very  early 
penod  of  the  Session,  placed  a  notice  upon 
the  paper  referring  to  the  enlistment  of 
troops  in  America  ;  but  when  he  proposed 
to  bring  that  Motion  under  discussion,  he 
was  invariably  met  by  the  objection  that 
negotiations  were  still  pending.  Negotia- 
tions were,  however,  no  longer  pending  ; 
they  had  terminated  in  a  manner  most  hu- 
miliating to  this  country  ;  yet  if  such  sub- 
jects were  not  to  be  discussed  while  nego- 
tiations were  pending,  nor  when  negotiations 
were  closed,  the  effect  would  be  to  prevent 
the  House  from  expressing  an  opinion  upon 
tho  foreign  relations  of  the  country,  and 
to  exempt  the  Foreign  Minister  from  Par- 
liamentary control  and  responsibility,  how- 
ever culpable  his  conduct  might  ha;^  been. 
As  to  the  argument  that  Mr.  Crampton 
waa  perfectly  blameless,  he  would  aak  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  maintained  that  position, 
how  it  was,  if  such  were  the  case,  that 
Mr.  Crampton  had  been  sacrificed  and 
abandoned  by  the  Government?  They 
bad  been  told  yesterday  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  that  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton a  conduct  on  the  enlistment  question 
was  perfectly  free  from  blame,  and  that 
the  only  evidence  against  him  was  that  of 
men  of  abandoned  character.  He  (Mr. 
Peaeocke)  believed,  however,  that  no  hon. 
Member  on  that  side  the  House  wished  to 
advance  a  single  fact  upon  the  testimony 
of  Herts  and  Stroebel  which  was  not  en- 
tirely confirmed  by  other  evidence,  and 
even  by  the  admissions  of  Mr.  Crampton 
Lims^f.  Mr.  Crampton  admitted  that  he 
corresponded  with  Stroebel  in  cipher ;  that 
he  bad  given  instructions  to  various  per- 
sons as  to  the  best  mode  of  enlisting  ; 
thai  be  farnished  Stroebel  with  instruc- 


tions for  evading  the  municipal  law  of  the 
United  States  ;  and  that  he  went  to  Hali- 
fax for  the  purpose  of  organising  the  sys- 
tem of  enlistment.  Such  admissions  show, 
ed  that  Mr.  Crampton  had  violated  the 
spirit,  if  not  the  letter,  of  the  municipal 
law  of  America.  He  was  able  to  show 
that  this  was  not  an  insulated  act  of  in- 
discretion on  the  part  of  Mr.  Crampton, 
but  part  and  parcel  of  a  policy  that  had 
been  deliberately  planned  and  organised 
by  the  Government  at  home,  and  delibe- 
rately carried  out  by  its  agents  abroad. 
He  would  not  quote  the  law  of  Prussia  on 
this  subject,  for  it  was  analogous  to  that 
of  the  United  Siates  and  our  own,  but 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  case  of  our  consul,  Mr.  Curtis,  who 
had  been  prosecuted  at  Cologne  for  a  viola- 
tion of  that  law.  He  had  pernsed  the 
judgment  of  the  court  of  the  district  in 
that  case,  and  found  in  it  the  following 
statement  with  reference  to  Mr.  Curtis  : — 

"  That  be  furnished  those  anxious  to  enlist  not 
only  with  information  as  to  the  conditions  of  en- 
listment, but  even  detailed  instmction  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  their  entry  was  to  be  effected,  and 
what  course  must  be  pursued  to  efiect  this  end  : 
and  furnished  them  with  cards  to  his  agent, 
Boyer,  the  publican,  who  on  the  strength  of  them 
was  to  provide  for  their  free  board  and  means  of 
going  forward.  That  he  furthermore  pictured  in 
glowing  colours  the  rank  in  the  service,  the 
high  pay  they  would  receive,  and  gave  them  ad- 
vances of  money  for  facilitating  their  journey, 
and  lastly  cautioned  them  to  be  aware  of  the 
police.'  " 

What  was  this  but  the  Tory  system  pur- 
sued by  Mr.  Crampton  towards  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  ?  And 
what  was  the  defence  of  Mr.  Curtis  ? 
Did  he  plead  not  guilty  ?  No ;  but  he 
pleaded  that  the  acts  of  which  he  had  been 
convicted  were  done  in  his  ofiicial  capacity 
and  under  the  instructions  of  the  British 
Government.  But,  after  all,  this  question 
might  be  reduced  to  the  simplest  of  alter- 
natives—  was  Mr.  Crampton  right  or 
wrong  ?  If  he  was  right  he  ought  to  have 
been  upheld,  and  Mr.  Dallas  dismissed  ;  if 
wrong,  he  ought  to  have  boon  recalled.  If 
Mr.  Crampton  was  right,  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  was  indefensible ;  if  he 
was  wrong,  the  conduct  of  any  Govern- 
ment which  should  appoint  him  to  any 
situation  would  be  as  indefensible ;  and  if, 
in  the  last  alternative,  the  noble  Lord 
should  think  to  purchase  connivance  in  an 
unjust  disgrace  by  the  promise  of  impossi- 
ble promotion,  he  would  tell  them  both 
that  the  eyes  of  the  House  of  Commons 
were  upon  Mr.  Crampton.    England  had 
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received  an  insult  and  an  affront  which 
site  was  either  not  in  a  position  or  had 
not  the  courage  to  retaliato;  and  what 
would  the  public  opinion  of  Europe  Bay — 
the  public  opinion  of  that  Europe.  throu;>h> 
out  which,  in  tlie  language  oJP  England's 
last  apologist,  De  Montalembert,  ''  the 
insufferable  arrogance  of  England  hnd 
called  forth  the  indignation  of  the  ma- 
jority of  thinking  men**  ?  Why,  it  would 
say  that  that  same  England,  which  had 
insulted  Spain  until  she  resented  it,  which 
had  menaced  Naples,  and  intimidated 
Greece,  and  which  had  even  the  courage 
to  make  war  upon  Russia  when  she  had 
France  for  an  ally  —  now,  at  the  fir«t 
act  of  hostile  aggression  from  the  United 
States,  plucked  from  her  brow  at  the 
menace  of  the  strong,  the  laurels  which 
she  had  gained  by  the  intimidation  of  the 
weak.  And  by  whom  had  this  humiliation 
beon  inflicted  on  the  country  ?  Why,  by 
the  Cabinet  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  orator 
of  Rom!»ey,  and  the  rhetorician  of  the 
Mansion  House.  The  Minister  who  de- 
clared he  would  make  the  English  as  re- 
spected as  the  Roman  citizen,  yet  who 
had  failed  to  obtain  for  the  representative 
of  his  Sovereign  the  immunity  from  in- 
sult which  he  declared  he  would  com- 
mand for  the  meanest  of  her  subjects. 
He  (Mr.  Peacockc)  did  not  know  whether 
the  blood  flowed  warmer  in  the  veins  of  the 
sexagenarian  Secretary  of  1848,  than  in 
those  of  the  septuagenarian  of  1856;  but, 
when  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  was  dismissed  in 
1848  from  Madrid.  M.  Istnritz,  the  Spanish 
Ambassador  in  this  country,  received  his 
prtssports,  and  the  Governntent  of  that 
djiy  refused  even  to  receive  the  Minister 
(Count  de  Mirasol)  who  was  sent  to 
explain  why  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  was  dis- 
missed. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  city  of  London  recited  the  other  night 
the  cases  of  the  Ambassadors  who  had 
been  sent  away  from  Washington ;  but 
there  was  a  marked  difference  between 
those  instances  and  the  present.  The 
acts  for  which  those  Ministers  were  dis- 
missed were  repudiated  and  disavowed  by 
their  respective  Governments,  whereas  the 
eonduet  of  Mr.  Crampton  had  been  de- 
fended and  maintained  by  his  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  believed  this  was  the 
first  instance  in  which  the  dismissal  of 
a  Minister  whose  acts  were  approved 
by  the  Ministry  at  home,  had  been 
tamely  acquiesced  in  by  the  Government 
whicli  he  represented.  But  if  this  case 
were  to  bo  quoted  as  a  precedent  hero- 
after,  he  still  hoped   there  was  enough 
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of  English  feeling  in  this  House  to  re 
pttdinte  the  petty  policy  of  a  system  which 
may  have  been  learneil  amongst  the  Ca- 
marillas of  Madrid,  which  may  have  been 
improved  in  the  ante-chambers  of  Dublin 
Cnstle,  hut  which  could  never  be  allowed 
to  sow  the  seeds  of  small  intrigue  between 
two  great  countries  like  England  and  Amc- 
rii-a. 

Mb.  SPOONER  said,  he  had  last  night 
expressed  his  great  regret  that  this  subject 
should  have  been  brought  forward,  and 
every  speech  he  had  heard  bince,  every 
argument  which  had  been  used,  and  every 
document  road    to  the  House,   had  only 
increased  that   regret,  and   led   him  (he 
more  deeply  to  deplore  the  course  taken 
by  the  bun.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  G.  11. 
Moore).      His   hon.  Friend   the  Memher 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Baillie),  from  patriutio 
motives,  had  given  up  his  notice ;  but  the 
hon.    Member  for   Mayo  had   no  sooner 
found  an  opportunity  than  he  had  rushed 
in  to  supply  his  place.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Mnyo  had  a  perfect  right  to  take  t\ie 
course  which  he  had  done,  but,  doubting 
the  wisdom  of  it.  he  could  not  follow  the 
hon.  Member.     That  hon.  Gentleman  Inst 
night  chose  to  represent  him  (Mr.  Spooner) 
as  frequently,  amidst  cheers  from  both  sides 
of  the  House,  denouncing  caauiatry  and 
equivocation,  and  called  upon  him  now  to 
denounce  the  papers  under  connideration 
as   being  of   that  character.      He   ccuild 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman   that   he  was 
as  averse  to  casuistry  and  cquivoeation  as 
that  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  nnd  he  was 
glad  to  hear  the  expression  he  (Mr.  Moore) 
had  now  uf>ed,  nnd  he  should    have  been 
still  more  glad  if  he  had,  in  addition,  joined 
with  him  (Mr.  Spooner)  in  denouncing  what 
he  had  so  often  done  ^Jesuitry  ;    bai  for 
reasons   best   known   to   himself,  he   had 
omitted  so  to  do.     He  would    not   enter 
into  the  merits  of  this  case,  as  he  believed 
the  more  it  was  discussed  the  more  danger 
would  attend   the  discussion  ;    but  there 
was  one  point  to  which  he  would   allude 
which  had  not  been  adverted    to   by  any 
speaker.     It  was  snid  we  had  broken  the 
law  of  the  United  States  and  greatly  irri- 
tated  the  Government  of   that   country; 
hut  what  said  the  American  Government  ? 
Why,  they  acquitted  our  Government  a\* 
together.     [•'  No,  no  !"]    No,  no  !     Why 
tlioy  said   distinctly  that   they    acquitted 
our  Government  of  any  intention   to  insult 
them ;   ond  he  would  say  that   a    person 
who  could  not  make  a  difference  UetwcM^n 
an  intentional  and  unintentional  inault  did 
uot  know  what  ought  to  be  the  conduct  of 
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a  Christwn  or  a  i^eiitlemaD.     He  would    It  appears  to  me  that  the  two  cardinal 
not  aaj  that  Mr.  Cramploii  had  been  die-   aicnA  which  we  ought  to  keep  in  view  in 


ntiaaed  in  the  most  courteous  manner,  but 
he  wouhl  say  that,  if  the  Govern  men  t  had 
refused  to  accept  the  dismissal  of  Mr. 
CramploD,    considering    the    offers    with 


the  discussion  of  this  question  are  peace 
and  a  thoroughly  cordial  understanding 
with  America  for  one,  the  honour  and 
fame  of  England  for  the  other.      I  am 


whieh    it  va«    accompanied,    the    wliole !  bound  to  say  that  in  regard  to  neither  of 
country   would    have    resounded    with    a   these  points  am  I  satisfied  with  the  exist- 


cry  of  indignation.  The  American  Go- 
vernment said  they  could  not  treat  with 
Mr.  Craupton,   but  they   were  ready  to 


ing  state  of  things,  or  with  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  A  cordial 
understanding  with  America  has  not  been 


treat  with  ns.  through  Mr.  Dallas,  on  the  ;  preserved ;  the  honour  of  this  country  has 
subject  of  the  Central  American  question;  '  been  compromised.  Sir,  I  am  not  one 
and,  if  the  Goveniment  had  refused  such  |  who  will  set  up  the  phantasm  of  honour  in 
an  offer,  they  would,  in  his  eyes,  have  a  case  where  the  plea  appears  to  me  un- 
been  guilty  of  a  most  desperate  crime, '  real,  or  who  will  condescend  to  separate 
and  would  probably  have  involved  the  two  between  honour  and  the  honourable  con- 
countries  in  a  most  lamentable  war.  lie  duct  of  which  it  ought  to  be  the  symhol. 
would  not  enter  into  the  merits  of  theques-  But  as  respects  the  honour  of  England,  I 
tion,  for,  although  he  had  listened  atten-  assent-- 1  cannot  but  assent — to  the  state- 
tively  to  the  various  speeches  which  had  ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
been  addressed  to  the  House,  he  could  who  has  already  spoken  from  an  opposite 
not  pretend  to  understand  the  legal  argu-  bench  (Sir  F.  Thesiger),  that  what  is  con- 
menca  sufficiently  to  justify  him  in  giving  sidered  by  the  world  to  be  an  insult — that 
an  opinion  between  the  Attorney  General  which,  at  any  rate,  cannot  but  be  called  an 
and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem-  insult — has  been  put  upon  England  hy  the 
ber  for  Stamford  (Sir  F.  Thesiver).  But  Government  of  the  United  States.  Has 
this  much  he  did  understand — that  in  the  it  been  put  with  or  without  a  cause  ?  If 
event  of  our  being  obliged  to  go  to  war  with  a  cause,  it  ought  to  be  confessed ;  if 
with  America,  it  was  of  vital  importance  without  a  cause,  it  ought  to  be  resented. 
that  England  should  be  in  the  right ;  and  Sir,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  upon  this  ques- 
certaia  he  was  that  our  Government  would  tion  my  feelings  are  of  such  a  nature  that 
not  have  been  in  that  position  if  they  had  it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  meet  with 
not  taken  the  greatest  pains  to  avoid  a  a  direct  negative  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
hostile  collision  with  the  United  States.  Member  for  Mayo.  I  could  not  say  "  No*' 
He  b^ieved  that  our  Ministera  would  have  to  a  Motion  which  states  that  the  conduct 
been  to  bUme  if  they  had  resented  the  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  regard  to 
dianiissal  of  Mr.  Crampton  by  sending  enlistment  in  America,  has  not  entitled 
away  Mr.  Dallas.  The  eyes  of  the  coun-  them  to  the  approval  of  this  House.  Nor 
try  were  apon  them,  and  his  opinion  was,  do  I  mean  simply  to  take  my  stand,  when 
that  if  the  people  of  England  were  polled  I  say  I  am  likely  to  vote  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
UMDorrow  an  overwhelming  majority  would  ber  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner), 
be  found  in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  upon  the  circumstance — though  it  is  an 
eordial  relations  with  the  United  States.  |  important  one — that  we  are  not  called 
For  his  own  part,  believing  that  the  d  is- '  upon  to  say  *'  Ay"  or  "  No"  to  that 
eosaion  was  premature,  he  would  give  his  question.  The  question  which  you.  Sir,  will 
vote  against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem-  :  put  from  the  chair,  that  we  should  go  into 
ler  for  Mayo,  reserving  to  himself  the  Committee  of  Supply,  gives  to  the  matter 
right,  apon  some  more  convenient  occa-  the  technical  Parliamentary  aspect  of  what 
sion,  to  canvass  freely  the  conduct  of  Her  is  called  the  '*  previous  question  ;"  but  at 
Majealy'a  Government.  the  same  time,  I  must  say  that  I  do  not 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  speech  ;  concur  in  the  censures  which  have  been 
which  has  just  been  delivered  by  my  hon.  i  bestowed  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
Friend  marks  a  feature  in  this  debate  so  j  with  respect  to  the  time  of  bringing  for- 
important  and  so  much  connected  with  the  ward  his  Motion.  Yet  the  question  is  one 
vo:a  that  I  shall  probably  myself  give  at !  of  the  greatest  difficulty.  I  cannot  say 
its  dose,  that  although  I  am  likely  upon  a  that  there  is  no  inconvenience  attending  a 
division  to  go  into  the  same  lobby  with  the  |  Motion  which  criticises  or  assails  the  con- 
hon.  Member,  yet  I  think  there  is  no  im-  duct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  engaged 
propriety  in  my  following  him  in  discussion,   in  transactions  with  a  foreign   country. 
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But,  before  deciding  the  queBtion  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Majo  is  open  to  the 
Bevere  censures  which  have  been  cast  upon 
him,  we  must  consider  whether  the  papers 
which  have  been  laid  on  the  table  do  or  do 
not  make  us  acquainted  with  all  the  facts 
of  the  case — whether  the  misunderstanding 
with  America  has  not  gone  beyond  the 
point  of  mere  diplomatic  communication, 
and  has  assumed  form  and  action  in  the 
face  of  the  world,  and  whether  the  House 
itself,  or  at  least  those  individual  Members 
who  have  familiarised  themselves  with  the 
contents  of  the  Blue-books,  will  not  bj  de- 
clining to  take  this  opportuniij  of  express- 
ing their  opinion  upon  them  become  parties 
to  the  approval  of  the  conduct  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government?  For  myself,  Sir,  I 
frankly  own  that  I  have  felt  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  considering  the  question  what 
vote  to  give  upon  the  present  occasion.  I 
never  recollect  a  question  more  difficult  as 
pressing  upon  my  own  understanding  and 
conscience.  But  with  my  knowledge  and 
experience  of  this  House,  I  am  convinced 
that  those  who  feel  with  me  cannot  do 
better  than  throw  themselves  on  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  stating  fully  the  diffi- 
culties which  they  experience,  exposing 
themselves,  if  need  be,  to  adverse  criticism, 
but  relying  with  confidence  npon  the  ge- 
nerous forbearance  of  the  House  to  put  a 
fair  construction  upon  their  language.  At 
any  rate,  after  what  I  have  said,  I  shall 
state  in  intelligible  language  why  it  is  1 
expect  to  find  myself  voting  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nqrth  Warwickshire.  My 
hon.«  Friend  f^tated,  at  the  commencement 
of  this  discussion,  that  he  deprecated  the 
beginning  of  it  as  likely  to  injure  the  in- 
terests of  peace,  and  he  likewise  charac- 
terised it  as  a  party  question,  casting  some 
discredit  upon  it  on  that  account.  Is  it, 
then,  in  point  of  fact,  a  party  question  ? 
Why,  I  appeal  to  his  own  example  against 
his  precept.  He  himself  has  risen  in  his 
place  and  declared  that  he  will  vote 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo.  So  far  that  is  an  indication  that 
it  is  not  a  party  question.  Again,  within 
the  last  few  minutes  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Gib- 
son), who,  I  apprehend,  does  not  belong  to 
the  same  political  school  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo,  has  declared  his  intention  to 
support  the  Motion.  But  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  are 
making  it  a  party  qncstion,  on  behalf  of 
what  party  are  they  raising  it  ?  Is  it  of  the 
party  opposite  ?   Does  the  hon.  Member 

Mr.  Gladstone 


for  Mayo  belong  to  the  school  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire (Mr.  Disraeli)  ?   Why,  Sir,  it  is 
quite  plain  this  is  not  a  party  question. 
And,  Sir,  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  that  is  a  vital  element  in  the  eon- 
sideration  of  the  case.     Disapproving  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  management  of  the  foreign  enlistment 
question,   I   say   here    that  I  should  be 
ready  to  express  that  disapproval  by  vote, 
if  I  saw  a  Motion  to  that  effect  made  by  a 
party  ready  to  be  responsible  for  the  con- 
sequences of  success.     Now,  Sir,  I  say  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  without  the 
slightest  disrespect,  that  these  questions  of 
votes  of  censure  upon   Governments  are 
matters  of  great  importance,  and  that  in 
considering  them,  we  must  look  not  merelj 
to  the  terms  in  which  they  are  framed,  but 
likewise  to  the  quarter  from  which  they 
emanate.     I  mean  nothing  disparaging  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo — 1  look  merely 
to  the  terms  of  his  Motion  ;  but  are  we  to 
regard  his  Motion  as  the  declaration  of  a 
party  ready  to  be  responsible  for  the  re- 
sults of  its  adoption,  or  is  it  merely  the 
expression   of    the  opinion   of   individual 
Members  of  this  House  who  can  have  little 
influence  upon  the  division,  and  who,  if  the 
Resolution  were  cairied,  could  not  them- 
selves be  responsible  for  the  consequences  ? 
I  think.  Sir,  it  is  a  good  practical  rule  in 
Parliamentary  discussions  that  we  should 
not  by  our  votes  weaken  the  hands  of  Go- 
vernments unless  we  are  prepared,  if  the 
result  of  the  division  should  prove  adverse 
to  them,  to  displace  them  from  office.      I 
think  it  is  not  desirable  in  these  foreign 
transactions  that  the  Government  should 
be  assailed  by  votes  that  tend  to  weaken 
their  influence  on  behalf  of  their  country « 
nnless  they  are  moved  by  those  who  would 
become  responsible  for  carrying  those  opi- 
nions into  effect ;   and  I  merely  state  what 
is  notorious  to  all  the  world,  when  I  ob- 
serve that  no  great  party  in  the  House  can 
be  held  responsible  for  carrying  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  into 
effect,  should  the  vote  of  the  House  resolve 
his  question  in  the  affirmative.    For  a  vote 
of  censure  on  the  Government,  as  an  ab- 
stract Resolution,  I  am  not  able  to  vote  ; 
but  if  the  Motion  had  come  before  me  sup- 
ported by  those  who  were  ready  to  carry 
out  the  principle  it  embodied,  I  should  have 
felt  it  my  duty  to  give  effect  to  my  opinion. 
But  then  I  may  be  asked,  '*  Why,  admit- 
ting that  wo  ought   not  to   weaken    the 
hands  of  the  Government  in  caiTying  on. 
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their  dtffieuU  negotiations  witb  a  foreign 
country — why  do  yoa  enter  upon  this  dis- 
cussion and  express  opinions  contrary  to 
the  eonrse  taken  by  the  Goyernnaent?" 
My  answer  is  plain.     I  have  no  choice, 
after  the  turn  whioh  this  debate  has  taken. 
[An  Hon.  Membbr  made  a  remark,  which 
was  inaudible.]     My  hon.  Friend  says,  I 
am  going  to  speak  one  way  and  vote  an- 
other.    Sir,  I  can  only  repeat  in  reply  to 
thai  charge,  that  I  cannot  vote  in  favour 
of  a  Motion  which,  if  carried,  would  only 
weaken  the  hands  of  the  Government  with- 
out leading  to  any  practical  result.     I  be- 
lieve it  to  be  a  wise  rule  that  votes  of  cen- 
sure on  the  Government  should  only  be 
proposed  by  those  who  are  able  to  give 
effect  to  die  principle  contained  in  those 
Totes ;  and  if  the  opportunity  were  such 
as  woidd  enable  the  House,  if  it  should 
come  to  a  decision  adverse  to  Her  Majes- 
ty's Ministers,  to  give  due  effect  to  that 
decision,  I  should  not  shrink  from  giving 
roy  vote  in  accordance  with  that  opinion  ; 
but  as  matters  stand,  I  shall  vote  for  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply.     The  state  of 
things  with  which  you  have  to  deal  is  this : 
— Upon  the  British  Minister  the  penalty 
of  dismissal   from  Washington   has   been 
inflicted.     As  far  as  the  honour  of  this 
eovntry  is  concerned,  the  state  of  things  is 
therefore   unsatisfactory.     As   far  as  re- 
gards the  American  Government,  what  is 
its  condition  ?  Was  the  breach  with  Ame- 
rica closed  up  by  his  dismissal  ?   Will  any 
man  say  that  he  believes  it  is  ?    If  it  were 
right  to  retain  Mr.   Dallas,  why  do  you 
keep  our  diplomatic  relations  in  a  state  of 
half  animation.     Why  do  jou  not  appoint 
a  snccessor  to  Mr.  Crampton  ?   I  can  con- 
ceive no  reason  for  not  sending  away  Mr. 
Dallas,  that  does  not  ecjoally  prove  that 
JOQ  should    appoint   a  succestsor  to  Mr. 
CramptOD.     If  the  American  Government 
had  BO  cause  to  justify  them  in  dismissing 
Mr.  Crampton,   why   do  you  retain  Mr. 
Dallas  as  the  Minister  of  the  United  States 
at  this  Court  ?    If  they  had  a  cause  to  jus- 
tify them,  why  do  you  not  odmit  that  they 
are  right  and  send  a  successor  to  fill  Mr. 
Crampton 's  place  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment having  spoken  last  night,  I  pre- 
sume we   are  in  possession  of  the  views 
of  the  QoTernment,  and  'the  Government 
were    not   content  to  debate   this  ques- 
tion eicept  upon   its   merits.     My   hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire said  be  would   not  enter  upon  the 
Merits  of  this  question,  and  that  is  a  per- 


fectly consistent  measure  for  me  to  take  or 
for  my  hon.  Friend  to  take.     But  the  Go- 
vernment have  entered  upon  the  discus- 
sion upon  the  merits  of  the  case.     That 
was  a  manly  course,  and  I  do  not  find  fault 
with  it.     Whether  it  was  a  prudent  course 
I  am  not  so  sure.     But  they  declared  their 
adherence  to  all  that  has  been  done  and 
stated  during  the  whole  progress  of  this 
painful  discussion.     Nothing  can  be  more 
explicit  than  the  declarations  they  have 
made  to  this  effect.     The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral declared  that,  whereas  there  had  been 
charges   against   the  Government  of  vio- 
lating both  international  law  and  the  muni- 
cipal law  of  the  United  States,  he  denied 
both  those  charges,  and  denied  that  either 
law  had   been    violated.     My  right  hon. 
Friend   the   Secretary  of    State  for  the 
Home  Department  was  even  bolder  in  his 
manner  of  dealing  with  this  subject  than 
the  Attorney  General.     He  said  that  the 
officers  of  the  Government  had  acted  up 
to  the  spirit  of  the  instructions  that  they 
had  received.     He  said  that  no  acts  had 
been  done  contrarv  to  the  American  law, 
and  that  the  apologies  made  to  the  United 
States'  Government  did   not   admit  that 
such  acts  had  been  done,  because  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  felt  all  along  that  no 
wrong  had  been  done.     So  that  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Government  i»,  that  their  pro« 
ceedings  are  justifiable  on  their  own  merits. 
I  am  certainly  not  prepared  to  be  respon- 
sible for  that  opinion  by  the  side  of  the 
evidence  in  this  Blue-book.     I  believe,  in- 
deed, that  such  an  assertion  is  made  in  the 
teeth   of  the  plainest   evidence  in   every 
page  of  these  documents.     That  is   not 
only  my  opinion,   but  I   believe   it  is,   in 
effect,  the  opinion  of  a  great  many  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  who  have  given 
their  timo  and  labour  to  the  perusal  of 
these  Blue-books.     Small  is,  I  fear,  the 
number  who  answer  to  that  description. 
There  ore  many  things  that  the  English 
people  will  do.     They  will  sign  petitions ; 
they  will  attend  meetings;  they  will  get 
up  agitations ;  they  will   pay  taxes,  and 
double  taxes  if  need  be.     But  Blue-books 
they  will  not  read.     That  is  the  case,  also, 
with  hon.  Members  of  this  House.     I  say, 
fearlessly,  that  the  Attorney  General  has 
not  read  these  Blue-books.     That  is  a  fair 
challenge,  and  I  will  show  that  the  refer- 
ences of  the  Attorney  General   to   these 
books — references  evidently   supplied   to 
him  at  second  hand — betray  that  he  has 
never   entered    upon   the   study  of  these 
important  documents.     To   return,   how- 
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ever,  to  the  points  to  which  I  was  ad- 
dressing mjeelf.  1  will  remind  the  House 
that  Uie  effect  of  the  declaration  now 
made  hy  the  Government  will  be  to  keep 
alive  the  recollection  of  the  differences 
which,  with  respect  to  the  enlistment  ques- 
tion, exist  between  this  Government  and 
the  Government  of  America,  and  I  am 
not  prepared  to  assent  to  the  opinion  of 
those  who  say  that  it  is  not  desirable  to 
remove  the  affairs  connected  with  the 
American  Government  from  the  hands  of 
those  who  have  hitherto  conducted  them. 
On  the  contrnry,  I  think  that  no  Govern- 
ment is  so  little  qualified  to  conduct  these 
negotiations  with  America  to  a  successful 
result,  because  of  the  differences  that  have 
prevailed,  because  of  the  course  of  com- 
bined obstinacy  and  weakness  which  the 
Government  have  pursued,  and  because 
the  recollection  of  these  differences,  kept 
alive  by  the  course  they  have  taken  in  this 
debate,  must  of  necessity  form  ;an  unfor- 
tunate introduction  to  those  negotiations 
with  respect  to  Central  America  which  are 
now  pending.  My  ri<^ht  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  stated 
in  a  fair  and  candid  manner  a  point  of 
great  importance.  I  refer  to  the  supposed 
apology  of  the  Briti^^h  Government  to  the 
authorities  of  the  United  States.  It  has 
often  been  said  that  the  American  Govern- 
ment cannot  complain,  becaui»e,  if  any 
wrong  has  been  done  them,  it  has  been 
covered  by  a  handsome  apology.  But  that 
is  not  the  language  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  He  did  not  say  that  if  any  wrong 
had  been  done  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  it  had  been  covered  by  an 
apology.  On  the  contrary,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  said,  with  the  greatest  candour  and 
truth,  that  the  apology  offered  to  the 
United  States*  Government  had  alwavs 
been  a  conditional  apology,  and  was  not 
an  apology  that  implied  or  admitted  that 
a  wrong  had  been  dune,  because  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  having  been  fully  con- 
scious that  they  had  done  no  wrong,  had 
not  offered  an  apology  that  supposed  that 
a  wrong  had  been  done.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  stated  these  were  the  apologies 
that  had  been  made.  They  have  been  re- 
peated in  various  despatches.  They  all 
run  in  one  form — they  may  be  summed  up 
in  these  words,  '*  The  British  Government 
would  regret  deeply  if,  either  intentionally 
or  unintentionally,  they  have  done  a  wrong 
to  America;  but  they  have  not  done  a 
wrong  to  America."  If  no  wrong  had 
been  done  I  grant  you  that  an  apology  so 
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couched  ought  to  be  accepted,  and  that  it 
would  be  a  frank,  generous,  and  concilia- 
tory step,  going  as  near  as  possible  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  American  Govern- 
ment.    But  if  a  wrong  has  been  done, 
such  an  apology  is  no   apology  at  all. 
Whether  a  wrong  has  been  done,  there- 
fore, is  the  question  upon  whioh  we  have 
to  fall  back.     I  maintain  that  if  a  wrong 
has  .been  done,  that  wrong  has  not  been 
atoned  for  by  the  apology.     Let  me  say 
two  things,  which  will  shorten  my  part  in 
the  discussion.     In  the  first  place,  I  will 
not,  as  a  general  rule,  quote  from  these 
Blue-books,  bat  for  every  word  I  utter  I 
am  ready,  if  called  upon,  to  repeat  the 
chapter  and   verse.     If  I   do  not  quote 
verbatim  from  these  Blue-bottks  it  is  be- 
cause it  would  be  unreasonable  in  me  to 
trespass  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
In  the  next  place,  I  shall  forbear  to  dis- 
cuss questions  of  international  law,  not  that 
I   think  it   unimportant,  because  I   hold 
that  no  position  is  less  defensible  and  do 
position  less  tenable  than  that  we  may  ez- 
clvide  the  question   of    international    law 
from  the  consideration  of  this  subject  from 
the  frivolous  reason  that  the  Americans 
have  a  municipal  law.     But  as  the  caae  is 
clear  upon  the  municipal  law,  I  am  ready 
to  confine  myself  to  that  in  the  practical 
view  of  the  case  which  I  have  prescribed 
to   myself.     I  am  sorry  to  say  that  tlie 
propositions  that  I  have  to  support,  aa  em- 
bodying my  conscientious  convictions,  are 
unfortunately    propositions   which    attach 
very  strong  blame  to  the  conduct  of  Her 
Mojesty*s  Government.     Sir,  I  shall   not 
attempt  to  qualify  these  opinions  bj  any 
expressions  of  regret.     These  things  are 
of  little  value  in  hostile  discussion.     It  is 
better  for  a  man  to  speak  out  what  he  has 
to  say,  leaving  it  to  those  who  may  follow 
him  to  contradict,  correct,  or  expose  him 
if  he  has  made  statements  or  expressed 
opinions  not  supported  by  the  facts.  What 
I  have  to  say  is  this  :  In  the  first  place, 
so  far  as  I  can  judge,  concealment   was 
practised  towards  the  American  Govern- 
ment in  respect  of  the  enlistment   ques- 
tion ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  not  only 
was  concealment  practised,  but  the  Ame- 
rican Government  were  deluded  and  misled 
by  representations,  which  I  do   not   say 
were  intended  to  mislead,  but  were    evi- 
dently such  that  they  must  mislead,  if  pro- 
perly considered.     I   say  this— thai    the 
municipal  law  of  the  United  States   was 
not  only  broken,  but  it  was  broken  in  de- 
fiance of  the  advice  of  those  who   were 
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ehoaen  as  eounsellors — it  was  knowingly 
hrokeo  on  the  part  of  the  agents  of  tlie 
British  Government.     I  do  not  say  that  in 
the«e  papers  is  to  be  found  the  proof  that 
this  was  done  ander  the  direction  of  the 
British   Government.     In    that   respect  I 
venture  to  ditfer  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mayo;    and,  permit  me 
in  passing  to  say,  I  could  not  but  listen 
with  regret  to  the  observations  expressed 
from   the  Treasury   bench,   not  only   on 
those  portions  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  in  which  he  introduced, 
by  way  of   illustration,  certain  passages 
from  Irish  history,  but  on  the  general  ten- 
dency of  that  speech  to  throw  blame  on 
one  parttcalar  Member  of  the  Cabinet.     I 
iDttSt  say,  in  justice  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo,  that  althodgh  it  may  be  good 
tacties  to  strive  to  keep  out  of  view  one's 
own    incapacity   by   introducing   exciting 
matter,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  cause 
for  aay  such  expedient,  because  he  has 
amply  proved,  by  argument,  his  full  ability 
tA  deal  with   the  merits  of  the  question. 
But  I  differ  from  the  hon.  Gentleman   in 
that  point.     I  think  he  stated  these  things 
were  done  under  the  direction  of  Her  Ma- 
j^ty*s  Government.     I  confess  I  do  not 
dtscern  that  on  the  face  of  the  papers. 
Bot,  in  ray  view,  it  matters  little  whether 
they  were  done  under  the  direction  of  the 
Government  or  not,  if  the  Government  made 
themselves  parties   to  the  acts   by  their 
subsequent  approbation.     And  here,  Sir, 
I  eaniitit  help   regretting  deeply  the  in- 
justice done  to  Mr.  Grampton  by  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter).     One 
proposition  that  I  state  with  the  greatest 
eoofidence  ia  this — that  injustice  was  not 
done  to  Mr.  Grampton  by  any  Member  of 
the  Government,  but  it  was  done  bv  the 
hon.   Member  for   Montrose.     The  hon. 
Member,  with  his  regard  for  America,  was 
not  wtiliog  to    inculpate  America;  and, 
with  his  regard  for  the  Government,  was 
not  willing  to  inculpate  the  Government. 
So,  following  the  example  of  President 
Fierce,  and  passing  by  both  tho  British 
aad  the  American  Governments,  he  threw 
the  blame  upon  Mr.  Grampton,  and  said 
that  Mr.  Grampton,  when  he  had  taken 
the  kwyer*s  opinion,  ought  to  have  stopped 
the  scheme  of  recruiting  of  his  own  ac- 
cord.    I   give   Mr.  Grampton   credit  for 
tAkrog  a  lawyer's  opinion.     It  was  a  wise 
ami  prudent  step ;  but  when  it  is  said  he 
thonld  h»ve   stopped   the  scheme  of  re- 
emiting  of  his  own  accord,  1  ar^k,  was  it 
vithin  Mr.  Grampton 'a  province  to  give 


up  that  scheme  ?  Can  it  be  said  that  it 
rested  with  him  to  disobey  the  orders  on 
that  subject  which  he  had  received  from 
the  Government  of  which  he  was  the  re- 
presentative ?  In  my  opinion,  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton  sailed  as  near  the  wind  as  he  possibly 
could;  and,  in  justice  to  Mr.  Grampton,  it 
must  be  remembered  that,  when  he  had 
taken  the  opinion  of  a  distinguished  Ame- 
rican lawyer,  he  sent  home  that  opinion  to 
his  Government,  and  wrote  to  Lord  Cla- 
rendon— 

"  Your  lordship  will  no  doubt  perceive  tbat 
the  provisiona  of  the  Keatralicv  Act  restrict  our 
operations  within  very  narrow  limits/' 

1  take  it  that  it  was  a  fair  intimation  that 
in  his  opiniou  the  whole  thing  should  be 
abandoned.  That  suprgestion,  unfortu- 
nately, was  not  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment at  home.  Mr.  Grampton  had  then 
proceeded  to  act  in  accordance  with  what 
he  deemed  to  be  the  spirit  of  the  intention 
of  Iler  Majesty's  Government,  and  the  re-' 
suit  is  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  haa 
been  unreservedly  acquitted  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  of  the 
matter,  and  Mr.  Grampton  has  been  dis- 
missed from  his  post  as  Minister  at  Wash- 
ington. With  respect  to  these  circum- 
stances, however,  the  proposition  that  I 
am  prepared  to  maintain  is  this  —  that 
there  is  not  one  hair's  breadth  of  distinc- 
tion between  the  position  of  Mr.  Grampton 
and  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, of  which  he  was  the  representative. 
I  think,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  that  the 
zeal  of  Mr.  Grampton,  and,  perhaps,  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  were  not  the  instructions  of 
the  Government,  were  the  source  of  the 
evils  which  have  arisen.  Everything  which 
Mr.  Grampton  did  was  approved  by  the 
Government  at  home ;  every  claim  that 
Mr.  Grampton  made  was  maintained  by 
the  Government  at  home,  and  I  entirely 
decline  to  draw  the  least  distinction  be- 
tween the  original  responsibility  of  Mr. 
Grampton,  as  the  subordinate  person,  and 
the  subsequent  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment by  its  unrestricted  posterior  ap- 
proval of  Mr.  Grampton 's  conduct.  But  I 
say  that,  at  first,  Mr.  Grampton  concealed 
those  proceedings  from  the  Anierican  Go- 
vernment, and  that  is  a  point  of  great  im- 
portance. The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  has 
quoted  a  passage  from  Lord  Clarendon's 
despatch  of  the  15th  July,  in  which  Lord 
Clarendon  says,  that  he  has  instructed  Mr. 
Grampton,  above  all,  to  have  no  conceol- 
mcnt  from  the  American  Government.    My 
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right  hon.  Friend  t!»e  Member  for  Man" '  ney  General  liad  not  read  tlie  papers ;  be- 
Chester  says,  that  if  that  were  so,  then    cause  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  gare 
Mr.  Crampton  had  been  guilty  of  a  serious    two  references  to  despatches,  neither  of 
offence  in  having  resorted  to  that  conceal-  j  which  contain  a  word  as  to  the  depdt  at 
ment  which  he  had  been  told  to  avoid.  |  Halifax ;  but  there  happens  to  bo  a  third 
The  American  Government,  not  doubting   extract  which  does  refer  to  it.     1  presume 
the  assurance  conveyed  by  Lord  Claren- ,  the  person  who  prepared  the  references  for 
don,  said  the  same  thing,  and  laid  on  Mr.  '  the   Attorney  General  had   unfortunately 
Crampton 's  shoulders  this   burden — that,  '  placed  the  wrong  figures  in  the  margin,  or 
having  received  strict  instructions  not  to   they  were  wrongly  supplied  at  the  moment, 
practise  concealment,  he  did  practise  con- !  and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  not  hav- 
cealment.    The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  has  '  ing  read  the  papers  himself,  was  unable  to 
stated  that  there  does  not  appear  in  these  \  correct  the  error.    However,  it  is  quite  true 
papers  any  instruction   to  Mr.  Crampton  !  Mr.  Crampton  did  say  to  Mr.  Marcy  that  the 
not  to  practise  concealment,  and  he  has  '  British  Government  intended  to  establish  a 
called  upon  the  Government  to  point  out   dep6t  at  Halifax.     It  is  not  in  the  Blue- 
to   him   where  that  instruction  is.      The   book,  but  it  is  in  the  14th  page  of  the  last 
Attorney  General  followed,  and  he  did  not    papers  presented  to  Parliament.     1  think 
answer  that  appeal.    The  Home  Secretary   there  is  no  doubt  it  was  mentioned,  but 
spoke  later  in  the  evening,  and  did  not  an-    it  is  a  fact  for  which  I  do  not  think  Mr. 
swer  that  appeal.     The   appeal  must  be   Marcy  had  any  great  reason  to  feel  obliged, 
renewed,  for  this  House  has  a  right  to   inasmuch  as  this  dep6t  was  the  subject  of 
know    from    Her    Majesty's   Government   great  discussion  in  the  public  journals,  and 
whether  it  is  true   that   Lord  Clarendon   it  is  just  possible  Mr.  Marcy  might  have 
instructed  Mr.  Crampton  to  have  no  con-    acquired  a  knowledge  of  its  existence  with- 
cealment  from  the  American  Government.  '  out  any  such  communication  being  made 
If  he  did  so  instnict  Mr.  Crampton,  then    by  Mr.  Crampton.     The  question  is,  did 
undoubtedly  the  American  Government  are   you  conceal  from  the  American  Govern- 
justified  in  the  distinction  which  they  have   ment  that  which  was  the  whole  matter  and 
drawn  between  the  conduct  of  Her  Ma-   the  cause  of  the  complaint?     The  Ame- 
jesty*8  Ministers  and  that  of  their  repre-    rican  Government  never  complained  of  the 
sentative ;  but,  if  Lord  Clarendon  did  not   establishment   of    the   depdt   at   Halifax. 
80  instruct  Mr.  Crampton,  and  if  the  refer-    There  is  not  a  word  which  implies  such 
ence  in  the  despatch  of  July  15  is  erro-   a  complaint  on  their  part.     They  knew 
neous,  then  it  is  impossible  to  find  words   quite  well  that  the  establishment  of  such  a 
to  describe  the  injustice  inflicted  on  Mr.  .  dep6t  at  Halifax,  whether  prudent  or  not, 
Crampton  —  because   Mr.   Crampton    has    was  perfectly  within  the  rights  and  corn- 
been  made  to  bear  the   responsibility  of  petence  of  the  British  Government,  and 
concealment,  which  the  hon.  Member  for    I  am  perfectly  ready  to  say  that  I  and  my 
Montrose  well  said  was  the  fatal  error  from    right  hon.  Friend  near  me  (Sir  James  6ra- 
the  outset,  whereas  the  responsibility  of  ham)  are  equally  responsible  for  that  act 
that  concealment  belongs  to  the  Govern-   in  conjunction  with  the  Members  of  the 
ment.     1  frankly  own  I  think  it  does  be- :  present  Government,  because  that  Reso- 
long  to  the  Government,  for,  although  re-   lution  was  the  last  step  taken  within  our 
ferenco  is  made  in  the  despatch  of  July  15   cognizance  before  we  were  compelled   to 
to  some  instruction  not  to  practise  conceal- 1  quit  the  Cabinet  of  my  noble  Friend  on  tfao 
ment,  there  is  no  passage  in  any  prior .  question  arising  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
despatch,  or,  indeed,  in  any  despatch,  prior  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield,     Bat 
or  subsequent,  to  that  effect.     The  mate- '  that  was  never  made  the  subject  of  corn- 
rial  point  in  the  case  is,  whether  conceal- '  plaint.     What  the  American  GovemmeDt 
ment  was  or  was  not  practised  ?   The  hon.    have  complained  of  is  the  employment  of 
and  learned   Attorney  General  yestenJay ,  an  agency  within  the  United  States,  not 
evening   replied    to  that   question  in  the   only  to  give  information,  but  to  tempts  to 
negative,  supporting  his  statement  by  re-   induce  by  the  offer  of  valuable  conaidera- 
ference    to    the    circumstance    that    Mr.  |  tions,  the  subjects  of  the  United  States  to 
Crampton  had  pointed  out  to  Mr.  Marcy ;  go  beyond  the  United  States  for  the  pur- 
that  the  British  Government  had  establish-  {  pose  of  enlisting  in  our  serrice.     That  is 
ed,  or  intended  to  establish,  a  dep6t  at  Hali- '  the  subject  matter  of  their  complaintt  and 
fax  for  the  purpose  of  recruiting.      And    I  want  an  answer  to  this  question — Did. 
this  is  what  induced  me  to  say  the  Attor-  I  Mr.  Crampton  tell  or  did  be  not  tell  the 
Mr.  Gladstone  ^ 
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American  GoTemment  that  he,  on  the  part 
of  the  British  Government,  was  ahoui  to 
establish  sach  an  agency  or  not?  Mr. 
Craaipion  saja  he  did  not  tell  the  Ame- 
ricaa  GoTemment  the  details.  I  must  saj 
thtt  appears  to  me  an  unworthy  mode  of 
dealing  with  a  question  so  important.  This 
is  not  a  question  about  details.  It  is  a 
question  about  a  measure,  constituting  the 
carjnu  of  the  complaint  on  the  part  of  the 
American  Goremment — namely,  the  em- 
ployment of  an  agency  within  the  United 
States  for  the  purpose  of  disseminating 
information  and  inducing  their  subjects  to 
go  beyond  the  United  States  to  enlist  in 
the  serrlce  of  a  foreign  State.  Did  Mr. 
Crampton  communicate  that  or  did  ho 
not?  If  not,  it  is  useless  to  talk  of  not 
concealing,  when  you  conceal  not  a  detail 
but  the  YWf  head  and  front  of  tlie  offend* 
ing — the  very  ground  and  foundation  of 
the  whole  ease.  I  say,  without  the 
smallest  doubt,  that  Mr.  Crampton  did 
not  communicate  any  such  purpose  to  the 
American  Government;  and  I  say  so,  be- 
cause there  is  the  declaration,  express  and 
positive,  of  the  American  Government,  and 
because  that  declaration  is  entirely  uncon- 
tradicted by  anything  stated  on  the  part  of 
the  British  Government ;  and  becauso  there 
is  nothing  in  the  statement  of  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton himself  which  sustains  the  allegation 
that  he  made  such  a  communication  to  Mr. 
Marcy.  This  fact  stands  the  first  great 
proposition  in  the  case  —  that  the  going 
about  to  establish  an  agency  within  the 
United  States,  for  tlie  purpose  of  inducing 
American  citisena  to  go  beyond  the  border 
and  be  enlisted,  was  concealed  from  the 
American  Government.  That  is  tho  char(;e 
of  concealment,  and  it  will  be  well  if  the 
Government  can  give  some  answer  to  it. 
But  that  is  not  the  only  charge  I  have  to 
bring  against  the  Government.  There  was 
more  than  concealment  in  the  matter.  I 
request  hon.  Gentlemen  to  look  at  the  14th 
page  of  the  last  papers  which  have  been 
laid  upon  the  table,  and  there  they  will 
find  tliat  Mr.  Crampton,  referring  to  his 
despatch  of  the  22od  of  March  of  last 
year,  gives  ns  a  large  part  of  a  despatch 
which  was  net  given  in  the  original  Blue- 
book.  He  there  gives  his  account  of  his 
convcreations  with  Mr.  Marcy,  and  states 
the  substance  of  his  communications  with 
that  Gentleman.     He  says: — 

*'  I  took  good  care  to  explain  to  Mr.  Marcy, 
vitfa  perfect  fraoknesa,  our  position  and  intentions 
M  rcgsrii  thia  matter.  I  said,  besides  reading 
;•  him  ay  letter  to  Mr.  Barclay,  that  we  were 


oertainly  anxious  to  obtain  efficient  reoruiti  from 
whatever  quarter  they  should  come,  and  that  depOta 
for  enlistment  had  been  established  in  the  colo- 
nies, where  those  who  should  voluntarily  present 
themselves  would  be  received  and  enrolled ;  but 
to  inquiries  which  had  been  addressed  to  me  by 
persons  in  this  country,  I  had  invariably  replied 
by  referring  them  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
Congress  of  1 S 1 8,  and  stating  that  neither  I  nor  any 
of  the  agents  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
either  '  enliat*  them  in  the  United  States,  or  '  hire 
and  retain*  them  to  go  to  any  of  the  British  do- 
miniooa,  with  the  intent  of  there  enlisting ;  that 
consequently  all  I  could  do  was  to  give  such  per- 
sons the  information  of  which  I  was  in  possession, 
as  to  terms,  and  the  time  and  place  at  which  they 
might,  if  so  disposed,  be  received  into  tho  British 
service,  being  aware  of  no  law  which  prevented 
citizens  of  the  United  States  or  others  from  emi- 
gration from  this  country,  for  whatever  purpose 
they  might  think  proper." 


Is  that  a  promise  to  the  American  Govern- 
ment ?  It  appears  to  me  to  be  not  only  a 
promise,  but  a  promise  of  a  most  solemn 
character,  Mr.  Crampton's  own  communi* 
cation  to  Mr.  Marcy  resting  upon  Mr. 
Grampton's  allegations  now  produced  by 
himself  in  self-defence.  Was  that  promise 
kept  ?  Did  Mr.  Crampton  confine  himself 
to  the  communication  of  information  ?  Is 
there  a  man  in' this  House  who  will  rise 
and  say  he  did  so  ?  If  he  did  not,  how 
are  we  to  meet  the  charge  of  tlie  American 
Government,  when  they  say  we  deceived 
and  deluded  them — that  we  threw  them  off 
the  scent  and  induced  them  to  believe  that 
although  proceedings  were  going  on  in  the 
Union  we  had  nothing  to  do  with  them—^ 
because  they  gave  credence  to  our  as- 
surance, as  conveyed  by  Mr.  Crampton, 
that  whatever  agency  was  employed  in  the 
United  States  it  was  the  agency  uf  unsup- 
ported and  unrecognised  volunteers  with 
which  the  Government  had  nothing  to  do. 
But  was  there  nothing  more?  There  was 
a  certain  Angus  M 'Donald,  who  appeared 
to  think  that  free  trade  being  a  very  good 
thing,  it  miglit  properly  be  applied  to  re- 
cruiting, and  who,  dpon  receiving  a  remu- 
nerative price  for  the  passage,  offered  to 
take  persons  to  the  British  dominions. 
Well,  we  laid  hold  of  this  convenient  de- 
spatch to  Mr.  McDonald,  carried  it  with 
great  pomp  to  the  American  Minister,  who 
read  the  indignant  and  almost  ferocious 
terms  in  which  the  offer  of  Mr.  Angus 
McDonald  was  repudiated.  Upon  the  very 
doy  of  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Marcy, 
to  which  I  have  referred,  this  letter  was 
written  to  Angus  M' Donald,  and  it  will  not 
be  very  uncharitable  to  suppose  it  was 
written  for  the  purpose  of  being  exhibited 
to  Mr.  Marcy.     It  was»  however,  read  by 
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Mr.  Marcj,  was  regarded  bj  that  gentle- 
man as  an  important  fact,  and  led  to  the 
expression  of  great  satisfaction  on  the 
part  of  the  American  Government.  Let 
me  saj  I  was  very  sorry  to  hear  the  criti- 
cisms of  the  hnn.  and  learned  Member  for 
Leominster  (Mr.  J.  G.  Phillimore)  upon 
the  conduct  of  tho  American  Government 
upon  this  subject.  If  peace  be  our  object, 
together  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
honour  of  England,  1  would  ask  whether 
the  attainment  of  those  olijects  are  likely 
to  be  promoted  by  private  Members  setting 
themselves  up  as  judges  of  the  conduct  of 
the  American  Government  ?  I  would  not 
hesitate  to  give  my  judgment  upon  the  con- 
duct of  that  Government  if  that  were  tho 
question  before  us,  but  it  is  not.  But  if  it 
be  true  that  the  American  Government  is 
'*  pettifog$ring  and  litigious,"  then  I  say, 
instead  of  that  being  a  reason  why  we 
should  trample  upon  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  it  is  a  reason  why,  if  not  out  of 
regard  for  them,  at  least  in  consideration 
for  the  great  country  which  we  represent, 
we  should  have  held  those  laws  more  sa- 
cred, and  have  avoided  still  more  <:arefully 
to  give  so  litigious  and  pettifogging  a  peo- 
ple the  slightest  reas^on  for  complaint.  A 
comparison  has  been  made  between  the 
proclamation  of  Mr.  Angus  M 'Donald  and 
that  of  the  Nova  Scotian  Government,  and 
it  has  been  argued  that  what  was  against 
the  law  if  done  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  United  States  was  not  against  the  law 
if  done  beyond  those  boundaries.  Upon 
that,  all  I  can  say  is,  1  cannot  conceive  a 
sorrier  answer  to  the  American  Govern- 
ment than  that  things  which  were  not  law- 
ful for  a  man  to  do  because  done  by  a 
private  individual  within  the  dominion  of 
the  United  States,  might  lawfully  be  done 
by  the  British  Government  immediately 
upon  the  borders  of  the  United  States. 
But  that  is  not  the  question  at  issue. 
Compare  the  proclamation  of  Mr.  Augus 
McDonald  with  that  of  Mr.  Wilkins,  and 
with  the  actual  proceedings  of  the  British 
Government  in  the  United  States.  Mr. 
M'Donald  disseminated  the  information 
that,  upon  certain  terms,  ho  was  prepared 
to  send  recruits  to  a  British  colony.  Mr. 
Crampton  and  his  agents  disseminated  in- 
formation, too,  and  advertisements  ap- 
peared in  German  newspapers  published  in 
the  Union,  that  persons  were  required  to  I 
go  obroad — sometimes  it  was  so  id  as  me- 1 
chanics,  but  everybody  understood  the  i 
kind  of  mnchinery  they  would  be  expected 
to  use.   The  only  diifereuce  was,  that  they 
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provided  a  free  passage,  or  paid  money  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  such  persons  to 
go  there.     Therefore,  it  stands  thus — we 
actually  paraded,  in  the  face  of  the  Ame- 
rican Government  our  condemnation  of  the 
unfortunate  Angus  M 'Donald,  and  thus, 
perhaps,  ruined  his  innocent  and  well-in- 
tended enterprise,  while  at  the  same  time 
we  ourselves  were  doing  all  that  he  pro- 
mised to  do,  superadding  the  provision  of 
a  free  passage,  or  paid  money  to  meet  the 
expense.     I  think  no  one  will  deny  that  a 
Government  who  by  its   agents   pursued 
that  course,  and   afterwards  signified  its 
approval  of  their  acts,  is  not  only  fairly 
chargeable  with  concealment,  but  rt  is  also 
liable  to  the  charge  of  having  deluded  the 
American    Government.     Therefore,    no- 
thing is  more  unjust  than  the  charge  which 
is  made  against  the  American  Government 
of  having  at  first  confined  its  cumplaints 
to  the   proceedings  of  unauthorised  per- 
sons,   and    subsequently    extended    those 
complaints  to  the  British  Minister  and  his 
subordinates.     The  American  Government 
at  first  confined   tbeir  representations  to 
the  unauthorised  persons,  because  it  be- 
lieved the  representations  which  were  made 
to  them  by  the  authorised  representative  of 
the  British  Government ;  but  they  extend- 
etl  their  complaints  when  they  found  that 
those  rcprosentationa  were  not  based  upon 
truth.     Aiming  as  I  do  at  a  plain  and  in- 
telligible statement,  I  must  say  that  tho 
American  Government  was  deceived  by  the 
proceedings  of  the   British    Government, 
and  I  say  we  intentionally  broke  tho  law  of 
the  Union.    My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Spooner) 
tells  us  not  to  judge  generally  of  inten- 
tions.    I  agree  with  bim,  except  ao  fiar  as 
we  can  infer  them  from  acts,  and  from 
these  acts  we  may  reasonably  infer  that 
we  knew  what  we  were  about.  Mr.  Cramp* 
ton — and  I  give  him  credit  for  it — began 
his  proceedings  by  taking  the  opinion  of  a 
most  eminent  American  lawyer — one  in 
whom,  according  to  Mr.  Crampton*s  signi- 
ficant description,  he  bad   perfect  confi- 
dence, not  only  as  to  professional  ability* 
but  also  as  to  political  principles-^that  is 
to  say,  a  roan  who,  he  believed,  could  con- 
fidently be   reckoned  upon  as  havin^r  no 
feeling  adverse  to  the  interests  of  Great 
Britain.     That  gentleman  seems  to  have 
given  a  very  wise  and  prudent  opinion  ; 
but  whether  it  was  so  or  not,  it  was  one 
upon  which,  I  conceive,  Mr.  Crampton  was 
bound   to  act.     Why  did   Mr.  Crampton 
tako  that  opinion  ?     He  himself,  at  pa^e 
131,  gives  us  the  reason.  He  says  be  took 
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it  beeaiue  he  did  not  understand  the  nen- 
trality  laws,  and  therefore  he  says— 

"  I  requested  an  eminent  American  lawyer,  in 
▼hole  judgment  and  proieMional  ability  I  felt 
entirt  confidence,  to  draw  op  for  roe  an  opinion 
OD  the  subject ;  and  a  copy  of  this  opinion  I 
thooght  it  right  to  tmnsmit  to  Her  Majesty's 
Consols  in  the  chief  cities  of  the  Union,  and  a 
copy  of  it  accompanied  my  despatch  to  your  Lord- 
diip  of  tlie  13th  of  Marob." 

Now,  in  this  opinion  it  is  distinctly  laid 
do«n  that  any  person  would  be  found 
/railty  of  ofTending  against  the  neutrality 
livs  who  either  gave  money  or  money's 
worth  to  any  other  person  within  the  ter- 
ritories of  the  Union  in  order  to  induce  or 
enable  him  to  go  abroad  for  the  purpose  of 
enlisting  in  a  foreign  service.  Why  do  I 
say  that  we  intentionally  broke  the  law  ? 
t  will  show  you  from  the  declaration  of 
a  British  officer  how  he  understood  the 
meaning  of  that  opinion.  Mr.  Lumley, 
who  still  remains  in  America,  and  who  has 
entirely  identi Bed  himself  with  the  proceed- 
injTs  of  Mr.  Crampton,  says  at  page  15,  in 
a  letter  to  Consul  Dyer — 

"  But  a  promise  to  pay  the  trarelling  expenses 
or  to  provide  for  the  family  of  any  person  who 
suy  join  Her  Majesty's  servico,  as  proposed  by 
your  eorretpondent,  would  not  deprire  such  emi- 
grstion  of  its  voluntary  cluiracter,  but  would 
eohstitate  a  violation  of  the  neutrality  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  no  proposition  of  this  nature 
era  Ihersforc  be  entertained  by  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  or  Consuls." 

So  it  stands  upon  these  documents  them- 
selves that  the  counsel  of  the  British  Go- 
Yemment  stated  that  giving  either  money 
or  money's  worth  to  persons  to  induce  them 
to  go  abroad  for  the  purpose  of  enlisting 
woold  beaTioIation  of  the  law  of  the  United 
States;  and  it  stands  upon  these  documents, 
also,  that  Mr.  Lumley,  on  the  13th  of  May, 
representing  Mr.  Crampton,  wrote  to  Con- 
aol  Dyer  to  soy  that  a  promise  to  pay  tra- 
▼elling  expenses  constituted  a  violation  of 
the  oeatrality  laws  of  the  United  States. 
The  meaning,  therefore,  of  these  laws,  as 
expoQoded,  was  known  and  admitted  by 
the  agents  of   the   British  Government. 
That  was  on  the  13th  of  May.     On  that 
day  Mr.  Lumley  stated  a  promise  to  pay 
iraveiRng  expenses  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  law.    Where  was  Mr.  Crampton  on  the 
13tli  of  May.     He  was  at  Halifax.     What 
was  Mr.  Crampton  doing  at  Halifax  at  the 
time  when  Mr.  Lumley  was  thus  soundly 
expoondiog  the  American  neutrality  laws  ? 
Mr.  Crampton  was  committing  that  very 
breach  of  the   neutrality  laws — ny,  and 
•Mnetbiog  even  beyond  that^which  Mr. 


Lumley  was  denouncing  from  his  office  at 
Washington.  If  you  turn  to  page  133, 
you  will  see  that  Mr.  Crampton  begins  by 
saying  that  he  left  Washington  on  the  2nd 
of  May  to  go  to  Halifax  ;  that  he  arrived 
at  Halifax  on  the  11th  ;  it  was  there 
that— 

'*  Stroebel,  who  had  already  brought  with  him 
some  men  from  New  York  and  Boston,  and  who 
appeared  to  be  well  acquainted  with  the  condition 
and  desires  of  his  countrymen  in  tbo  States,  posi- 
tively asserted  that  be  knew  many  hundreds  of 
Germans  in  the  cities  and  country  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  great  lakes  who  only  required  to  be  in- 
formed of  where  they  could  be  received  in  Canada, 
and  to  be  supplied  with  the  small  sums  which 
would  cover  their  travelling  expenses,  imme- 
diately to  present  themselves  on  British  territory 
for  enrolment  in  Iler  Majesty's  service." 

They  required  something  more  than  a 
promise  of  travelling  expenses  ;  they  want- 
ed the  money  in  hand ;  the  promise  of 
travelling  expenses  was  declared  illegal  by 
Mr.  Lumley  at  Washington — Mr.  Cramp- 
ton at  Halifax  says — 

"  This  plan,  seeming  to  me  to  present  a  better 
prospect  of  success,  and  at  the  same  time  to  be 
unobjectionable  as  regarded  the  laws  of  the  Uiilted 
States,  was  adopted.'' 

After  this,  will  any  Gentleman  rise  in  this 
House  and  state  that  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  have  not  been  violated  ? 
Is  it  possible  to  carry  evidence  further? 
I  have  shown  you  the  American  construc- 
tion of  the  law,  and  I  certainly  hold  that 
the  American  Courts  and  Government 
were  better  entitled  to  construe  their  own 
municipal  law  than  any  foreign  Govern- 
ment. I  should  like  to  know  how  we 
should  deal  with  the  American  Minister 
who  was  in  this  country,  doing  certain 
acts  contrary  to  our  construction  of  the 
law,  judicial  and  otherwise,  and  should 
bring  forward  some  ingenious  view  taken 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  with  re- 
spect to  that  construction  in  order  to 
justify  his  acts?  But  the  case  does  not 
stand  upon  the  opinion  of  your  own  Ame- 
rican lawyer  ;  it  stands  upon  Mr.  Lumley 's 
declaration  on  the  part  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment, that  it  was  a  breach  of  the  law 
to  promise  to  pay  these  travelling  ex- 
penses, combined  with  Mr.  Crampton's 
simultaneous  declaration  that  at  that  very 
period,  at  Halifax,  he  agreed  to  a  plan 
for  paying  hard  cash  to  persons  then  in 
the  United  States  to  enable  them  to  find 
their  way  to  Halifax  and  enlist.  That  is 
what  I  call  an  intentional  breach  of  the 
American  neutrality  laws.  It  is  unneces- 
sary to  go  through  the  various  cases ;  I 
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am  sorry  to  say  they  are  too  many.  My 
riglit  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  M.  Gibson)  has 
mentioned  the  case  of  Mr.  Smolensk i  and 
the  contract  with  Mr.  Howe.  There  is  no 
answer  to  that  case  except  this — that  Mr. 
Howe  was  not  dipioroalically  employed  hy 
the  British  Goyernment  in  the  United 
States.  There  were,  in  fact,  no  means  of 
gettinp^  hold  of  this  f^entleman — as  one  of 
the  newspapers  said  of  him,  ho  was  too 
slippery.  But  there  is  one  case  to  which 
I  shall  refer  for  a  few  moments— I  mean 
the  case  of  Consul  Mathews.  The  Attor^ 
ney  General  yesterday  seemed  to  suppose 
that  this  was  a  question  where  the  evidence 
was  all  on  one  side  :  that  on  the  one  side 
we  had  the  testimony  of  Hertz  and  Stroe- 
bel,  ond  on  the  other  the  assurances  of 
Mr.  Crampton  and  the  three  consuls. 
That  is  one  reason  why  I  congratulate  the 
Attoniey  General  on  his  felicitous  and  all 
but  total  iscnorance  of  what  the  Blue-books 
contain,  for  it  is  impossible  he  can  have 
read  the  Blue-books  and  imagine  that  that 
is  the  whole  issue  raised.  Now,  I  throw 
over  Hertz  and  Stroebel  altogether,  and 
am  only  sorry  that  that  mass  of  affidavits 
from  one  person  and  another,  swearing  to 
all  sorts  of  things,  should  have  been  pro- 
duced as  public  documents, — those  affida- 
vits being  the  most  worthless  trash  ever 
printed  in  this  world.  I  do  more  than 
reject  the  testimony  of  Hertz  and  Stroebel. 
I  do  not  attend  to  the  allegations  of  the 
American  Government;  I  look  solely  to 
the  evidence  afforded  by  our  own  officers 
and  our  own  agents.  I  will  not  remark 
on  the  dove-like  innocence  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  conferring  commissions  in  the 
Queen *8  service  upon  gentlemen  of  this 
not  very  doubtful  character.  But,  treat- 
ing as  you  please  the  evidence  of  Hertz 
and  Stroebel,  is  it  true  that  the  charges 
are  denied  by  Mr.  Crampton  and  the  three 
consuls  ?  With  regard  to  these  three  con- 
suls, I  may  observe  that  the  evidence  is  not 
equally  full  as  to  all.  I  have  read  a  most 
manly  letter  written  by  Mr.  Barclay,  and, 
looking  to  the  character  of  the  allegations 
mode  against  that  gentleman,  whether  as 
regards  the  bark  Maury,  or  as  respects 
recruiting,  I  think  it  is  clear  that  Mr. 
Barclay  was  free  from  all  complicity.  '  I 
should  also  give  entire  creilence  to  the 
assertions  of  Consul  Mathcw,  but  those 
assertions  prove  the  very  wor.«t  part  of  the 
cose.  The  Attorney  General  says,  there 
has  been  no  breach  of  the  municipal  law  of 
America.  I  am  clear,  then,  that  his 
Studies  must  have  stopped   short  of  the 
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thirty-fourth  page  of  the  Blue-book,  or  he 
would  have  found  there  evidence  which, 
to  my  mind,   is  conclusive  on   this  case. 
In  the   6r8t   place,  I  think    there   is    no 
doubt  that  Hertz  was  engaged  in  breaking 
the  law.     In  the  second  place,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  Howe  was  the  recruiting  agent 
in  connection  with    Hertz,  and  if   Howe 
was  found  supplying  Hertz  with  money  it 
must  be  presumed   that  Howe  was  cog- 
nizant of  the  use  which  Hertz  was  about 
th  make  of  it.     That  principle,  at  least, 
would  apply  to  such  a  case  occurring  in 
this  country,     I  have  heard  the  Attorney 
General   speak  most  ably  in  this  Houso 
with  respect  to  a  charge  of  bribery  at  an 
election.     If  the  name  of  Howe  had  been 
Frail,  and  it  had  been  proved  that  Frail 
had  handed  money  to  Hertz  for  certain 
purposes,  the  Attorney  General  would  not, 
I  think,  have  hod  much  difficulty  in  iden- 
tifying Frail   with   those   purposes.     But 
between  this  Howe  and  Mr.  Herfz  comes 
in  a  third  person,  and  that  third  person  is 
Consul  Mathew.     He  says,  in  the  thirty- 
fourth  page,  that  Hertz's  confession  was 
a  tissue  of  falsehoods,  and  he  was  deter- 
mined to  know   nothing  about  Hertz  or 
anything  of  his  proceedings.     Well,  that 
is  the  kind  of  answer  we  sometimes  receive 
in  committee-rooms  in  this  House  wbea 
inconvenient  questions  are  put  to  witnesses 
about  acts  done  at  elections  and  money 
misapplied  there  ;   in  that  case  they  tell 
us  they  know  nothing  of  the  use  to  which 
that  money  was  applied.     Consul  Mathew 
says — **  At  his  (Hertz*s)  earnest  request 
I  transmitted  a  sealed  letter  to  Mr.  Howe, 
and  handed  him  a  reply,  containing,  I  be- 
lieve, money."    Well,  that  is  very  cautious 
on  the  part  of  Consul  Mathew,  when  wo 
remember  that  his  belief  was  not  formed 
without  good  and  sufficient  grounds,  for 
this  reason — that  he  took  a  receipt  ^for  tho 
money — "  for  which,**  he  says,    *•  Hertz 
gave  a  receipt,  made  out  to  Mr.  Howe, 
and  inclosed  by  me  to  him.**     Mr.  Mathe^^ 
was   always   very  judicious ;   the  receipt 
was  not  made  out  to  him  ;  Hertz  swears 
wrongfully   that  the    receipt    was    mode 
out    to    Consul    Mathew  ;    but    it    was 
made  out  to  Howe;  Mr.  Mathew  banded, 
money  from  Howe  to  Hertz  ;  he  took   & 
receipt  from  Hertz  and  sent  it  back  to 
Howe. 

"  On  a  second  occasion,*'  he  says,  "  I  dee1ine<i 
to  give  him  the  money,  though  merely  the  chan « 
nel  of  transfer ;  and  tho  amount  was  sent  to  tit e 
proprietor  of  an  hotel,  from  whose  bookkeeper  Uo 
received  it. 
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Tbese  are  nat  chance  or  casual  expressions, 
for  moch  further  on  in  the  book  Consul 
Mnthew  trayels  over  the  same  ground. 
He  twice  handed  money  from  Howe  to 
Hertx  ;  he  sent  the  money  by  a  circuitons 
channel ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  he  sent 
it  in  that  way  in  order  that  it  might  bo 
the  more  difficult  to  trace.  Can  there  bo 
a  doubt  as  to  the  character  of  that  act  ? 
Is  there  any  lawyer  who  will  say  that  in 
a  Committee  of  this  House  Consul  Mathew 
would  not  have  been  held  to  be  implicated 
in  the  proceedings  of  Howe,  or  that  the 
American  Government  were  not  right  in 
the  view  they  took  upon  this  point  ? 
Then,  shall  I  be  told  that  this  was  the 
proceeding  of  Consul  Mathew — that  the 
British  Government  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  ?  Now,  Consul  Mathew,  upon  the  whole, 
behaved  with  considerable  prudence  and 
propriety,  for,  although  he  had  done  these 
acts,  yet,  at  any  rate,  he  was  determined 
that  the  responsibility  should  not  rest  with 
him,  and  therefore,  he  took  very  good 
care  to  inform  Mr.  Crampton.  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton,  at  page  35,  acknowledges  the  receipt 
from  Consul  Mathew  of  the  letter  to  which 
I  have  just  been  referring,  and  says — 

"  I  have  in  the  meantime  forwiurded  a  oopj  of  | 
TOUT  d«B^tch  to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  i 
I  bare  satis&ctioa  in  assuring  yoa  that  I  can  see 
nothing  in  any  of  your  proceedings  in  regard  to 
this  matter  which  appear  to  me  to  be  incorrect, 
or  derogatory  to  your  office." 

I  apprehend,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Crampton 
is  pretty  clearly  responsible  for  the  whole 
of  Mr.  Mathew *s  proceedings.  But  does 
the  responsibility  stop  there?  Mr. Cramp- 
ton again,  with  perfect  propriety,  sent  home 
to  Lord  Clarendon  Mr.  Mathew *8  letter, 
together  with  his  own  letter  of  approval, 
and  on  the  2nd  of  November  Lord  Claren- 
don acknowledges  the  receipt  of  that  com- 
munication in  the  following  terms  :  — 

**  I  iiave  received  year  despatch  of  the  15th 
ult.  and  it4  enclosures,  respecting  the  proceedings 
which  have  been  taken  in  the  United  States'  Dis* 
triet  Court  at  Philadelphia,  In  the  case  of  Henry 
Uertz,  who  has  been  pronounoed  guilty  of  haying 
Tiolated  the  neutrality  laws  by  enlisting  recruits 
for  the  British  army ;  and  I  hare  to  atate  to  you 
that  I  approTc  the  answer  which  you  returned  to 
Mr.  Consul  B4athew's  communications  to  you  upon 
this  subject." 

Consul  Mathew  thus  identifies  himself  with 
Mr.  Crampton,  Mr.  Crampton  identifies 
himself  with  Lord  Clarendon,  and  Lord 
Clarendon  we  can  only  regard  as  the 
organ  of  the  British  Government.  What 
is  the  explanation  of  these  facts  ?  There 
are  plenty  more,  but  I  will  not  weary  the 
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House  with  going  through  them,  for  the 
length  of  these  discussions  even  now  be- 
wilders one,  and  it  is  necessary  to  throw 
overboard  much  matter.  The  acts  which 
I  have  detailed  were  contrary  to  the 
municipal  law  of  America,  not  only  as 
construed  by  the  executive  Government, 
by  the  Courts,  by  tho  Attorney  General 
of  America,  but  as  construed  by  the 
confidential  adviser  of  Mr..  Crampton,  as 
construed  on  the  13th  of  May  by  the 
British  Mission  at  Washington  itself. 
Here,  however,  we  are  traversed  by  tho 
opinion  of  Judge  Kane.  In  September, 
Judge  Kane  delivered  a  judgment,  in 
which  he  stated  distinctly  that  the  pay- 
ment of  passage  money,  the  giving  an 
inducement  in  money  or  money's  worth  to 
people  to  enlist  in  a  foreign  service,  was  a 
breach  of  the  American  law;  but  it  is 
said,  "  Oh,  that  was  in  September ;  look 
at  his  opinion  in  May  I  In  September 
the  American  Government  had  entered 
into  a  controversy  with  the  British  Go- 
vernment, in  May  it  was  supposed  that 
they  were  merely  persecuting  a  few 
wretched  unsupported  individuals.*'  It  is 
thus  coolly  insinuated  that  Judge  Kane 
prostituted  the  judicial  conscience,  and 
gave,  in  September,  a  contrary  opinion 
as  to  the  construction  of  a  law  to  that 
which  he  had  given  in  May,  in  order  to 
serve  a  political  purpose.  I  hope  that  all 
Members  of  this  House  will  snow  some 
respect  for  the  feelings  of  the  Americans. 
There  is  nothing  of  which  the  Americans 
are  more  jnstly  proud,  nothing  in  which 
they  aasociate  themselves  more  closely 
with  the  great  country  from  which  they 
have  sprung  than  the  character  of  their 
judicature,  and  the  character  of  their  laws 
and  of  their  courts  is  established  in  the 
world.  How  should  we  look  upon  a 
charge  against  one  of  our  own  eminent 
Judges,  first,  of  having  given  two  oppo- 
site constructions  of  a  law  within  a  few 
months,  the  second  being  a  false  construc- 
tion, in  order  to  please  a  Government  of 
the  day?  Hut  the  charge  rests  upon  a 
very  sandy  foundation;  there  is  no  evi« 
dence  of  any  real  contrariety  in  Judge 
Kane*8  opinions.  The  allegation  of  the 
British  Government  is,  that  in  May,  Judge 
Kane  said  it  was  not  contrary  to  the 
American  law  to  pay  the  passage  of  a 
person  going  to  enlist  abroad ;  but  while 
the  opinion  of  September  is  authentically 
reported  in  the  official  reports  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Court,  the  opinion  of  May 
is  a  paragraph  out  of  a  newspaper,  a  para- 
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graph  which  grossly  misquotes  the  Ameri- 
can law,  bj  asserting  that  it  is  an  offence 
ia  an  American  citizen  to  go  beyond  the 
bound aries  of  the  United  States  with 
intent  to  enlist.  Of  course  an  abridg- 
ment, a  mere  synopsis  of  what  is  said, 
does  not  contain  those  details  and  expla- 
nations without  which  it  is  impossible  to 
give  jadteial  force  and  meaning  to  the 
words  of  a  magistrate.  But,  after  all, 
there  is  nothing  in  Judge  Eane*s  opinion, 
assuming  the  paragraph  to  be  correct. 
He  says:  — '*  I  do  not  think  that  the  pay- 
ment of  the  passage  from  this  country  of 
a  man  who  desires  to  enlist  in  a  foreign 
port  comes  within  the  Act."  That  is  his 
bare  and  naked  proposition  ;  but  you  insert 
in  it  other  words — you  say  that  because 
the  payment  of  the  passage  of  a  man  does 
not  in  itself  constitute  an  offence,  ergo^ 
the  payment  of  the  passage  of  a  man  by 
the  British  Government  does  not  consti- 
tute an  offence.  The  two  cases  are  very 
different.  Suppose  my  right  hon.  Friend 
near  me  and  I  reside  in  the  United  States; 
he  is  rich  and  I  am  poor ;  I  tell  him  that 
my  feelings  are  with  the  old  country  in 
the  war  in  which  she  is  engaged,  and  that 
I  will  go  to  Halifax  and  enter  her  ser- 
vice if  he  will  assist  me.  I  do  not  appre- 
hend that  my  right  hon.  Friend  would  be 
guilty  of  an  offence  if  he  complied  with 
my  request.  Would  not  that  be  a  totally 
different  case  from  the  payment  of  money 
by  the  British  Government  to  its  agents 
for  the  purpose  of  inducing  men  to  go ; 
That  is  not  all.  Judge  Kane's  opinion 
was  given  at  the  cud  of  May,  but  what 
were  you  doing  at  the  beginng  of  May, 
in  April,  in  March?  Then  jou  had  the 
construction  put  upon  the  law  by  your 
own  lawyer,  yet  you  fall  back  for  your 
justification  upon  an  unauthenticated  para- 
graph in  an  American  newspaper  coming 
long  after  the  acts  with  which  you  are 
charged  had  been  committed.  Such  is 
the  celebrated  case  of  Judge  Kane's 
opinion !  In  the  beginning  of  March 
your  own  lawyer  told  you  the  meaning 
of  the  American  law ;  why  did  you  not 
act  upon  it?  Why  did  you,  long  after 
it  had  been  communicated  to  vou,  and 
long  before  Judge  Kane  opened  his  mouth, 
give  men  free  passages  and  hard  cash,  and 
offer  them  other  inducements  to  enlist ! 
The  two  chief  points  urged  in  defence  of 
the  Government  are  the  apology  and  the 
abandonment.  I  have  alreii^dy  spoken  of 
the  apology-^now  where  is  the  abandon- 
ment ?     This  is  one  of  the  most  mysterious 
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and  singular  parts  of  a  case  which  contains 
much  that  is  singular  and  mysterious.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter) 
said  the  mistake  was  no  sooner  discovered 
by  the  Government  than  it  was  corrected : 
and  last  year  a  question  was  put  by  the  vigi- 
lance of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck),  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  gave 
an  answer  that  was  very  satisfactory  to  the 
country.     The  noble  Lord  said  that,  not 
only  had  recruiting  been  abandoned  in  the 
United  States,  but  that  even  our  dep6t  at 
Halifax  had   been   abandoned  —  that  the 
exercise  of   an    unquestioned    right  had 
been  foregone  rather  than  the  risk  should 
be  run  of  having  the  slightest  misunder- 
standing with  the  American  Government. 
I  am  astonished  to  see  the  evidence  as  to 
this  point ;    it  absolutely  demands  a  full, 
detailed,  and  careful  explanation.     On  the 
22nd  of  June,  Lord  Clarendon   addresses 
a  letter  to  Mr.  Crampton,  which  may  be 
construed  as  an  order  for  the  abandonment 
of  the  recruiting  scheme.     The  noble  Lord 
states  that  the  abandonment  takes  place  by 
the  desire  of  the  Minister  for  War,  and 
that  similar  letters  will  be  addressed  to 
the  Governors  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Canada. 
If  letters  containing  those  orders  had  been 
so  sent  the  proceedings  would  have  been 
altogether  discontinued ;    the   subsequent 
correspondence  assumes   that    they   were 
discontinued,  and  consequently   when  the 
American  Government   at  a   much  later 
period    complained   of    their   continuance 
they  were  taunted  with  the  fact  that  even 
before  they  had  had  time  to  make  a  com- 
plaint—namely, on  the  22nd  of  June,  the 
scheme  had  beea  abandoned.      Was  it  or 
was  it  not  abandoned  ?     Now,  I  am  con- 
fident that  the  letter  of  the  22nd  of  June 
was  intended  to  be  sent;  but  aonoe  unfor- 
tunate mishap  appears  to  have  befallen  it; 
we  do  not  know  the  course  it  took,  and  no 
explanation  respecting  it  ia  given.    A  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  dates  of  the  alleged 
abandonment  is    important,    because   the 
Americans  have  been  condemned  in  this 
country  as  highly  unreasonable  on  account 
of  having  complained  of   acts  which  had 
been  put  an  end  to  long  before  those  com- 
plaints were  made.     That  is  a  moat  im- 
portant  statement,  if  true,    but    a   moat 
extraordinary  figment  if  not   true,   and  a 
grievous  wrong  to  the  American  Govern- 
ment.    I  am  convinced  that  there  was  no 
intentional  misstatement  made  with  regard 
to  the  time  at  which  the  abandonment  of 
the  recruiting   system  bj   her    Majesty's 
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Government  took  place ;   but  at  the  same 
time  let  na  see  at  what  time  the  abandon- 
ment real] J  did  take  place :   and  to  arrive 
at  that  we  must  consider  the  statements 
of  Mr.  Crampton  and  Sir  Gaspard  le  Mar- 
chant  as  to  when  they  first  became  cogni- 
ssnt  of  the  wishes  of  the  Government  in 
that  respect.     Mr.  Crampton  states  that 
he  first  became  aware  of  the  desire  of  the 
British  Government  to  abandon  the  scheme 
of  recruiting  on  the  2nd  of  August.     Sir 
Gaspard  le'  Marchant,  whose  position  was 
of  stiU   more  importance,  because   liali- 
fftz  was   the   great  centre  of  operation, 
states     that    it    was     on     the    17th     of 
August  that   he   first  received    an   inti- 
m&Uon  that  he  was  to  cease  his  proceed* 
ings,  and  even  then  he  did  not  receive  the 
intimation  from  the  Colonial  Secretary  at 
home,  but  through  Mr.  Crampton.     Her 
Majesty's  Government  found  out,  there- 
fore, that  during   this  period  these  pro- 
ceedings were  going  on  and  were  being 
complained  of,  and  yet  to  those  complaints 
they  retorted  that  they  had  abandoned  the 
scheme  of  recruiting  long  ago,  and  Lord 
Clarendon,  in  a  somewhnt  contemptuous 
tone,  stated  that  recruiting  had  long  ceased, 
at  the  same  time  expressing  the  opinion 
that  the  American  Government  had  not 
appreciated  as  they  ought  to  have  done 
the  eondact  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in 
abandoning  those  proceedings.     He  stated 
that  the  abandonment  of  recruiting  took 
place  on  the  22nd  of  June ;  but,  as  I  have 
pointed  out  to  the  Hou»e,  the  letters  order- 
ing a  diseoDtinuance  of  the  system  reached 
Mr.  Crampton  only  on  the  2nd  of  August, 
and  Halifax  on  the  17th  of  the  same  month. 
It  appears  to  roe,  then,  that  we  originally 
commenced    a  system  of  concealment  to- 
wards the  American  Government ;  and  not 
only  did  we  do  that,  but  we  also  adopted 
measares  calculated  to  mislead  them.     It 
appears  that  we  took  the  most  trustworthy 
opinion  aa  to  the  law  of  the  United  States, 
and  DoC  only  acted  against  that  opinion, 
but  eootinaed  to  do  so  for  many  months 
After  the  time  at  which  we  professed  to 
hare  abandoned  the  course  which  we  had 
eomroeoeed.       After  this  can  the  House 
say  that    ibe  American  Government  had 
BO  just  eauae  for  complaint  ?     Can  we  re- 
fuse to  admit  a  wrong  to  America,  because 
the  Goverament    assert    that  no   wrong 
whatever  has    been  done  ?     It  appears  to 
Ke  to  be  that  aort  of  case  which  scarcely 
admits  of  farther  argument  or  illustration. 
If  it  is  to  be  made  a  matter  of  dispute  that 
iay  eause  of  complaint  has  been  given  to 


the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
then  I  think  that  we  may  fold  our  arms  in 
despair  and  say,  '*  Even  in  this  imperfect 
world  some  things  have  hitherto  been  held 
to  be  real,  and  beyond  the  possibility  of  a 
doubt ;  but  henceforth  nothing  is  certain, 
there  is  nothing  upon  which  reliance  can 
be  placed,  there  is  nothing  which  may  not 
be  made  a  subject  for  captious  disputation." 
It  is  said  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  in- 
structions of  the  British  Government  to 
cause  a  wrong  to  the  American  Govern- 
ment. Now,  what  is  the  real  fact  ?  That 
there  was  not  a  single  act  with  which  the 
Government  were  not  acquainted.  Lord 
Clarendon,  arguing  with  the  American 
Government,  says  that  anything  short  of 
the  conclusion  of  an  actual  contract  to  en- 
list within  the  limits  of  the  United  States 
may  be  done,  and  innocently  done.  Now, 
that  is  one  way  of  avoiding  responsibility, 
because  a  contract  is  governed  by  the  lejc 
loci,  and  therefore  a  contract  to  enlist 
could  not  be  concluded  at  all ;  and  he  then 
goes  on  to  say  to  the  agents  of  the  Govern- 
ment, "  You  may  persuade  persons  to  en- 
list, yon  may  assist  them  in  so  doing,  you 
may  pay  their  passage  to  a  place  where 
they  can  be  enlisted,"  although  such  an 
opinion  was  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  the 
American  courts,  contrary  to  the  opinion 
of  his  own  law  officers,  and  contrary  to  the 
declaration  of  Mr.  Lumley  himself,  the 
agents  of  the  British  Government.  Well 
but,  says  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire, *'  The  American  Government 
has  accepted  the  apologies  which  have  been 
made."  Now,  Sir,  I  admit  that  such  is 
the  case,  and  I  do  not  seek  to  detract  from 
the  force  of  what  they  have  done.  But  a 
most  extraordinary  state  of  things  has  been 
brought  about.  The  American  Govern- 
ment acquits  the  British  Government,  but 
at  the  same  time  punishes  Mr.  Crampton 
and  the  three  consuls ;  white  the  British 
Government  maintains  and  acquiesces  in 
the  acts  of  its  agents,  and  yet  accepts  with 
satisfaction  its  own  acquittal.  This  is  a 
simple  unadorned  statement,  it  contains  no 
heightening  epithets,  and,  indeed.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  epithet  could  heighten  it. 
Mr.  Crampton  has  been  made  a  scapegoat 
— by  whom  is  a  question  which  I  will  not 
discuss — but  I  want  to  know  what  single 
act  of  Mr.  Crampton  has  not  been  fully 
covered  by  the  British  Government — and 
whether  it  would  not  be  contrary  to  the 
character  and  practice  of  this  House,  when 
there  is  no  single  action  of  Mr.  Crampton 
which  has  not  met  with  the  approval  of 
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the  Government,  to  allow  any  distinction 
to  be  drawn  between  the  proceedings  of 
Mr.  Grampton  and  those  of  the  British 
Governoaent.  I  admit  fully  the  honourable 
conduct  in  this  respect  of  those  who  sit 
upon  the  Treasury  bench,  because  they 
have  not  attempted  to  draw  any  such  dis- 
tinction in  debate ;  but  whether  they  have 
not  practically  drawn  that  distinction  is  a 
matter  open  to  more  argument.  The  dis- 
missal of  Mr.  Grampton  was  either  right 
or  wrong.  Now,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Leominster  (Mr.  J.  G.  Philli- 
more)  says  that  it  is  the  undoubted  right 
of  any  State  to  ask  for  the  withdrawal  of 
any  Minister  accredited  to  it  at  its  own 
pleasure,  and  without  assigning  any  reason. 
Now,  I  am  not,  like  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  qualified  professionally  to  deal 
with  that  subject;  but,  from  referring  to 
authorities  upon  the  subject,  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  some  reason  should  be  as- 
signed, and  in  the  present  instance  the 
American  Government  have  admitted  that 
principle,  because  they  have  assigned  a 
reason.  But,  Sir,  what  an  extraordinary 
course  is  that  adopted  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman !  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  that  the  American  Govern- 
ment had  a  perfect  right  to  demand  the 
dismissal  of  Mr.  Grampton,  and  he  gives 
that  as  a  reason  for  supporting  the  conduct 
of  a  Ministry  which,  when  the  demand  was 
made,  refused  to  comply  with  it.  That, 
Sir,  appears  to  me  a  considerable  anomaly. 
The  American  Government  had  either  re- 
ceived just  cause  for  offence  or  not.  If  it 
had,  then  it  had  a  right  to  make  a  demand, 
which  ought  to  have  been  complied  with. 
If  it  had  not,  then  it  had  no  right  to  make 
the  demand  for  the  recall  of  Mr.  Grampton, 
and  the  dismissal  of  that  Gentleman  ought 
not  to  have  been  accepted  as  it  has  been. 
And  whatever  happens,  the  Government 
ought  not  to  allow  matters  to  remain  in 
their  present  doubtful  and  anomalous  state; 
for  to  allow  Mr.  Dallas  to  remain  here, 
and  at  the  same  time,  by  not  replacing 
Mr.  Grampton,  to  exhibit  a  certain  amount 
of  ill-feeling  to  the  American  Government, 
does  not  redound  to  the  credit  or  honour 
of  thecountry«  It  is  true  that  if  we  send 
a  substitute  fur  Mr.  Cramptun,  it  is  going 
far  towards  admitting  that  the  Americans 
have  received  just  cause  of  offence ; 
but  that  they  have,  can  any  one  in  this 
House  seriously  doubt  ?  It  is  impossible 
for  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  read  the  Blue- 
book  and  question  whether  the  law  of 
America  has   been    brukeu.      I   will  not 
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enter  into  the  inquiry  whether  the  ques- 
tion was  one  which  it  was  worth  the  whilo 
of  the  American  Government  to  raise;  that 
is  a  matter  for  them  to  judge.     It  might 
have  been  a  more  generous  course  not  to 
raise  it,  but  no  one  can  dispute  its  right  to 
raise  it.     We  commenced  by  a  course  of 
concealment,  and  even  now,  so  far  as  the 
vast  majority  of  the   public  and  even  of 
Members  of  this  House  is  concerned,  the 
whole  affair  is  so  con) plicated  with  dates 
and  events,  which  require  great  pains  and 
study  to  extract  from  these  papers,  so  loug 
buried  in  the  archives  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
that    very   imperfect    information   exists. 
The  ultimate  judgment,  however,  of  this 
House  and  of  the  country  is  not  doubtful, 
as  may  be  gleaned  from  the  character  of 
this  debate.      At   the  commencement  of 
the  debate,  several  hon.  Members  rose  to 
deprecate  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  ;  but  all  carefully  avoided  giving 
any  opinion  on,  or  defending  the  conduct  of, 
the  Government.  The  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Spooner)  deprecated  the  policy 
of  raising  the  present  discussion,    but  he 
carefully  avoided  giving  any  ^opinion  upon 
its  merits.      The  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose carefully  avoids  defending  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Government,  hut  he  says 
that  they  do  not  deserve  the  censure  of  this 
House  of  Gommons,  and,  to  prove  his  po- 
sition, he  has  condescended  to  throw  upon 
Mr.    Grampton    the    responsibility  which 
ought  to  belong  to  his  employers.     It  la 
impossible  that  the  result  of  this  discussion 
can  have  any  effect  on  the  real  question, 
whether    the  law  of    America   has    been 
broken.     The  evidence  on  that    point  is 
smashing — it  is  impossible  to  resist  it — it 
only  required  to  be  sifted.     There  is  no 
principle  on   which   the  contrary  can   be 
maintained,  unless  a  principle  which  would 
render  all  construction  impossible  and  all 
intercourse  between  nations  absurd.      I  do 
not  deny  that  it  is  a  question  which  deserv- 
ed discussion  in  this  House.      I   do  not 
know  what  may  be  the  intentions  of  the 
hon.   Gentleman  who   made   the    Motion, 
not  being  in  his  counsels  ;  but  he  lias  acted 
on  his  privilege  as  an  independent  Member. 
The  debate  which  has  taken  place  will,  I 
believe,  not  be  altogether  free  from   incon- 
venience, but  I  am  certain  that  it  will  have 
this  great  advantage,  that  it  will  tend  to 
the  real  elucidation  of    the  facts.       It  is 
for  the  true,  substantial,  and  permanent 
interest  ipf  the  two  countries  that  the  facta 
should  be  elucidated.      If  the  Atnericau 
people  are  made  aware  of  the  facts,   they 
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trill  take  care  that  their  Government  does 
not  heedlessly  carry  them  into  a  quarrel. 
The  English  people,  too,  when  properly  in- 
fonned  on  the  subject,  will  also  exercise  a 
similar  salutary  influence,  and  this  debate 
is  the  first  effort  made  to  bring  a  know- 
ledge uf  the  facts  to  the  mind  of  the  Eng- 
lish  people.      Hitherto,    the   facts   have 
ne?er  been  brought  to  the  test  of  argu- 
ment.     They  have  been  the  property  of 
the  writers  or  of  persons  using  them  for 
purposes  of  their  own  ;  and  they  were  now 
for  the  first  time  exposed  to  free  discus- 
sion.    I  was  sorry  when  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  attempted  to 
put  a  close  to  this  debate  last  night,  but  I 
do  not  suppose  that  the  discussion  is  of  the 
most  agreeable  character  to  the  Govem- 
nie&t.     I  grant  that  my  noble  Friend  acts 
OD  i  sound  general  rule  in  giving  the  weight 
of  his   authority  against  the  practice  of 
frequent  adjournments  of  debate  ;  but  the 
importance  of  this  matter  is  hardly  to  be 
orerstated.      The  facts  with   respect  to 
American  law  are  too  clear  for  sophistry 
itself  to  disguise.     If  it  were  possible  to 
insure  the  real  study  of  the  Blue-book  by 
all  the    Members   of   this    House,  there 
would  be  no  serious  difference  of  opinion 
lemuning  as  to  whether  the  American  law 
bad  been  observed  or  not.     If  persoi»s  re- 
sponsible for  tho    consequences  of    their 
opinions   were  prepared  to  take  up  this 
question,  I  should  not  hesitate  to  give  my 
adhesion  to  an  authentic  expression  of  jhe 
sentiment  of  the  House  ;  but,  in  an  ab- 
stract vote  of  censure,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  participate.     When  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  said  this  was  a  party  question,  I 
ctjuld  not  help  hoping  that  he  would  not 
gtfe  the  weight  of  his  charocter  against 
party  combioations  in  this  House,  which 
are  associated    with    some    of    the    best 
chapters   in   our  history.     When    I   look 
Wk  to  the  period  when  party  combina- 
tions were  strong  in  this  House — when  Sir 
Hobert  Peel  was  on  those  (the  Opposition) 
benches,  and  Lord  John  Russell  on  these,  1 
thinks  though  many  mistakes  and  errors 
were  committed  on  both  sides,  that,  on  the 
vhole,  the  Government  of  the  country  was 
honourably  and  efficiently  carried  on.     I 
believe  that  the  day  for  this  country  will  be 
a  happy  day  when  party  combinations  shall 
he  restored   on  such  a  footing.     But  this 
question,  instead  of  being  a  party  question, 
B  a  most  remarkable  illustration  of   the 
diaorganised  atate  of  parties;  and  of  the 
eoDseqaent    iiupotency   of    tho   House   of 
Commona   to  express  a  practical  opinion 


with  respect  to  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
country.  Under  these  circumstances,  the 
only  resource  left  to  me  is  the  undisguised 
expression  of  the  opinions,  which  I  strongly 
and  conscientiously  (perhaps  erroneously) 
feci  after  the  study  of  these  papers.  I  have 
had  the  privilege  of  expressing  those  opin- 
ions freely  and  strongly— a  privilege  which 
I  would  not  have  waived  on  any  account 
when  I  consider  the  bearing  of  the  case 
with  respect  to  the  American  alliance, 
which  I  so  highly  prize;  or  with  respect  to 
that  which  I  still  more  highly  prize  and 
more  dearly  love — the  honour  and  fair  fame 
of  my  country. 

Mb.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORB  explained. 
His  expression  with  regard  to  Judge  Kane 
was,  that  Judge  Kane  had  —  no  doubt, 
conscientiously— changed  his  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  neutrality-laws;  and  that 
if  so  eminent  a  Judge  as  that  had  been 
in  doubt  as  to  the  real  interpretation  of 
the  law,  it  was  excusable  in  an  English 
consul. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
was  conscious  of  the  disadvantage  of  fol- 
lowing so  accomplished  a  speaker  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  ;  but  he  was  greatly  relieved  by  the 
impossibility  which  he  felt  in  believing  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  earnest 
in  the  arguments  which  he  had  used.  lie 
was  utterly  unable  to  see  in  what  way  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  connected  his  argu- 
ments with  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had 
arrived.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
menced by  telling  the  House  that  he  should 
not  vote  in  the  same  lobby  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo ;  but  he  went  on  to  de- 
liver a  speech  which,  if  it  was  sincerely  felt, 
was  completely  irreconcilable  with  the  con- 
clusion which  he  had  enunciated.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  but  think  that  what  they 
had  just  heard  was  a  mere  intellectual  excr- 
citation,  which,  indeed,  if  it  were  to  have 
any  effect  at  all,  must  lead  to  an  entirely 
different  vote  to  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  meant  to  give.  True, 
the  rii^ht  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  House 
very  clearly  what  it  was  that  he  should 
have  wished  to  see.  He  complained  very 
much  that  the  nngels  on  the  other  side  had 
feared  to  tread  where  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  had  rushed  in,  and  he  avowed  that 
if  the  party  on  the  opposite  benches  had 
not  felt  their  obligation  to  their  country  to 
be  greater  than  their  views  of  personal  in- 
terest, and  if  they  had  led  this  attack,  he 
would  have  been  in  their  nmks,  provided 
they  had  directed  it  to  seizing  the  Govern- 
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ment  from  tbe  bands  of  those  who  now  | 
held  it.  Bot»  farther  than  that,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  bold  enough  to 
say  that  the  American  Goyemment  did 
not  know  their  own  case/  and  that  they 
ought  not  to  have  anriTed  at  the  satisfac- 
tory terminntion  of  the  matter  that  they 
had.  After  telling  the  House  that  he 
would  dismiss  altogether  from  considera- 
tion the  evidence  of  Hertz  and  Slroebel. 
and  the  affidavits  subsequently  made,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  some  mysterions 
and  wonderful  process,  would  make  it  ap- 
pear that  the  American  lawyers  did  not 
know  their  business — that  they  did  not 
understand  their  own  law,  and  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  there  were  abundant  mate- 
rials on  which  to  form  a  conclusion  which 
were  never  produced  at  the  trial.  The 
right  ^)on.  Gentleman's  view  of  the  pre- 
sent position  of  this  question  was,  that  the 
English  Government  were  happy  to  ac- 
quiesce in  their  own  acquittal,  and  that 
Mr.  Crampton  was  the  scapegoat  whom 
they  were  willing  to  sacrifice  as  the  price 
of  their  own  exoneration ;  but  he  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  had  evidently  studied  these 
papers  with  the  greatest  care,  should  ex- 
pect the  House  of  Commons  to  adopt  an 
opinion  entirely  at  variance  with  that  which 
the  American  Government  had  expressed, 
.  and  had  placed  on  record  in  Mr.  Marcy*s 
despatch  of  the  27th  of  May.  Surely,  the 
^merican  Government  knew  their  own 
case  better  and  were  better  able  to  say 
what  ought  to  satisfy  them  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  they  in  Mr.  Marcy's 
despatch  had  stated,  that  they  were  abun- 
dantly satisfied  with  the  explanations  which  \ 
they  had  received  from  the  British  Govern- 
ment, and  that  they  were  perfectly  con- 
yinced  that  there  never  was  any  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  British  Government  to 
offend  either  against  the  municipal  law  or 
against  what  they  were  fond  of  calling 
"  the  Sovereign  rights  of  the  United 
States."  The  real  position  of  the  matter 
was  simply  this — and  it  was,  no  doubt, 
perfectly  well  known  to  the  acute  mind  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Ame- 
rican Government,   in  effect,  say  in  this 

despatch : — 

'*  Yoa  (the  British  Government)  have  exonerat- 
ed yoarseWes,  but  your  agents  have  acted  indis- 
creetly— the.?  have  been  led  into  the  commission 
of  acts  which  we  perfectly  see  were  altogether 
foreign  to  your  instructions,  and  you  are  therefore 
bound  to  recall  them." 

To  this  the   British  Governnient  replied, 
by  asking  for  the  evidence  on  which  the 
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American  Government  had  arrived  at  this 
conclusion.     To   what  evidence    did   the 
American   Government   point?    Why,  to 
that  very  evidence  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  himself  admitted  to  be  alto- 
gether unworthy  of  belief.     The  British 
Government  said,  in  reply,  that  they  could 
not  accept  such  testimony  in  the  face  of 
the  declarations  of  our  Minister  and  of  our 
consuls  as  conclusive  proof  of  their  indis- 
cretion.    Mr.  Marcy  did  not  complain  of 
our  not  adopting  the  American  view  of  the 
matter  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  allowed,  in  the 
fairest  manner,  that  there  might  be  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  as  to  the  correct  conclu- 
sion to  be  drawn  from  the  evidence  pro- 
duced, with  reference  to  the  complicity  of 
Mr.   Crampton  and  the  consuls  ;   but  he 
maintained    that    his    Government    wero 
bound  to  accept  the  conclusion  drawn  by 
their  own  courts  of  justice,  and  that,  con- 
sequently, as  we  would  not  withdraw  Mr. 
Crampton,  they  were  compelled  to  dismiss 
him.     How  could  that  possibly  be  repre- 
sented   as    an    intentional    insult  to  this 
country  ?   Nothing  was  more  common  in 
life  than  that  from  the  same  facts,  ditferent 
conclusions   should    be  drawn.     Nothing 
could    be   more   natural   and   reasonable, 
therefore,  than  the  position  in  which  the 
matter  at  present  stood.     The  American 
Government  said,  they  were  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  conduct  of  our  Government ; 
but  that  they  differed  from  us  as  to  the 
bejiring  and    yaluo  of    certain    evidence 
affecting  our  agents,  and  they,  not  being 
bound  to  attach  so  much  moral  weight  to 
their  declarations  as  we  did,  had  deter- 
mined to  net  upon  their  own  conclusions 
and  to  dismiss  them.    That  was  the  simple 
state  in  which  the  matter  now  stood.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  maintained 
that  the  American  Government  ought  not 
to  have  been  so  easily  satisfied,  that  they 
ought  to  have  formed  an  entirely  different 
conclusion.     This,  he  submitted,  was  not 
the  view  which  this  country  ought  to  take 
of  the  matter.    It  was  exactly  one  of  those 
things  which  had  been  wisely  deprecated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Spooner).  The  adoption  of  this  view  of 
the  matter  in  the  House  of  Commons  would 
produce  ten  times  as  much  mischief  as  any 
argument,  any  representation,  which  could 
be  found  in  the  despatches  of  Mr.  Marcy  or 
in  the  disquisitions  of  Mr.  Caleb  Gushing. 
Now,  before  examining  the  arguments  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  in  order  to 
fix  the  data  on  which  this  question  ought 
to  be  argued,  it  was  necessary  to  ascertain 
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first  of  all,  what  the  law  of  the  case  was. 
He  had  observed  in  the  Aniericaa  de- 
spatches, and  in  the  arguments  addressed 
to  the  House,  a  great  deal  of  looseness  and 
want  of  precision  in  the  representations  of 
the  law  upon  this  subject.  At  one  time 
the  whole  complaint  in  the  American  papers 
was,  that  there  bad  been  an  invasion  of 
the  munictpal  law  of  the  United  States. 
[**  Hear,  hear  ! "]  At  another  time,  as  the 
hon.  McDiber  who  cheered  had  no  doubt 
seen,  they  altogether  abandoned  that  posi- 
tion, and  rested  their  case  more  particu- 
larly and  more  anxiously  upon  what  they 
called  an  invasion  of  their  rights  of  sove- 
reignty. Then  there  was  a  third  view  of 
the  matter  put  forth,  especially  by  Ameri- 
can writers — that  the  offence  committed 
by  this  country  consisted  not  in  a  direct 
invasion  of  the  municipal  law,  nor  in  any 
breach  of  the  international  law,  but  in  an 
attempt  to  evade,  and  by  so  evading,  to 
break  the  municipal  law.  It  was  requisite 
that  these  matters  should  be  well  under- 
stood. In  the  observations  which  ho  was 
about  to  make,  he  should  particularly  refer 
to  an  opinion  of  Mr.  Gushing,  which  bad 
been  put  forward  as  a  sort  of  manifesto  of 
ail  that  jurisprudence  could  supply  upon 
the  subject,  and  which  some  person  had 
been  at  the  expense  of  printing  and  exten- 
sively circulating,  no  doubt  with  a  view  to 
this  discussion.  In  this  document  the  ar- 
gomeot  was  based  not  so  much  upon  the 
municipal  law  of  the  United  States  as 
upon  an  exposition  of  international  law. 
Upon  an  examinatiou  in  the  original  lan- 
guage of  the  citations  from  the  writings 
of  jurists  made  by  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States,  it  would  be  found 
that  their  result  was,  that  international  law 
went  only  to  the  extent  of  forbidding  any 
nation  actually  to  enrol  or  enlist  soldiers  in 
the  territory  of  another.  [*'  Hear  !**]  Ac- 
tnally  to  enlist  or  enrol.  The  hon.  Member 
who  cheered  would  probably  think,  for  a 
moment,  that  he  might  understand  the  full 
meaning  of  those  words.  The  offence, 
therefore,  prohibited  by  the  international 
law  was  the  actual  enrolment  or  enlistment 
of  soldiers — What  Wolfius,  who  was  one 
of  the  authorities  referred  to,  termed  the 
nueriptio  miUtiw,  That  was  the  full  limit 
of  the  international  law  applicable  to  this 
case.  The  American  Attorney  General, 
in  page  1 1  of  this  great  pamphlet,  referred 
especially  to  a  treatise  of  Mr.  Wheaton  on 
international  law,  a  translation  by  Mr. 
Laurence,  and  the  admirable  commentaries 
of  Mr.  Chancellor  Kent.     Mr.  Wheaton, 


in  speaking  of  the  time  when  the  munici- 
pal law,  first  adopted  in  1790,  and  re- 
enacted  io  1818,  was  introduced  into  Ame- 
rica, cited  the  authority  both  of  Wolfius 
and  Vattel,  in  order  to  show  that  the  levy- 
ing of  troops  was  an  exclusive  prerogative 
of  sovereignty  which  no  foreign  Power 
could  lawfully  exercise,  within  the  terri- 
tory of  another  State,  without  its  express 
permission.  That  was  the  only  principle 
which  was  furnished  by  the  international 
law  in  reference  to  this  subject.  The  mu- 
nicipal law  of  the  United  States  went 
much  further ;  for  it  not  only  enforeed 
this  principle  of  the  international  law,  but* 
also  prohibited  any  person  from  hiring  or 
engaging  any  citizen  of  the  United  States 
within  the  territories  of  those  States  to  go 
to  a  foreign  country  to  be  there  enrolled  or 
enlisted  in  th^  service  of  a  foreign  Power. 
It  was  necessary  to  observe,  that  under 
the  municipal  law  it  was  requisite  that  the 
offence  should  be  committed  within  the 
territory  of  the  United  States.  With  re- 
gard to  the  third  point  of  the  argument, 
that  of  the  evasion  of  the  municipal  law  of 
the  United  States,  it  was  necessary  to  re- 
member that  the  principle  of  the  law  of 
the  United  States  was,  that  an  American 
citizen  might,  with  perfect  liberty,  expa- 
triate himself.  There  was  in  the  American 
law  no  such  principle  as  that  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  law  of  England,  and  was  em- 
bodied in  the  Act  against  enlisting  in  the 
service  of  foreign  Powers,  passed  in  the 
year  1819.  The  Americans  had  admitted 
the  possibility  of  persons  being  naturalised 
in  their  country  with  great  facility,  and 
they  had  a  corresponding  principle  that 
their  citizens  might  expatriate  themselves, 
and  put  on  a  different  citizenship,  except 
only  to  the  extent  to  which  they  were  ab- 
solutely forbidden  by  their  laws.  That 
principle  was  very  well  expressed  by  Mr. 
Marcy  in  a  despatch  which  would  be  found 
in  page  43  of  the  supplemental  papers. 
Mr.  Marcy  wrote  to  M.  Molina,  the  Minis- 
ter of  Costa  Rica  : — 

•<  The  right  of  expatriation  is  not,  I  believe, 
!  withheld  from  the  citizens  of  any  free  Govern- 
j  ment,  or  from  residents  under  its  jurisdiction. 
I  •  •  •  The  liberty  to  go  where  hopes 
I  of  better  fortune  may  entice  them  belongs  to  free 
men,  and  no  free  Government  withholds  it." 

Therefore,  in  considering  the  argument  on 
which  a  great  deal  of  stress  had  been  laid 
— that  the  British  Government  were  ex- 
posed to  censure  because  tlieir  proceedings 
were  deliberately  intended  to  enable  par- 
ties to  evade  the  law  of  the  Uuited  Slates 
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— it  miifit  be  remembered  that  there  was 
DO  principle  embodied  in  the  law  beyond 
the  letter  of  its  enactment.  The  law  was 
in  restraint  of  natural  liberty,  and  the  prin- 
ciple therefore  was  natural  liberty,  except 
so  far  as  it  was  expressly  and  positively 
restrained.  You  could  not  violate  the  prin- 
ciple of  such  a  law  unless  you  violated  its 
letter.  It  must  be  construed  strictly ;  it 
could  not  by  conptruction  be  extended  be- 
yond the  letter  of  the  enactment.  It  was 
idle  to  speak  of  a  breach  of  international 
law  where  there  was  no  breach  of  the  mu- 
nicipal law  of  the  United  States,  because 
the  municipal  law  went  beyond  the  inter- 
national. If  there  were  no  breach  of  the 
municipal  law,  a  multo  fortiori  there  could 
be  no  breach  of  international  law,  or  of  the 
rights  of  sovereignty  or  national  privileges 
of  America.  The  whole  of  that  argument 
was,  if  he  might  say  so,  very  respectfully, 
most  idle,  for  their  rights  of  sovereignty 
were  nothing  in  the  world  more  than  the 
^ower  of  preventing  the  enrolling  of  sol- 
diers within  their  territory.  These  rights 
of  sovereignty  were  embodied  in  their  own 
municipal  law,  and  consequently  the  ques- 
tion was  reduced  to  whether  we  had  violat- 
ed the  letter  of  that  law.  That  law,  let  it 
bo  remembered,  must  be  construed  strictly, 
and  not  in  an  enlarged  and  indefinite  ex- 
tent. It  must  be  taken  according  to  the 
letter,  according  to  the  exact  restraint 
which  it  put  upon  what  was  otherwise  the 
natural  right  and  liberty  of  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States.  With  this  introduction 
he  would  approach  the  arguments  which 
had  been  urged  with  so  much  force  and  so 
much  ingenuity  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone),  who  began  with  a 
reference  to  the  document  published  by 
Mr.  Angus  M'Donald.  Had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  understood  the  bearing  of  that 
document,  he  would  have  abstained  from 
the  remarks  and  the  arguments  which  he 
had  founded  upon  it.  He  bad  said  that 
Mr.  Crampton  not  only  practised  conceal- 
ment towards  the  American  Government, 
but  was  also  guilty  of  a  species  of  false 
suggestion,  because  he  went  to  the  Ame- 
rican Government,  referred  to  this  docu- 
ment, and  produced  a  letter,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  suppose 
was  written  for  that  very  purpose,  in  which 
he  stated  that  ho  had  prohibited  its  publi> 
cation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  so  good  as  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  ma- 
nifesto was  published  in  the  United  States 
— that  it  professed  to  be  issued  on  the  au- 
thority, in  the  name,  and  with  the  voice  of 
T/ie  Solicitor  General 


the  British  Government,  and  that,  holding 
out  an  offer  on  behalf  of  that  Government 
to  every  individual  who  might  be  willing  to 
accept  the  terms  of  the  proposal,  it  formed 
the  foundation  for  a  contract  with  all  who 
were  prepared  to  comply  with  the  speci- 
fied conditions.  If  the  handbill  bearing 
the  signature  of  "  Angus  M 'Donald  *'  had 
been  published  with  the  sanction  and  au« 
thority  of  Mr.  Crampton,  that  gentleman 
would  indeed  have  been  obnoxious  to  the 
censure  sought  to  be  cast  upon  him,  for 
the  document  would  have  amounted  to  a 
proposal  to  certain  individuals  then  beings 
in  the  United  States  to  enter  the  service 
of  a  foreign  Power.  There  would  thea 
have  been  a  clear  hiring  and  retaining 
within  the  United  States  of  persons  who 
were  willing  to  go  abroad  for  the  purpose 
of  being  enlisted.  Nothing  could  be  more 
precise  or  intelligible  than  the  proposals 
set  forth  in  Angus  McDonald's  placard. 
They  comprised  a  bounty  of  £6  or  30 
dollars,  *'  together  with  the  pay  of  8  dol- 
lars a  month,  rations,  good  clothing,  and 
warm  quarters."  But  it  was,  above  all 
things,  important  to  bear  in  mind  that  this 
manifesto,  so  far  from  being  sanctioned » 
was  expressly  repudiated  by  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton. [Sir  F.  Thesiger:  The  Bill  stated 
what  had  been  actually  done.]  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  wrong  in 
the  construction  which  he  put  upon  the 
handbill,  for  it  clearly  stated  that  *'  the 
British  Government  offer,*'  not  that  it  had 
offered.  That  the  Bill  did  not  refer  to  a 
past  transaction  was,  moreover,  clear  from 
the  concluding  passage  :  — 

"  It  is  hoped  that  those  effsctive  men  who  are 
DOW  sufferiDg  and  in  distress  will  avail  themselves 
of  this  rare  opportunity  of  bettering  their  condition 
before  it  is  too  late." 

Upon  the  receipt  of  the  information  that 

such    a   handbill   was  in   existence,   Mr. 

Crampton   wrote   the  following  letter  to 

Consul  Barclay; — 

"  Washington,  March  22, 1855. 
**  Sir^I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  2l8t 
instant,  inclosing  a  printed  handbill,  signed  An- 
gus  M'Donald.  and  informing  me  that  the  said 
M'Donald  states  to  you  that  he  has  issued  it  by 
the  authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
have  to  state  to  you  that  Angus  M'Donald  has  no 
authority  from  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the 
issue  of  the  handbill  in  question,  or  for  hiring  or 
retaining  any  person  in  the  United  States  to  go 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  same  with  intent  to  be 
enlisted  in  ller  Majesty's  service.  This  would 
constitute  an  infraction  of  the  Neutrality  Laws  of 
the  United  btates  (Act  of  Congress,  1818,  s  2); 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government,  however  desirous 
they  may  be  to  obtain  recruits  for  the  British 
army,  are  still  more  anxious  that  the  laws  of  a 
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State  with  vhieh  Iler  BCajesty  is  at  peace  shoold 
i      be  retpeetfd." 

It  was  clear  from  this  extract  that  Mr. 
CramptoD  pat  the  same  constniction  on 
the  handbill  for  which  he  (the  Solicitor 
I      Geoerai)  was  contending,  and  that,  per- 
eeiriog  that  it  inight  be  taken  to  consti- 
tute an  infraction  of  the  neutrality  laws  of 
the  United  States,  he,  so  far  from  de- 
.      ludiDg  the  American  Government,  or  at- 
'      tempting,  as  had  been  insinuated,  to  throw 
dust  in  their  eyes,  at  once  denounced  and 
repudiated  it.    It  had,  indeed,  been  darkly 
hinted  against  him  that  though   he  dis- 
avowed this  particular  document,  he  had 
acted  in  the  spirit  of  it,  and  had  agents 
tctlfely  employed  throughout  the  Union  in 
obtaining  recruits,  and  offering  proposals 
similar  to  those  which  it  contained.     But 
there  was  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
any  such  statement.     Except  in  the  taint- 
ed testimony  of  Ilertz  and  Stroebel — wit- 
nesses whom  the  right   hon.  Gentleman 
himself  admitted  to  be  utterly  unworthy 
of  credit — there  was  not  a  particle  of  evi- 
dence  throughout    these   proceedings   to 
iliow  that  Mr.  Grampton  had  done,  or  had 
gifen  to  any  human  being  authority  to  do, 
anything  at  all  approaching  to  what  was 
proposed  to  be  done  by  Angus  M'Donald. 
Dismissing,    then,   their    testimony,    the 
niatter  rested  without  any  foundation,  and 
that  point  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  fell  to  the  ground.     With  re- 
spect to  the   payments  made  by  Consul 
Mathew  to   Hertz   in   the  namo  of  Mr. 
Howe,  it  had  suited  the  purpose  of  the 
right  LoD.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)   to 
^1  in  qoeation  the  accuracy  of  the  news- 
paper report  which  represented  Judge  Kane 
as  having  expressed  an  opinion  that  those 
payments  did  not  involve  an  infringement 
of  the  manicipai  laws  of  the  United  States; 
be  said  it  was  a  mere  newspaper  report, 
and  was  totally  without   foundation.     He 
(the  Solicitor  General)  accepted    without 
n^rve  the  doctrine  that  we  should  not  ro- 
quire  the  American  Judges  to  bend  to  our 
ioterpretation  of  the  law.     He  concurred 
in  the  eologiums   pronounced  upon  those 
-earoed  peraonsy  and  admitted  that  he  had 
^  faolt  to  find  with  the  judgment  deliver- 
^  io  this  particular  case  by  Judge  Kane ; 
W  he  certainly  did  think  it  a  little  hard, 
^^at  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
^pQgned  the  accuracy  of  the  report  at- 
^iboting  a  certain  opinion  to  the  Judge  in 
^tioD  it  had  never  occurred  to  him  to 
'^wm  the  IJoaae  that  the  American  At- 
^7  General  bad    himself  quoted  and 


relied  on  that  opinion,  and  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  Attorney  General  coincided 
exactly  with  the  Report  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded.  Writing  to 
Mr.  Van  Dyke,  on  the  12th  of  September, 
1855,  Mr.  Caleb  Gushing  alluded  to  Judge 
Kane's  judgment  in  these  terms — 

**  This  Government  has,  of  course,  addressed 
to  that  of  Great  Britain  soch  demands  of  public 
redress  and  satisiaction  in  the  premises  as  the 
national  honour  requires.  But  the  Goyernment 
of  Great  Britain,  with  extraordinary  inattention 
to  the  grave  aspect  of  its  acts,  namely,  the  fla- 
grant vioUttion  of  our  sovereign  rights  involv- 
ed in  them,  has  supposed  it  a  sufficient  justifi- 
cation of  what  it  has  done  to  reply  that  it  gave 
instructions  to  its  agents  so  to  proceed  as  not  to 
infringe  our  municipal  laws  ;  and  it  quotes  the  re- 
mark of  Judge  Kane  in  support  of  the  idea  that 
it  has  succeeded  in  this  purpose.  It  may  be  so. 
Judge  Kane  is  an  upright  and  intelligent  Judge, 
and  will  pronounce  the  law  as  it  is,  without  fear 
or  favour." 

That  upright  and  intelligent.  Judge,  pro- 
nouncing the  law  with  such  conscientious 
accuracy,  had  given  it  as  his  opinion  that 
*'  the  payment  of  the  passage  of  a  man 
who  desired  to  enlist  in  a  foreign  port  did 
not  come  within  the  Act  of  1818,  com- 
monly  called   the   Neutrality   Law."     If 
this  were  so,  what  became  of  the  whole 
fabric  of  argument  attempted  to  be  raised 
on  the  allegation   that  money  had  been 
paid  for  travelling  expenses  by  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton  ?     Setting  aside  the  evidence  of  Hertz 
and  Stroebel,  who,  on  the  admission  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemnn  himself,  were  totally 
unworthy  of  credit,  there  was  not  the  faint- 
est pretext  for  anything  that  Mr. Grampton, 
or  any  agent  acting  in  the  name  of  the 
British  Goremment,  had  paid  one  farthing 
fur  the  purpose  of  hiring  or  retaining  any 
person  to  enlist  in  the  service  of  England. 
The  next  point  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was,  that  Mr.  Grampton  had 
concealed  from  the  Minister  of  the  United 
States  the  means  of  employment  he  had 
provided  for  the  persons  whom  he  desired 
to  hire  with  the  view  to  enlistment.     But 
did  Mr.  Marcy  make  that  complaint  ?     No. 
It  was  left  entirely  to  the  ingenuity  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  suggest  that  of 
which  Mr.  Marcy  never  dreamt.    He  would 
venture   to  trouble   the   House  with   the 
statements  of  Mr.  Marcy  himself,  which 
would   be  found  in  the  last  papers  laid 
upon  the  table.     In  his  last  despatch  Mr. 
Marcy,  speaking  of  Mr.  Grampton 's  repre- 
sentation of  what  took  place  on  the  22nd 
of  March,  and  citing  a  passago  in   Lord 
Clarendon's  letter  of  the  30th  of  April, 
said — 
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"  I  repeat  now,  with  entire  consoionsness  of  its 
accuracy,  what  I  stated  in  my  letter  of  the  38th 
of  December  last,  that  at  that  interview  on  the 
22nd  of  March — the  only  one  I  ever  had  with 
Mr.  Crampton,  as  he  admits,  in  which  the  re- 
cruitment business  was  alluded  to  •—  he  (Mr. 
Crampton)  had  satisfied  me  that  his  Gh>Ternment 
had  no  connection  with  it,  and  was  in  no  way 
responsible  for  what  was  doing  in  the  United 
States  to  raise  recruits  for  the  British  army. 
But  I  am  quite  certain,  that  on  no  occasion  has 
he  intimated  to  me  that  the  British  Qovernment, 
or  any  of  its  officers,  was,  or  had  been,  in  any 
way  concerned  in  sending  agents  into  the  United 
States  to  recrait  therein ,  or  to  use  any  induce* 
ments  for  that  purpose.  Nor  did  he  ever  notify 
to  me  that  he  was  taking,  or  intended  to  take, 
any  part  in  furthering  such  proceedings.  Such 
a  communication,  timely  made,  would  probably 
have  arrested  the  mischief  at  its  commencement. 
If  be  had  then  apprised  me  of  the  system  of  re- 
cruiting which  had  at  that  time  been  already  ar- 
ranged and  put  into  operation  within  the  United 
States  by  British  agents,  and  under  his  super- 
intending direction,  he  would  have  been  promptly 
notified,  in  the  most  positive  terms,  that  such  acts 
were  contrary  to  the  municipal  law,  incompatible 
with  the  neutral  policy  of  the  country,  a  violation 
of  its  national  sovereignty,  and  especially  excep- 
tionable in  the  person  of  the  representative  of 
any  foreign  Government." 

Here  they  came  to  the  introduction  into 
the  language  employed  upon  this  matter  of 
the  word  **  recruiting,"  a  word  used  by 
Mr.  Marcy  throughout  the  correspondence 
in  the  most  general  sense,  but  which  was 
not  to  be  found  in  the  American  law.  The 
complaint  of  Mr.  Marcy  was,  that  Mr. 
Crampton  never  represented  to  him  that 
agents  had  been  sent  into  the  United 
States  by  the  British  Government  to  ob- 
tain recruits.  But  this  was  begging  the 
very  question  in  dispute.  If  the  word 
'*  recruiting  "  was  taken  to  mean  enlist- 
ing, hiring,  or  engaging,  where  was  the 
evidence  that  such  a  thing  had  taken 
place  ?  There  was  not  a  tittle  of  proof, 
save  the  testimony  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  to  be  unworthy  of 
credit.  It  was  impossible  to  peruse  Mr. 
Marcy *8  letter  without  observing  that  he 
took  for  granted  the  yerj  point  in  con- 
troversy, and  assumed  that  there  had  been 
concealment  on  Mr.  Crampton *8  part.  Hav- 
ing now  gone  over  the  principal  topics 
adverted  to  in  the  eloquent  address  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  House  would 
perhaps  permit  him  to  recall  to  its  re- 
collection the  actual  issue  before  it.  The 
House  was  called  upon  to  pronounce  that 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should  have  been 
satisfied  with  the  means  adopted  by  the 
American  Government  to  try  the  facts  of 
this  case.  The  House  was  already  acquaint* 
ed  with  the  nature  of  the  evidence  adduced 
The  Solicitor  General 


before  the  court  of  law;  but  he  hoped 
that  he  ivuuld  be  excused  for  asking  their 
earnest  attention  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  American  jury  who  heard   the  case 
was  sought  to  be  influenced.     The  real 
idsue  to  be  determined  was  this : — Ought 
our  Government  to  have  been  content  with 
the  judicial  investigation  tiiat  took  place 
in  the  United  States,  and  with  the  de- 
cision   in    which    it    resulted  ?     In   Mr. 
Crampton's  last  despatch  an  account  was 
given  of  the  way  in  which  the  persons 
composing   the  grand  jury  were  got   to- 
gether, nominally   to  find  a  Bill  against 
Mr.  Hertz,  but,  in  reality  to  find  an  in- 
dictment against  our  Minister.    Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  complained  that  newspaper  re- 
ports of  the  trial  were  relied  upon;   but 
the  truth  was,  that  we  had  no  other  evi- 
dence of  the  proceedings  before  the  Court 
except   that  furnished  by   the   Americaa 
journals.     He  held  in  his  hand  a  pamphlet 
containing  a  republication  of  the  shorthand 
report  of  the  trial  taken  specially  for  The 
Pennsylvanian  newspaper.     The    impar- 
tiality of  this  report  might  be  judged   of 
from  the  fact  that  alt   the  inflammatory 
harangues  of  Mr.  Van  Dyke,  the  District 
Attorney  of  the  United  States,  were  given 
to  the  letter,  whereas  the  speeches  of  the 
counsel  for  the  defence  were  almost  sup* 
pressed.     The  following  was  the  language 
addressed  to  the  jury  by  the  District  At- 
torney, acting  under  the  immediate  direc* 
lion  of  Mr.  Cushing — 

"  I  have  said  that  the  war  In  the  Crimea  was 
conducted  by  the  British,  French,  and  other  na- 
tions, as  allies,  against  the  single  Power  of  Rus- 
sia.    I  have  said  that  the  consequences  of  that 
war  had  been  disastrous  to  the  besieging  parties, 
and  that  the  signs  of  the  times  indicated  a  still 
more  humiliating  fate.     The  English  army  kaTin^ 
met  the  most  serious  losses,  the  Government  of 
Great  Britain,  in  direct  violation  of  her  duty  to- 
wards us,  and  with  a  design  of  misleadin|f  those 
residents  of  the  United  States  who  did  not  fally 
comprehend  the  nature  of  our  laws,  devised    a 
plan  for  the  purpose  of  partially  regainings  tho 
position  and  standinjr  which,  in  the  absence   or 
the  proper  exercise  of  the  advanced  military  ex- 
perience of  the  age,  they  had  lost.     A  plaa  for 
this  purpose  was  adopted  and  attempted  to  be  car- 
ried out  by  his  Excellency  John  F.  CramptorA^ 
the  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  Her  Majesty,  a.^^ 
sisted  by  several  agents  of  the  British  liovenx^ 
ment,  within  the  territory  and  jurisdiction  of  tb^^ 
United  States,  and  I  think  you  will  be  satisfied 
Mr.  Crampton  thus  acted  with  the  knowledge  ara«j 
approbation  of  his  Government." 

In  a  suhsequent  part  of  the  same  address, 
after  a  very  animated  appeal  to  the  jurx^j 
altogether  dropping  the  name  of  ller^  \ 
and  levelling  the  accusation  against  M  r 
Crampton,  and  alleging  that  our  Mmist^^ 
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and  hia  associate  representativts  "gave 
directions  to  Captain  Stroebel  to  repair 
immediately  to  all  the  recruiting  offices  in 
the  United  States  and  order  the  persons 
engaged  in  those  offices  to  adopt  the  sys- 
tem which  they  had  prepared  for  the  guid- 
ance of  the  recruiting  agents  ;'*  the  Dis- 
tfict  Attorney  exclaimed,  *'  Honourable  and 
generous  Great  Britain !  and  oh,  most 
faithful  British  Ministers!'*  Referring  to 
the  final  speech  of  the  District  Attorney, 
on  summing  up  the  evidence,  the  pamphlet 
stated  that  Mr. Van  Dyke— 

'*  Closed  hia  remarks  bj  a  severe  oomnientaTy 
upon  the  baaenesa  and  perfldy  of  the  persons  en- 
gaged as  the  chief  actors  in  this  flagrant  attempt 
to  nolate  and  evade  the  laws  and  treaty  obliga- 
tions off  the  United  States,  and  expressed  the 
hope  that  the  result  of  this  ease  would  vindicate 
the  actios  of  the  Government  in  their  determina- 
tion to  Daiotaia  our  national  integrity  with  every 
nation  of  the  globe,  whether  it  is  or  is  not  in 
aeoordanoe  with  the  sinister  purposes  of  Great 
Brifisin.  By  forcing  this  indictment  thus  against 
this  defendant  the  Preaident  of  the  United  States 
has  stnick  as  near  the  Ttirone  of  Her  Majesty  as 
be  is  enabled  to  do  in  the  shape  of  a  criminal 
prooecution.  The  extended  privileges  and  pe- 
collar  protection  given  to  a  foreign  Minister  pre- 
vents, ao  &r  aa  he  is  concerned,  the  application 
of  the  criminal  code  of  the  ooantry,  although 
iaeh  foreign  Minister  may  be  proved  guilty  of 
acts  which,  if  committed  by  a  private  iudividualy 
would  make  him  a  felon." 

Ailading  to  Mr.  Cranipton,  the  Hon.  Joseph 

Howe,  and  Sir  Oaspsrd  le  Marchant,  the 

speaker  continued — 

"  You,  gentlemen,  may  rest  assured  that  in 
due  time  they  will  be  called  upon  by  our  able  and 
faithful  oflkers  at  Washington  to  make  proper 
atonement  for  the  grosa  insult  which  they  have 
Qflercd  to  oar  lawa  and  our  people." 

These  vere  some  of  the  statements  made 
St  a  trial  the  record  of  which  the  Ame- 
rican Government  alleged  compelled  them 
to  conelode  that  the  acts  complained  of 
vera  done  with  the  knowledge  and  at  the 
instigaCton  of  Mr.  Crampton.  If  language 
snch  as  that  had  been  used  against  Ame- 
rica by  the  Attorney  General  of  this  coun- 
try in  conducting  a  prosecution  on  hehalf 
of  oar  GoTemment,  would  not  offence  have 
been  juaily  taken  by  the  United  States  ? 
^oold  anybody  have  regarded  nn  investi- 
gation thus  conducted  as  a  satisfactory  and 
impartial  trial,  the  result  of  which  could 
be  aeeepted  aa  a  dispassionate  judicial  de- 
cisioQ  ?  Such,  assuredly,  would  not  have 
been  the  opinion  entertained  of  it.  And 
vet,  bow  atood  the  question  9  The  inquiry 
«8s  simply  this : — Ought  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  under  such  circnmstAnccs,  at 
oace  to  hare  consented  to  recall  their  Mi- 


nister, at  the  suggestion  of  the  American 
Government,  upon  the  proofs  appealed  to 
by  that  Government,  and  in  opposition  to 
the  assurances  of  Mr.  Crampton,  and  of  all 
the  o£Bcial  personages  with  whom  he  act- 
ed ?  He  thought  the  House  of  Commons 
would  be  of  opinion  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  acted  rightly.  That  was  the  simple 
question  that  was  at  issue  between  the 
House  and  the  American  Government. 
The  American  Government  wore  bound  to 
accept,  and  they  did  accept,  the  assurance 
— nay,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
preceded  him  was  one  of  the  first  who 
would  claim  for  that  assurance  the  fullest 
and  roost  ample  credit.  That  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  recollect  that  all  that  had 
been  done  had  been  nothing  more  than 
what  might  be  called  the  natural  conse- 
quences of  those  proceedings  which  were 
commenced  while  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  a  Member  of  the  Government  of 
Lord  Aberdeen.  The  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act  must  be  taken  as  the  law  of  this  coun- 
try, and  one  of  the  bases  of  those  pro- 
ceedings. We  were  also  bound  to  accept 
this,  that  it  was  the  result  of  the  statutes 
for  the  enlistment  of  soldiers.  Was  there 
a  place  in  Europe  where  we  could  go  in 
order  to  enlist  soldiers  with  so  much  pro- 
priety as  to  the  United  States?  And 
why  ?  The  States  contained  very  many 
of  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty,  and  they 
had  become  a  place  of  refuge  to  numbers 
who  owed  no  allegiance  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  beyond  that  due 
from  temporary  residents.  If,  therefore, 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  were  part  of 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  it  came  to  be 
part  of  the  obligation  of  the  Ministry  to 
execute  it**and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  say  that  it  should  be  suffered  to 
remain  a  dead  letter — he  (the  Solicitor 
General)  demanded  to  what  part  of  the 
globe  England  could  resort  with  greater 
reason  to  carry  it  into  effect  than  the 
United  States?  Not  only  were  we  likely 
to  find  a  greater  number  of  natural -born 
subjects  ready  to  respond  to  our  invitation 
in  the  United  States  than  elsewhere,  but 
it  was  a  country  where  the  municipal  law 
with  regard  to  the  allegiance  of  its  citi- 
zens was  lighter  and  more  easily  relaxed 
than  in  any  other  country ;  and,  therefore, 
in  resorting  to  it  we  were  resorting  to  a 
place  where  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act 
could  be  carried  into  effect  with  the 
least  injury  to  the  municipal  law.      Ha 
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trnsted,  then,  that  the  Houae  would  feel 
that  the  British  Government  were  under 
no  ohiigatiou  to  recall  Mr.  Grampton  on 
the  representations  of  the  American  Go- 
vernment. The  American  representations 
would  be  found  to  be  faulty  in  tlieir  basis ; 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  agree  with 
him  that  he  had  been  enabled  to  show  that 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, built  on  the  part  of  the  correspond- 
ence which  he  had  selected  for  reading, 
were  simply  a  fake  conclusion— -a  conclu- 
sion not  warranted  by  any  justifiable  view 
or  interpretation  of  the  municipal  law  of 
the  United  States,  or  of  the  exigencies  of 
the  international  law. 

SiK  JOHN  PAKINGTON:  I  leave  it 
to  the  House  and  the  country  to  decide 
between  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
and  those  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford.  The 
powerful  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has,  in  my  opinion,  completely  exhausted 
this  subject,  and  at  this  late  hour  1  would 
gladly  abstain  from  trespassing  upon  the 
time  of  the  House,  were  it  not  that,  hav- 
ing used  some  strong  expressions  with  re- 
ference to  this  subject  on  a  former  evening, 
it  may  fairly  be  expected  that  I  should  now 
vindicate  that  language.  I  am  also  desir- 
ous of  stating  frankly  my  opinion — an 
opinion  in  which  1  am  glad  to  find  myself 
supported  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  University  —  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  the  House  of  Commons  may 
fairly  and  properly  address  itself  to  the 
consideration  of  this  painful  subject.  In- 
deed, I  conceive  that  if  we  were  now  to  shrink 
from  the  discussion  of  this  question  we 
should  be  wanting  in  duty  to  our  country. 
The  papers  before  us  are  now  completed, 
and  they  tell  a  most  discreditable  tale, 
made  worse  by  the  last  which  have  been 
produced  ;  and  I  can  well  understand  that 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  may  desire  to 
avoid  a  discussion,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  may  well  have 
thought  that  a  reasonable  request  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  I  will  go  further, 
and  will  make  this  admission^I  am  willing 
to  admit  that  hon.  Members  who  are  pre- 
pared to  disregard  the  plausible  request 
made  by  the  Government  incnr  thereby 
considerable  responsibility.  But  the  crisis 
is  one  of  no  ordinary  importance.  The 
circumstances  of  the  case  are  peculiar  as 
well  as  important,  and  I  think  we  are  bound 
to  ask  ourselves — will  the  discussion  of 
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this  question  at  the  present  moment  be 
prejudicial  to  the  public  interests  ?     My 
firm  persuasion  is  that,  instead  of  being  in- 
jurious to  the  public  interests,  the  discus- 
sion of  this  subject  now  can  do  nothing  but 
good.      My  belief  is  that  the  settlement 
of  our  delicate  relations  with   the  United 
States  will  be  promoted  if  it  be  known 
to  the  public  and  to  the  American  citizens 
that   there  is  a  party  —  an   independent 
party — in   this   House   (nnd  I  care  little 
whether,  as   regards   the  division  in  the 
lobby,  1  stand  in  a  large  or  small  majority) 
which  will  consider  the  papers  before  us 
dispassionately,     and     raise     its    protest 
against  the  rashness  and   imprudence  by 
which  the  peaceful  relations  between  the 
two  countries  have  been  imperilled.  Enter- 
taining these  views,  I  feel  bound  to  tender 
my  thanks  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
for  the  decision  and  vigour  with  which  he 
has    disregarded    the   appeals   that   have 
been  made  to   him,   ana   has  decided  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  to  have  a  discussion  of  this  ques- 
tion upon  its  merits.     The  only  point,  with 
regard  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo,  on  which  1  differ  from  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  University,  is  as 
to  the  course  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
intends  to  adopt.     Whether  or  no  the  hon. 
Member   for  Mayo  intends  to  press   hia 
Motion  to  a  division  1  cannot  tell.    [  Cheers 
from  the  Ministerial  benches.]     Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  cheer  ;    I  really  know  not 
why.     [Renewed  cheering.]     I   have  no 
influence  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Majo. 
There  is  no  party  connection  between  that 
hon.  Gentleman  and  myself.      But  if   he 
takes  a  division  upon  this  subject,  I,  for 
one,  shall  undoubtedly  go  with  him  into 
the  lobby.     I  was  taken  to  task  the  other 
night  for  having  used  strong  expressions 
upon  this  subject.    Those  expressions  have 
been  repeated  during  the  present  debate. 
I  find  that  my  opinion  has  been  fully  borne 
out,   and  I  beg   to  state  that   I  do   not 
recede  from  one  word  I  uttered  on  the  oc- 
casion' to  which  I  refer.     The  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  asked 
last  night,  what  was  the  real  object  of  this 
Motion,  which  he  said   he  did  not  under- 
stand.    I  think  possibly  the  eyes  of  tho 
right  hon.  Baronet  may  have  been  opened 
by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Meml>er 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  to-night  ;  but 
if  that  is  not  the  case,  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  stating  what  1  consider  to  be  the  charges 
against  Her  Majesty's  Goverument   upou 


185 


Adjourned  De^te  {  Jult  1,  1856} 


(Second  Night), 


186 


this  subject.     Mj  opinion  is,  that  no  dis- 
passionate man   can   rise  from  a  careful 
perusal  of  the  papers  upon  the  tabic  with- 
out feeling  that  the  conduct  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  has  been  such  as  to  compromise  its 
cbaracter,  to   endanger  the  peace  of  the 
world,  and  to  bring  us  to  the  verge  of  a 
war  with  America.      The  result  of  this 
eooduct  has  been  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  have  offered  humiliating  apolo^ 
gies  to  the  United  States,  and  have  been 
subjected  to  the  indignity  of  having  their 
Ambassador  dismissed; — a  most    painful 
state  of  affairs,  to  which  I  am  convinced 
Her   Majesty's    Goyernment   would    not 
Lave  submitted  if  they  had  not  been  con- 
scious that  their  conduct  with  regard  to 
tbe  question  of  enlistment  had  been  inde- 
fensible.     How   is   it    that   the   Govem- 
meut  have  been  involved  in    this  dilem- 
ma?    I    maintain     that    it     has     been 
by  tbe  moat   unwise  and   imprudent  dis- 
regard  of  the  most  obvious  requirements 
both  of  general  international  luw  and  of 
the  municipal  law  of  the  United  States. 
Tbe  Solicitor  General  has  spoken  a  good 
deal  upon  that  subject  to-night,  and  I  con- 
fess I  was  rather  amused  at  that  part  of 
his  speech  in  which  he  expressed  a  great 
desire  that  any  one  who  wished  to  under- 
stand the  question  should  read  the  authors 
upon  international  law  in  the  original  lan- 
guages.    The  right  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
ford University  dwelt  in  terms  of  lamenta- 
tion upon  the  small  portion  of  mankind, 
not  excluding  this  House,  who  were  dis- 
posed to  study  Blue-books  ;  but  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  the  number  of  persons 
who  will  dive  into  international  law  in  the 
original  languages  is  still  more  limited.     I 
was  also  rather  amused   at  the  extreme 
dexterity   and    ingenuity  with   which   the 
Attorney  General  endeavoured  last  night 
to  draw  us  away  to  the  only  part  of  the 
American  law  on  the  subject  which   has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  point  at 
issue.      The     Home    Secretary   and    the 
Solicitor  General  have  followed  in  the  same 
attempt.      They  have  all  endeavoured  to 
fix  our  attention   upon  that  part  of  the 
American  law  under  which,  no  doubt,  Ame- 
rieaa  citisens  are  perfectly  free  to  enlist 
into  a  fiH^ign   service,  or  to  do  anything 
^se  they  please  when  out  of  tho  United 
States  ;  but  that  point  of  law  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  qaestion  relative  to  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and 
I  think  they    would  have  dealt  more  in- 
genooQtly  with    the   House  if   they   had 
iwcU  apon    that  part  of    the   American 


law  which  happily  docs  not  require  a  refer- 
ence to  the  "  original  '*  language,  for  no- 
thing could  be  more  plain  to  tbe  under- 
standing of  the  most  utilearned  reader  than 
the  municipal  law  of  the  United  States. 
Under  that  law,  according  to  Mr.  Grampton 
himself,  it  is  clearly  an  offence  to  hire  or 
detain  any  person  to  go  beyond  the  limits 
or  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  with 
intent  to  be  enlisted  ;  and,  in  my  opinion, 
it  has  been  by  an  entire  disregard  of  that 
law  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
involved  us  in  the  painful  difficulty  in  which 
we  now  find  ourselves  placed.  I  will  here 
advert  to  the  first  despatch  of  Lord  Cla- 
rendon, addressed  to  Mr.  Crampton,  and  in 
which  the  latter  was  desired  to  communi- 
cate with  Sir  Gaspard  lo  Marchant  and 
the  British  consuls  in  the  United  States 
on  the  subject  of  the  recruitment.  Before 
that  despatch  there  was  one  sent  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wilts  (Mr.  S.  Herbert),  who  was  at  that 
time  in  office,  the  colleague  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  University;  and 
here  I  cannot  help  expressiug  my  regret 
that  the  Government  of  that  day  did  not 
abstain  altogether  from  any  communication 
with  Mr.  Crampton.  The  Government 
made  a  serious  mistake  in  entertaining  tho 
idea  of  drawing  recruits  from  America  fot 
our  army;  but,  entertaining  it,  there  was 
only  one  mode  in  which  it  could  be  carried 
out  with  any  degree  of  prudence,  and  that 
was  by  limiting  their  efforts  to  our  own 
colonial  possessions.  If  our  Government 
had  opened  recruiting  offices  at  Halifax  and 
Quebec— where  we  know  that  loyal  colo- 
nists were  anxious  to  enter  into  our  service 
— colonists  whose  assistance  was  rejected 
by  the  Minister  of  the  Crown — and  had  ab- 
stained from  any  communication  either  with 
Mr.  Crampton  or  with  the  British  consuls 
in  tho  United  States,  I  think  they  might 
have  added  valuable  recruits  to  the  army; 
and  if  citizens  of  the  United  States  had 
chosen  voluntarily  to  engage  in  our  service, 
they  could  have  been  enlisted  without  fur- 
nishing ground  of  complaint  to  the  Ameri- 
can Government.  Again,  passing  on  to 
the  next  stage  of  the  proceedings,  1  can- 
not understand  how  our  Government,  after 
receiving  the  despatch  of  Mr.  Crampton, 
dated  Mai-ch  26,  giving  an  account  of  his 
first  intervie^v  with  Mr.  Marey,  and  show- 
ing clearly  what  the  feeling  of  the  Ameri- 
can Cabinet  was,  could  entertain  the  idea 
of  persevering  for  another  day  in  their  un- 
wise and  imprudent  policy  of  attempting 
to  raise  recruits  in  the  United  States.  They 
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ought  to  liave  abandoned  their  intentions 
immediately.  And  here,  Sir,  I  must  refer 
to  the  conduct  of  Lord  Clarendon  in  this 
matter,  though,  1  can  assure  the  House  and 
the  Government,  without  the  slightest  de- 
gree of  persona)  disrespect.  If  I  were  to 
speak  of  Lord  Clarendon  in  terms  of  per- 
sonal, disrespect,  sure  I  am  that  such 
language  would  find  no  response  either  in 
this  House  or  in  the  country  ;  but  we  must 
not  be  induced  by  feelings  of  a  prirate  na- 
ture to  compliment  away  the  interests  of 
England,  or  to  abstain  from  expressing  the 
opinion  which,  as  public  men,  we  entertain 
upon  a  question  of  national  importance. 
It  was  only  the  other  evening  that  we  heard 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  a  rhetorical  flourish  with 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  Lord  Clarendon, 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  expressed  his  wish 
that  the  same  Statesman,  whose  name  was 
connected  with  the  pacification  of  the  East, 
should  also  have  the  honour  of  putting  an 
end  to  the  differences  with  the  West.  That 
was  a  very  amusing  rhetorical  sentence, 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  cannot  sub- 
scribe to  the  justice  of  the  compliment  to 
Lord  Clarendon.  In  the  East,  I  find  the 
name  of  Lord  Clarendon  attached  to  a 
Resolution  which  no  Minister  of  England 
ought  to  have  signed.  Last  night  we  were 
told  by  the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  that  the  fortifications  of 
Ismail  are  to  be  dismantled, — an  object 
with  respect  to  which  Lord  Clarendon  sus- 
tained a  signal  defeat  at  Paris.  Here, 
again,  in  the  West,  the  name  which  is 
most  conspicuous  in  these  unfortunate 
transactions  with  the  United  States  is  that 
of  Lord  Clarendon.  I  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  University,  that 
it  would  be  most  unjust  to  separate  Lord 
Clarendon  from  his  colleagues  in  this 
matter.  No  doubt  the  whole  Government 
is  responsiblo  for  the  acts  of  one  of 
their  body,  but,  nevertheless,  there  are 
certain  facts  and  circumstances  involv- 
ed in  these  proceedings  which  we  are  in- 
evitably driven  to  connect  with  the  name 
of  Lord  Clarendon.  That  noble  Lord,  in- 
stead of  taking  the  only  prudent  course 
which  was  opou  to  him  as  soon  as  he 
received  the  first  warning  of  the  feeling  of 
the  American  Government — instead  of  at 
once  abandoning  the  idea  of  raising  re- 
cruits in  the  United  States,  sent  out  a 
despatch  <)ated  April  12,  in  which  no  inti- 
mation whatever  is  conveyed  to  our  agents 
in  America,  that  they  should  not  proceed 
any  further  in  the  matter.     What  had 

Sir  John  Fakinfftan 


happened  iu  the  meantime?-  The  Ame- 
rican Government  had  taken  alarm ;  the 
people  of  the  United  States  had  found  out 
what  was  going  on ;  and  as  soon  as  the 
papers  issued  by  Mr.  Angus  M*Donald 
became  known,  Mr.  Crampton  sought  an 
interview  with  Mr.  Marcy,  the  result  of 
which  he  communicated  in  a  despateh  to 
Lord  Clarendon.  What  was  the  language 
of  Mr.  Marcy — 

"  Mr.  Marcy  observed  that  he  had  never  doubted 
that  no  sort  of  countenance  would  be  given  by 
Uer  Majesty's  GoverameDtto  persona  who  should 
use  their  name  in  any  attempt  to  violate  the 
neutrality  laws.  lie  added,  however,  that  the 
proceeding  in  question  had  been  brought  under 
his  notice,  and  that  orders  had  already  been 
given  to  the  District  Attorney  of  the  United 
States  to  institute  legal  proceedings  againss  An- 
gus M'Donald,  or  any  other  persons  who  should 
be  found  to  have  rendered  themselves  liable  to 
the  penalties  of  the  act  of  Congress  regarding 
the  enlistment  of  citizens  or  residents  in  the 
United  States  for  the  service  of  a  foreign  Power.*^ 

{Cries  of  •*  Divide  !**)  I  assure  the  House 
that  if  they  will  favour  me  with  their 
attention  I  will  be  as  brief  as  possible. 
What  followed  immediately  upon  this  ? 
Here  I  touch  the  gruuud  so  powerfully 
dealt  with  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 
But  I  have  a  new  charge  to  make,  and 
that  is  that  the  American  Government 
were  deceived — whether  intentionally  or 
not — the  American  Government  were  de- 
ceived by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  On 
the  pages  of  the  Blue-book  there  appear 
to  me  to  be  three  instances  in  which  the 
American  Government  were  misled  and 
deceived  by  Mr.  Crnmpton  and  the  agents 
of  the  British  Government.  The  first  was 
in  Mr.  Crampton 's  letter  to  Consul  Barclay 
on  the  handbill  of  Angus  McDonald,  which 
was  read  to  Mr.  Marcy,  and  which  was  as 
follows — 

*'  I  have  to  state  to  you  that  Angus  M'Donald 
has  no  authority  from  Uer  Majesty's  Govemnoent 
for  the  issue  of  the  handbill  in  question,  or  for 
hiring  or  retaining  any  person  in  the  United 
States  to  go  beyond  the  limits  of  the  same  with 
intent  to  be  enlisted  in  Her  Majesty's  service. 
This  would  constitute  an  infraction  of  the  neu- 
trality  laws  of  the  United  States  (  Act  of  Congress, 
1818,  s.  2);  and  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
however  desirous  they  may  be  to  obtain  recruits 
for  the  British  army,  are  still  more  anxious  that 
the  laws  of  States  with  which  Uer  Majesty  is  at 
peace  should  be  respected." 

How  could  the  American  Government 
draw  any  conclusion  from  this  letter  but 
that  the  attempt  was  to  be  abandoned  ? 
The  second  was  in  Mr.  Crampton 's  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Marcy ;  and  the  third  was 
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in  tbat  communication  between  Mr.  Lnm- 
lej  and  Mr.  Marcj,  in  which  Mr.  Lumley 
read  Lord  Glarendon*8  letter,  and  assured 
Mr.  Marcj  that  Mr.  Craropton  had  deter- 
mined not  only  that  there  should  be  no 
violation  of  the  law  of  the  United  States, 
but  no  evasion  of  that  law.  What  was 
the  language  of  Mr.  Marcy  on  hearing 
Lord  Clarendon's  letter  read  ?  Mr.  Maroy 
was  completely  misled  by  tlie  language  of 
lir.  Lumley,  which  was  to  tho  effect  that 
the  Government  had  abandoned  the  at- 
tempt to  recruit  in  the  United  States. 
Where  was  Mr.  Crampton  at  this  very 
moment?  Why,  he  was  at  Halifax  de- 
rifting  those  means  by  which  the  law  of  the 
United  States  was  to  be  evaded.  Mr. 
Buchanan  wrote  to  Lord  Clarendon  on  the 
6th  of  July,  and  complained  of  these  de- 
ceptive practices.     Mr.  Buchanan  said — 

"Wben  intimations    were    thrown    out    that 
Britiih  eontiilf  in  the  United  States  were  en- 
coangmgtLod  aiding  aaoh  enlistroents,  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton,  Uer  Britannio  Majesty's  Minister  at  Wash- 
ington, exhibited  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  copy 
of  a  letter  which  he  had  addressed  to  one  of  these 
consols,  dinpproving  ttie  proceeding,   and  dis- 
cottBteaaoelng  it  as  a  violation  of  the  neutrahty 
iivs  of  the  United  States.    After  this  very  pro- 
per conduct  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Crampton,  it  was 
coofldently  believed  that  these  attempts  to  raise 
military  forces  within  the  territory  of  a  neutral 
nation,  from  whatever    source  they   may  have 
originated,  would  at  once  have  been  abandoned. 
Tbij  reaoooable  expectation  has  not  been  realised, 
and  efforts  to  raise  recruits  within  the  United 
States  for  the  British  army  are  still  prosecuted 
vith  energy,  though  chiefly  in  a  somewhat  differ- 
ent form." 

Mr.  Marej,  in  his  despatch  of  the  28th  of 
December,  again  complains  of  the  same 
fact — that  the  Qovernroent  of  the  United 
Statea  had  been  misleil.  The  Solicitor 
General  said  to-night,  that  Mr.  Marcy 
made  no  such  complaint.  1  think  I  may 
say  of  him  what  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  said  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral—for 1  very  much  suspect  that  he 
ftlso  has  not  read  these  papers.  Mr. 
Marcy,  in  hia  despatch  of  the  28th  of 
December,  regrets  that  the  instructions  of 
the  Bntish  Government  to  their  agents 
vere  not  made  known  to  the  American 
Governnient,  and  complains  of  the  decep^ 
tioo  thus  practised  upon  him.  This  de- 
epstch  waa  answered  hy  Lord  Clarendon 
in  a  manner  that  gave  considerahle  offence 
to  the  American  Government.  Mr.  Marcy 
had  expressed  in  strong  but  dignified  terms, 
of  which  no  complaint  could  bo  made,  the 
fselings  of  the  American  Government  on 
bding  that  officers  of  the  British  Govern- 


ment were  involved  in  these  transactions ; 
and  this  despatch  was  followed  by  one 
from  Lord  Clarendon  which,  I  regret,  was 
not  marked  by  the  tone  which  usually  cha* 
'  racterijies  the  noble  Lord's  despatches. 
j.Lord  Clarendon  complained  of  conspiracy, 
I  and  used  bad  reasoning  and  vituperative 
language,  in  which  he  compares  an  Irish 
I  public  meeting  at  Boston,  or  some  other 
part  of  America,  with  the  act  of  the  British 
Government  deliberately  adopted  and  car- 
ried out  by  their  agents.  Lord  Clarendon, 
in  that  despatch,  fully  justifies  the  conduct 
of  the  British  officers  in  America.  I  will 
remind  the  House  what  the  conduct  of 
these  officers  was,  and  I  will  not  depend 
either  on  the  confession  of  Hertz,  or  the 
evidence  of  Stroebel,  but  mainly  on  the  ad- 
mission of  the  British  officers  themselves, 
I  will  call  attention  to  the  instruction  given 
to  Mr.  Crampton,  and  then  to  the  inter- 
view between  Mr.  Crampton  and  Mr.  Stroe- 
bel, at  Halifax,  showing  the  connection 
between  Mr.  Crampton  and  Stroebel.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  deny  these  two  facts 
adduced  in  the  trial  of  Hertz,  that  a  ci-* 
pher,  stated  to  be  in  Mr.  Crampton's  hand- 
writing, was  drawn  up  to  carry  on  a  se- 
cret communication  between  Mr.  Crampton 
and  Mr.  Stroebel  when  the  latter  was  re- 
cruiting in  America.  The  other  fact  is  the 
allegation  that  when  this  Captain  Stroebel 
went  to  the  United  States,  ho  adopted 
tho  name  of  Smith  for  purposes  of  con- 
cealment, and  that  correspondence  was 
carried  on  by  him  under  the  name  of 
Smith,  with  a  British  officer,  named  Pres- 
ton, in  cipher  in  order  to  avoid  detection. 
If  this  is  true,  what  becomes  of  the  as- 
surances that  there  had  been  no  evasion  of 
the  law  of  the  United  States  ?  How  can 
this  be  reconciled  with  the  openness  and 
want  of  concealment  that  are  now  urged 
by  the  Government  ?  Is  it  true  that  these 
men  were  enjoined  to  travel  as  private  per- 
sons in  order  to  avoid  observation  ?  Is  it 
true  that  they  were  hired  in  the  American 
States  as  railway  labourers,  and  told  to  go 
as  railway  labourers  to  Halifax  ?  Is  it  true 
that  Mr.  Crampton  carried  on  this  cipher 
correspondence,  and  that  the  name  of  Smith 
was  adopted  for  disguise  ?  It  is  only  fair 
to  put  these  inquiries  to  the  Government. 
If  these  things  are  true,  the  defence  set 
op  by  the  Government  vanishes  altoge* 
thcr,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
in  the  face  of  Parliament  and  the  country, 
that,  if  these  facts  are  true,  I,  as  an  Eng- 
lish Gentleman,   am  entirely  ashamed  of 
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them.  At  this  late  hour  I  will  not  dwell 
upon  that  point.  [•'Hear,  hear!" /rom 
the  Ministei-ial  side.]  I  can  easily  under- 
stand the  unwillingness  of  Gentlemen  op- 
posite to  listen  to  these  things.  I  think 
that  extremely  natural ;  but  I  do  not  un- 
derstand how  they  should  think,  as  it 
seems  they  do,  that  they  only  sit  here  to 
interrupt  those  who  perform  their  duty. 
1  will  now  touch  for  a  moment — and  it 
shall  only  be  for  a  moment— upon  the 
question  of  the  conduct  of  the  consuls, 
because,  here  again,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Unirersity  has 
entirely  occupied  the  ground.  I  think  the 
consuls  have  been  most  unfairly  treated. 
They  ought  never  to  have  been  involved  in 
these  transactions.  I  have  been  struck,  on 
reading  these  papers,  with  the  obvious  re- 
luctance, of  Mr.  Crampton,  Sir  Gaspard  Le 
Marchant,  and  every  one  of  these  gentle- 
men, to  be  so  involved.  It  really  seems 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  the 
only  parties  unconscious  of  the  danger. 
Their  oflSeers  would  not  touch  the  matter 
one  bit  further  than  they  were  obliged, 
although  they  had  not  the  moral  courage 
to  do  what  Vattel  tells  us  agents  ought  to 
do  under  such  circumstances,  namely,  dis- 
obey tlie  orders  received  from  the  Govern- 
ment at  home.  It  is  clear  that  Hertz  re» 
ceived  money  through  Mr.  Mathews,  who 
sent  back  the  receipt  to  Mr.  Howe ;  but  it 
is  said,  '*  Ilerti  is  a  man  of  bad  charac- 
ter.*' If  he  had  not  been  a  man  of  bad 
character  he  would  never  have  beeo  a 
party  to  these  transactions.  No  honour- 
able persons  would  have  undertaken  the 
duties  those  men  discharged,  and  if 
Ilerti  and  Stroebel  had  not  been  men  of 
bad  character  they  would  not  have  been 
fit  for  the  task  assigned  to  them  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  cannot  refrain 
from  alluding,  fur  a  moment,  to  tliose  last 
despatches.  As  I  said  at  the  outset,  they 
are  most  remarkable,  and  make  the  ca^io 
worse  than  it  was  before.  The  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
rather  boasted  of  the  complete  acceptance 
in  these  despatches  of  the  apology  of  the 
British  Government ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
the  language  of  acceptance  contains  one 
of  the  bitterest  sarcasms  I  ever  read. 
[OrUfe  q/""  Divide!"]  Lot  me  entreat 
the  attention  of  the  House,  for  the  sake  of 
this  ^rcat  qnestion,  if  not  for  the  sake  of 
the  Gentleman  putting  it  before  them,  to 
the  boasted  acceptance  of  the  disclAimcr, 
What  is  tlic  language  of  Mr,  Marcy  f    He 
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"  The  Earl  of  Clarendon,  in  behalf  of  Uer 
Mnjesty's  Government,  discliims  all  intention  tu 
violate  the  laws,  oompromise  the  neutrality,  or 
disregard  the  sovereignty  of  the  United  States, 
by  enlisting  troops  within  their  territory.  The 
President  unreservedly  aooepts  and  is  fully  satis- 
fied with  this  disclainier.  Of  course  the  unlawful 
acts  in  question  were  not  authorised  by  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  but  the  fact  is  nevertheless 
well  established  that  they  were  done,  and  done  in 
the  name,  and  at  the  expense,  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment.*' 

Is  that  an  acceptance  of  a  disclaimer? 
Did  any  one  ever  read  a* more  palpable 
sarcasm  ?  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  the 
writer  of  that  despatch  felt,  that  in  draw- 
ing the  distinction  which  he  was  attempt- 
ing to  draw  between  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  and  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton,  he  was  attempting  that  which  was 
impossible.  The  Solicitor  General  has  ad- 
verted to  this  distinction,  and  has  said, 
that  in  his  conduct  Mr.  Crampton  was 
guilty  of  indiscretion  and  inadverteoee. 
[The  Solicitor  General  :  I  said  the 
charge  against  Mr.  Crnropton  was  one  of 
indiscretion  and  inadvertence.]  Exactly 
so.  I  had  not  in  the  least  misunderstood 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  told 
us  that  the  charge  against  Mr.  Crampton 
by  the  American  Government  contained  in 
this  despatch  was  indiscretion  and  inad- 
vertence. Will  the  House  allow  me  to 
read  the  passage  which  refers  to  Mr. 
Crampton  ?  Instead  of  a  charge  of  in- 
discretion and  inadvertence*  Mr.  Marcy, 
in  his  last  despatch,  thus  wrate  with  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Crampton — 

**  It  is  not  the  least  of  the  causes  of  complaint 
against  Mr.  Crampton  that,  by  his  acts  of  com- 
mission in  this  business,  or  in  fiuling  to  adrise  bis 
GoTernment  of  the  impracticability  of  the  under- 
taking in  which  he  was  embarked,  and  the  series 
of  illepil  acts  which  it  int*olTed,  and  in  neglecting 
to  observe  the  general  orders  of  his  Government 
and  to  stop  the  recruiting  here  the  moment  its 
illegality  was  pronounced  by  the  proper  legal 
authorities  of  the  United  States,  he  was  reck- 
lessly endangering  the  harmony  and  peace  of  two 
jfreat  nations  which,  by  the  character  of  their 
commercial  reUtions  ami  by  other  considerations, 
hare  the  strongest  possible  induoemeats  to  culti- 
vate reciprocal  amity.*' 

Having  read  that  passage.  I  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  he  can 
call  that  a  charge  of  inadvertence  and 
indiscretion  ?  No,  Sir,  the  charge  is  of 
a  very  different  nature.  I  do  not  under- 
stand how  Her  Majesty's  Government 
could  hare  consented  to  accept  the  dis- 
tinction which  the  American  Government 
has  drawn,  considering  that  Lord  Claren- 
don,  in  the  verv  last  speech  which  he  made 
in  reply  to  Loid  Elgin,  declared  that  if  the 
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Goveniinent  consented  to  recall  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton,  thej  would  be  taking  a  part  which  was 
shabbj  and  diahonourable.     But  this  is  the 
dilemma  to  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
meat  has  been  reduced  by  the  course  they 
have  taken.     Aud  what  is  their  excuse  ? 
The  plea  they  have  urged  is,  that  they 
have  made  most  ample  apology  for  any 
offence  against  the  United  States.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  has  expressed  a  doubt 
this  evening  whether  any  apology  was  made 
or  not.     Whether  apology  has  been  made 
or  not*  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  urged  the  fact  of  apology 
in  vindication.      No  doubt  in   all  cases 
between   nations,  as  between  individuals, 
the  wrongdoer  is  right  in  offering  apology; 
hut,  while  we  respect  the  moral  feelings  of 
the  man  who  makes  apology,  we  are  in- 
clined to  call  in  question  his  judgment, 
whio^  places  him  in  a  position  in  which 
apology  is  necessary.     I  think  the  repre- 
sentatives of  England  in  this  House  and 
tlie  people  of  this  country  have  a  right  to 
complain  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
liave  placed  this  country  in  such  a  position 
that  we  have  been  obliged  to  make  humi- 
liating apologies   to  the  United   States. 
Let  me  now  advert  for  a  moment  to  the 
particular  time   when  this    attempt  was 
made  to  raise  troops  in  America.     It  was 
made  at  a  moment  when  it  was  the  duty 
of   any  Government  to  have  taken    the 
^rreatest  possible  care  not  to  add  to  the 
di£cultiea  already  existing  with  regard  to 
the  United  States.     The  delicate  question 
of  Central  America  had  been  long  hanging 
over  OS.    It  still  remains  to  be  settled.     If 
aoything  made  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment more  imprudent  than  it  otherwise 
would  have  been,  it  was  embarking  in  this 
dangerooa  attempt  to  raise  soldiers  within 
the  United    States  at  a  time  when  it  was 
peeoliarlj  important  to  give  no  just  cause 
of  offence  to  that  country.     Sir,  on  both 
sides  of  the  Atlantic  every  party  and  every 
honest  man   must  hope  that  no  indiscre- 
tion of  aoj  Government,  in  either  country, 
will  lead   to  the  terrible  calamity  of  war 
beiween   England  and  America.      I  can 
imagine  nothing  which  either  country  could 
gain  bj  auch  a  calamity.     Either  might 
gain  temporary  glory,  but  what  compensa- 
tioD  would  that  be  for  the  destruction  of 
eDomerce,   the  interruption  of  social  pro- 
gress, the   waste  of  blood   and   treasure, 
which  moat  inevitably  result  from  such  a 
contest?     Such,  I  think  and  hope,  will  be 
the  feeling   of    many  thousands   on  both 
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sides  of  the  Atlantic.  If,  unhappily,  the 
national  honour  or  the  national  interests 
should  require  the  institution  of  such  a 
struggle,  then,  no  doubt,  the  people  of 
this  country  and  our  fellow-subjects  iu  the 
American  provinces  would  rally  loyally 
round  the  Throne.  But  all  must  earn- 
estly pray  that  such  a  day  may  be  far 
distaut.  Upon  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic 
there  would  be  an  outcry  against  the  Go- 
vernment which  should  enibaik  upun  such 
a  melancholy  contest  without  the  justifica- 
tion of  a  righteous  cause. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  Sir,  not- 
withstanding the  doubt  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  addressed  us  last  ex- 
pressed as  to  whether  the  hon.  Member 
who  made  the  Motion  would  think  it  neces- 
sary to  press  it  to  a  division,  and  notwith- 
standing the  effort  made  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  just  now  presented  himself 
(Mr.  John  MacGregor)  unfortunately  for 
himself  a  little  too  late,  I  do  hope  the 
House  will  think  it  necessary  to  pronounce 
an  opinion  upon  the  Motion  which  has  been 
submitted  to  them,  and  which  is  no  le^^s 
than  a  vote  of  censure  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. I  trust  the  House  will  feel  it  a 
duty  not  longer  to  delay  pronouncing  an 
opinion  upon  this  question,  and  not  allow 
to  remain  in  suspense  the  question  whe- 
ther the  Government  which  hitherto  has 
enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country  is  henceforward  to  rest 
under  the  censure  of  this  important  body. 
The  hon.  Member  who  made  the  Motion 
began  by  saying  that  he  called  upon  the 
House  to  pronounce  an  opinion  in  a  judi- 
cial capacity,  and  that  the  debate  should 
be  conducted  with  judicial  calmness.  But 
no  sooner  had  the  hon.  Member  made  the 
exhortation  than  he  began,  aud  continued 
during  the  remainder  of  his  speech,  to  in- 
dulge in  a  perfect  tissue  of  personalities 
and  invective — ripping  up  everything  he 
could  find  in  the  treasures  of  his  memory, 
potting  forth  all  the  calumnies  which  in 
former  times  had  been  uttered  against  my 
noble  Friend,  Lord  Clarendon,  and,  by 
dwelling  upon  the  nani^  of  my  noble  Friend 
in  every  alternate  sentence  of  his  speech, 
the  hon.  Member  endeavoured  to  create  an 
impression  that  there  was  something  in 
these  transactions  to  separate  Lord  Cla- 
rendon from  his  colleagues,  and  that  the 
censure  of  this  House,  which  he  invoked, 
should  fall  upon  that  one  Member  of  the 
Government,  and  not  equally  upon  all. 
The  tenour  of  that  speech  was  as  uncon- 
stitutional as,  I  trust,  the  result  of  the 
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Motion  will  be  unsttcoeBsful.  It  has  been 
well  said  by  those  who  followed  the  hon. 
Member  that  there  is  no  individuality  in 
that  Member  of  the  G-oyernment  who  is 
charged  by  the  office  he  holds  with  the 
conduct  of  these  great  transactions,  but 
that  all  his  colleagues  are  equally  respon- 
sible as  himself.  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  the  whole  Government  are  prepared, 
in  the  fullest  sense  of  the  word,  to  adopt 
the  entire  responsibility  for  anything  which 
Lord  Clarendon  has  said  or  written  upon 
this  question.  The  hon.  Member  for  lu- 
Temess-shire  (Mr.  Baillie)  began  by  re- 
ferring to  the  origin  of  these  transac- 
tions— namely,  that  Act  authorising  the 
Crown  to  raise  foreign  troops  for  the  pur- 

roses  of  the  war.  He  told  us  how,  in 
813,  there  were  I  don't  know  how  many 
thousand  men  in  arms,  and  that  ten  years 
after  the  war  began  there  was  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  force  with  which  we  began, 
while,  one  year  after  the  late  war  had 
commenced  we  had  not  completed  the 
number  of  men  which  had  been  voted  by 
Parliament.  I  shall  not  go  back  to  the 
discussion  which  took  place  upon  that  Bill ; 
but  the  ground  upon  which  we  proposed  it 
to  Parliament,  and  upon  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford  Uni- 
versity (Mr.  Gladstone)  concurred,  was 
that,  in  a  country  whose  army  was  raised 
by  voluntary  enlistment,  and  not  by  con- 
scription, the  means  of  rapidly  increasing 
the  number  of  soldiers  did  not  exist  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  render  a  recourse  to  other 
means  unnecessary.  That  Bill  having  be- 
come law,  it  became  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
We  heard  that  there  were  a  number  of 
persons  residing  in  the  United  States, 
some  of  them  British  subjects,  some  Ger- 
mans, who  had  removed  from  their  own 
countries  from  various  causes,  who  were 
desirous  of  joining  the  ranks  of  the  Bri- 
tish army  and  to  take  part  in  a  war  which 
they  considered  to  be  a  rightful  and  a  just 
war.  We  determined  to  endeavour  to  avail 
ourselves  of  the  aid  of  those  persons,  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  and 
those  who  sit  near  him  were  parties  to  that 
determination.  I  cannot  allow  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  must  admit  that  he  was 
a  party  to  the  establishment  of  a  recruit- 
ing system  in  Nova  Scotia,  to  say  that 
that  system  was  not  intended  solely  for 
the  enlistment  of  British  subjects  resident 
in  the  British  provinces,  but  it  was  in- 
tended distinctly  and  avowedly  to  enlist 
persons  coming  from  the  United  States ; 
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and  I  cannot  allow  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  own  himself  a  party  to  that  arrange- 
ment without  having  been  aware  of  the  re- 
sults that  must  flow  from  it.     That  system 
was  determined  upon  ;   but  at  the  same 
time  the  Government  determined  also  that 
nothing  should  be  done  that  was  at  vari* 
ance    with    the    municipal    laws  of   the 
United  States.      A   distinction  has  been 
attempted  to  be  drawn  between  national 
law  and  municipal  law,  between  the  in- 
ternal regulation  and  the  sovereign  rights 
of  a  nation  ;  but  that  sophistry  has  been 
blown   away  by  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General, 
who  demonstrated  in  the  clearest  manner 
that  municipal  law  could  not  be  construed 
beyond  its  enactments,  and  therefore  it  is 
a  fallacy  to  say  yon  can  conform  to  the  mu* 
nicipal  law  forbidding  enlistments,  and  yet 
be  violating  international    rights.       The 
question  is,  was  the  municipd  law  of  the 
United  States  violated  ?     1  maintain  that 
it  was  not.     Certainly,  it  was  not  violated 
by  order  of  this  Government — it  waa  not 
violated  in  consequence  of  any  instruc- 
tions issued   by  them,  or  to  their  know- 
ledge, by  any  officers  acting  under  their 
instruction.     It  is  contended  that  it  was 
violated  by  their  officers  acting  indiscreetly 
and  with  over  zeal.     Those  officers  deny 
that  assertion  ;  and  according  to  their  in- 
terpretation of  the  law  of  the  United  States 
it  is  manifest  that  they  did  nothing   at 
variance  with  that  law.     Who  is  to  inter- 
pret that  law  ?     It  is  said  that  there  was  a 
counsel  who  gave  an  opinion ;  but  there  was 
also  a  Judge  who  gave  an  opinion  ;  and  if 
Judge  Kane  knew  then  what  the  law  of 
the  United    States  was,  then  it  is  clear 
that  nothing  was  done  by  our  agenta  that 
was  a  violation  of  the  law.     It  is  said  that 
Judge  Kane  afterwards  altered  his  ppinion; 
but  when  was  that  ?     In  September.     He 
gave  his  first  opinion  in  May.     Our  opera- 
tions ceased  in  July  ;  and  therefore,  so  far 
as  the  conduct  of  the  officers  of  this  Go- 
vernment is  concerned,  that  was  borne  oat 
by  the  high  authority  of  a  Judge  of  the 
United  States.     It  is  also  said  that,  not- 
withstanding, proof  was  given  to  the  GK>- 
vernment  of  the  United  States  that  things 
were  done  which  were  a  violation  of  their 
laws.     No  doubt  things  were  done  in  Tio- 
lation  of  their  laws,  but  it  was  by  persons 
not  authorised  to  act  by  any  person  com* 
missioned  by  the  British  Government,  and 
against  them  prosecutions  were  instituted 
which  in  some  cases  succeeded,  in  others 
failed.     It  has  been  said  that  no  prosecu- 
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tions  couM  be  iostitoted  against  Mr.  Gramp- 
tOD,  because  he  was  protected  by  his  diplo- 
matic character.  That  argument  does  not 
applj  to  the  consuls.  If  they  had,  as  is 
contended  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, violated  the  law,  why  were  they  not 
Srosecttted  ?  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
[anchester  (Mr.  Gibson)  referred  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Curtb  in  Prussia ;  but  Mr. 
Cortia  was  actually  prosecuted.  We 
thought,  and  still  believe,  that  the  pro- 
ceedings upon  that  trial  were  not  fair  and 
JQst,  and  Uie  same  opinion  seems  to  have 
existed  in  Prussia,  for,  although  Mr.  Cur- 
tia  waa  condemned,  the  King  immediately 
ordered  hia  release  and  granted  a  full  par- 
don. Why  did  not  the  American  Govern- 
ment act  in  the  same  manner  towards  our 
consuls  ?  Of  the  three  consuls  who  have 
been  dismissed  none  have  been  brought  to 
trial.  Proceedings  against  Stanley  have 
also  been  discontinued  by  the  authority 
of  the  United  States'  Government ;  and, 
therefore,  I  am  warranted  in  saying  that 
the  aeciiBations  agoinst  Mr.  Crampton  and 
the  three  consuls  rest  upon  the  testimony 
of  those  witnesses  who  are  admitted  on  all 
hands  to  be  men  of  the  vilest  and  basest 
character,  and  to  be  utterly  unworthy  of 
credit.  Then  it  is  said  that  we  practised 
deception  and  concealment  upon  the  United 
States' Government,  Why,  Sir,  Mr.  Cramp- 
ton,  m  his  conyersation  of  the  27th  of 
Ma»b,  stated  fully  and  fairly  to  the  Ame- 
rican Government  that  which  they  must 
already  have  known  without  his  statement 
— namely,  that  the  British  Government 
were  taking  measures  in  Halifax  to  receive 
those  persona  coming  from  the  United 
States  who  might  be  willing  to  engage  in 
emr  military  senrice.  But  then  it  is  said 
that  Mr.  Crampton  did  not  go  afterwards 
Co  Mr.  Marey  and  tell  him  day  by  day 
what  he  waa  doing.  Why  did  not  Mr. 
Marcj  send  for  Mr.  Crampton  if  he  were 
informed  that  proceedings  were  taking 
plmee  on  the  part  of  British  authorities 
which  were  at  variance  with  the  law  of  the 
Uoited  Sutea  ?  Why,  if  any  Minister  of 
a  foreign  Power  in  this  country  were  sup- 
poaed  to  be  acting  at  variance  with  British 
law,  doea  any  man  suppose  that  our  Minis- 
ter for  Foreign  Affairs  would  not  send  for 
htm  the  yery  next  day  after  receiving  such 
in£onna^n,  ask  him  for  explanations,  sift 
the  matter  to  the  bottom,  and  allow  no 
■uanDdcfBtanding  to  exist?  Is  that  the 
eondaet  of  the  American  Government? 
5ol  Month  aft^  month  they  allow  these 
Hbrng^to  go  on,  never  send  for  Mr.  Cramp- 


ton, noTer  tell  him  what  it  was  supposed 
he  was  guilty  of  doing  ;  they  allow  these 
things  to  accumulate  in  order  that,  when 
the  proper  time  arrives,  they  may  either 
take  advantage  of  them,  and  act  upon 
them,*  or  deal  with  them  as  matters  which 
do  not  deserve  consideration.  Then  I  say. 
Sir,  there  was  an  abstinence  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States'  Goyemment  from 
those  steps  which  it  was  their  duty  to  take 
if  they  thought  that  the  agents  of  foreign 
nations  were  violating  the  laws  of  the 
Union.  But  then  when  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  at  a  very  early  period,  found 
that  these  proceedings  were  likely  to  pro- 
duce embarrassment  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, they  suspended  —  or,  rather,  they 
definitively  stopped  of  their  own  accord — 
these  arrangements.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
has  criticised  the  dates,  and  has  stated 
that  these  instructions  were  not  acted  upon 
till  August.  Surely,  however,  a  question 
of  weeks  or  days  is  immaterial  in  a  matter 
of  this  sort,  the  fact  being,  that  the  British 
Government,  when  it  learned  that  these 
proceedings  were  likely  to  be  embarrassing, 
of  its  own  accord  directed  that  they  should 
be  suspended.  Then  hon.  Gentlemen  say 
there  was  no  apology  made.  Why,  what 
more  full  apology,  what  more  complete  re- 
paration could  one  Government  make  to 
another,  wheif  they  found  that  certain  pro- 
ceedings of  theirs  might  furnish  grounds 
of  complaint,  than  putting  an  end  to  those 
proceedings  ?  Don*t  tell  me  of  verbal 
apologies !  I  say  the  apology  of  deeds 
was  one  infinitely  more  valuable — infinitely 
mere  satisfactory  t6  the  Government  of 
America — a  greater  proof  of  the  desire  of 
the  British  Government  that  nothing  should 
occur  to  interrupt  the  friendly  relations 
between  the  two  countries  than  any  verbal 
apology  that  could  have  been  offered.  I 
say,  then.  Sir,  there  is  no  question  about 
concealment,  there  is  no  question  about  de- 
ception, there  is  no  question  about  our  not 
having  made  reparation  for  the  offence,  if 
any  offence  had  been  committed.  But,  it 
is  declared,  we  ought  to  have  acknow- 
ledged that  we  did  wrong.  Why,  we  did 
not  believe  we  had  done  wrong ;  we  did 
not  believe  we  had  deliberately  violated  the 
laws  of  the  Union  ;  we  neither  intended 
this,  nor  do  we  believe,  in  our  understand- 
ing of  those  laws,  that  they  have  been 
violated  by  any  authorised  British  agent. 
We,  however,  received  complaints  from 
the  United  States*  Government,  and  inti- 
mations that  our  agents  ought  to  be  with- 
drawn.    In  reply  io  that  we  sent  detailed 
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Btatements  from  thenit  proviog,  as  we 
tboo^ht  and  hoped,  to  the  satiBfaction  of 
the  United  States'  Goveniment  that  their 
impression  was  erroneous,  and  that  nothing 
had  been  done  which  justified  the  dissatis- 
faction they  had  expressed.  In  Answer 
to  that  the  United  States*  Government 
said  they  were  satisfied  with  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Gorernment, 
that  all  questions  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments had  ceased  and  were  settled  ;  but 
that,  nevertheless,  they  still  retained  their 
opinion  in  respect  to  the  British  agents, 
and  that  they  therefore  deemed  those 
agents  unacceptable  organs  of  communica- 
tion between  the  two  Governments.  What, 
then,  was  the  course  which  we  had  to 
pursue  ?  We  had  to  determine  whether, 
in  such  a  state  of  things,  we  should  give 
measure  for  measure,  retaliate  upon  Mr. 
Dallas  the  measure  adopted  with  regard 
to  Mr.  Crampton,  and  withdraw  the  exe- 
quatun  from  the  American  consuls  in 
England  in  return  for  the  withdrawal  of 
their  exequaturs  from  the  English  consuls 
in  the  States.  Sir,  the  Government  did 
not  deem  it  their  duty  to  advise  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  take  those  steps  ;  and,  notwith- 
standing what  has  been  said  in  debate,  I 
am  still  of  opinion  that  that  decision  has 
met,  and  will  continue  to  meet,  the  ap- 
proval and  concurrence  of  the  country. 
Sir,  it  is  indeed  a  curious  circumstance  to 
watch  the  language  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  taken  part  in  this  debate.  Both 
sides  are  vehement  in  their  declaration  of 
the  vast  importance  pf  maintaining  peace 
between  the  two  countries.  AH  abound 
in  their  assurances  that  that  wish  is  at  the 
bottom  of  their  hearts,  and  is  the  most 
anxious  object  of  their  lives.  And  yet, 
here  happening  to  be  a  case  in  which  a 
question  has  arisen  between  two  coun- 
tries which,  as  far  as  the  Governments 
are  concerned,  has  been  terminated  in  a 
manner  deemed  satisfactory  to  both,  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House  are 
loud  in  their  denunciations  that  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  England  have  been  insulted 
through  the  affront  offered  to  her  Govern- 
ment. The  intercourse  of  nations  takes 
place  between  Governments,  and  an  insult 
to  the  Government  is  an  insult  to  the 
country.  These  Gentlemen,  then,  so 
anxious  for  peace,  tell  you  that  England 
has  been  insulted,  treated  with  contumely, 
contempt,  and  indignity.  What  is  the 
effect  likely  to  be  produced  ?  Why,  to 
excite  in  the  people  of  England  a  spirit  of 
resentment  towards  their  neighbours  and 
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kindred  in  the  United  States.     Anybody 
who  is  acquainted  with  the  character  of 
Englishmen  must  know,  to  tell  them  they 
have    been    insulted,    treated    with   con- 
tempt, exposed    to    indignity,   will  natu- 
rally exasperate  them  —  the  bulk  of  the 
nation,  without,   perhaps,   very  much  in 
vestigating  the  foundation  of  such  asser- 
tions,  will  take  them   upon  trust,  espe- 
cially when  they  come  from   such  high 
authority.     They  will  say,  "  If  the  leaders 
of  a  great  party — the  country  party — ^hold 
that  language,  we  must  indeed  have  been 
grossly  insulted,  and  let  us  resent  the  in- 
sult so  offered  to  us."    Then  I  say  that, 
as   far  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite    go, 
they  lay  the  foundation  for  animosity  be- 
tween the  two  countries.    After  that  comes 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  he  tells    the 
Americans  that  their  Government  baa  been 
deluded,  has  been  persuaded  to  accept  an 
apology  which  they  ought  not  to  hare  ac- 
cepted ;  that  their  laws  have  been  violated 
designedly,  and  intentionally,  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  a  foreign  country ;  and  that, 
so   far  from  meeting   that  injury  in  the 
manner  which  becomes  the  Government  of 
a  great  and  independent  nation,  their  Go- 
vernment have  accepted  an  apology  and 
expressed  themselves   satisfied,  when,  on 
the  contrary,  they  ought  to  have  declared 
themselves  affronted  and  injured.     Whj, 
Sir,  is  that  the  way  to  create  good  feeling 
between  the  two  countries  ?    Is  that  the 
way  to  persuade  the  American  people  to 
cultivate  the  most  friendly  feelings  towards 
this  country  ?     Sir,  many  Gentlemen  told 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  that  his  Motion 
was  calculated  to  injure  the  public  service, 
and  well  did   th^y  anticipate  the  result. 
Well  did  they  foresee,  in  endeavouring  to 
dissuade    him  from   proceeding  with    his 
Motion,  the  consequences  likely  to  result 
from  it,  when  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
topics  have  been  started,  arguments  hare 
been  employed,  which,  instead  of  leading 
to  the  closer  union  of  the  two  nations,  in- 
stead of  effacing  mutual  animosity  are  caU 
culated  to  excite  angry  passions,  to  enlist 
the  feelings  of  the  two  countries  in  the 
differences  which  have  unhappily  arisen  to 
embitter  their  intercourse,  and  render   it 
more  difficult  to  bring  about  a  more  amic- 
able understanding  on  the  points  at  issue. 
I  will  not  at  this  late  hour  detain    tlie 
House  with  many  more  observations ;  it  is 
quite  unnecessary  to  do  so.     The  House 
is  now  called  upon  to  determine  whether 
there  shall  be  passed  upon  the  Governaient 
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a  vote  of  censara.      The  hon.  Member  for 
Majo  began  his  speech  by  deprecating  all 
quibbling  evasion,  as  he  called  it — aU  words 
which  might  be  distorted  into  something 
bejond  what  thej  reallj  expressed.     Sir, 
I  think  he  might  have  criticised  his  own 
Motion.     I  think  it  would  have  been  much 
more  manly  and  straightforward  on  his  part 
if«  instead  of  contenting  himself  with  a 
sort  of  evasive  declaration  that  the  Govern* 
ment  are  not  entitled  to  the  approbation 
of  the  House,  he  had  at  once  come  forward 
and  expressed  the   feeling  which  was  no 
doobt  uppermost  in  his  mind,  that  the  Go- 
vernment has  made  itself  deserving  of  the 
censure  of  the  House.     It  would  have  been 
much  more  manly  and  straightforward  to 
have  moved  a  clear  and  distinct  vote  of  cen- 
sure, than  to  disguise  disapprobation  under 
the  pretence  of  refusing  approbation  which 
has  not  been  asked  for.     Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   the  Member  for  Oxford 
University  says,  that  he  shall  give  us  the 
benefit  of  his  vote,  and  I  should  be  sorry 
indeed  if  anything  I  have  said  should  in- 
duce him  to  alter  his  determination.      I 
know  we  must  not  look  a  gift  horse  in  the 
DOQth ;  and  I  shall  not  examine  the  rea- 
sons of  my  right  hon.  Friend's  vote.      I 
only  hope  the  reasons  he  has  given  will 
indnoe  those  hon.  Members  who  have  not 
yet  made  up  their  minds  which  way  they 
skaO  vote,  to  go  into  the  lobby  with  him. 
The  reason  he  gives  is  that  it  is  impossible 
at  the  present  moment  to  form  an  Adminis- 
tration foanded  on  a  successful  censure  of 
the  existing  Government;  a  reason  cer- 
tainly not  highly  complimentary  to  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.      But   I 
think  many  Gentlemen  will  be  of  opinion 
that  that  difficulty  could  easily  be  got  over 
— that  it  could  very  well  be  solved  by  half 
SB  hour's  private  conversation  between  the 
right  hoD.  Gentlemen  who  sit  there  (Sir 
J.  Graham  and  Mr.  Gladstone)    and  the 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I 
wouU  not,  therefore,  accept  from  the  House 
a  vote  founded  on  so  great  a  political  mis- 
eooception.     We  stand  upon  what  we  think 
better  and   higher  ground.      We  are  of 
opuiion^'although  it  may  be  presumptuous 
to  state  it — that  we  have  during  a  difficult 
period  conducted  the  affairs  of  the  country 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  nation,  and  with 
boooar  and  advantage  to  the  public  inte- 
rest; we  believe  that  the  confidence  which 
thU  House  has  hitherto  shown  us  is  shared 
by  the  conntrj  at  large.     It  is  ^upon  that 
grooiid  that  we  are  prepared  to  go  to  a 
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division.  We  ask  for  a  continuation  of 
the  confidence  of  the  House,  not  upon  the 
ground  that  there  may  be  a  difficulty  in 
finding  other  persons  to  fill  our  places,  but 
because  we  think  we  have  done  nothing  to 
forfeit  their  good  opinion.  Trusting  to 
these  considerations,  trusting  to  the  good 
opinion  which  the  House  has  hitherto  ex- 
pressed towards  us,  trusting  to  the  good- 
will which  we  believe  is  felt  for  us  by  the 
country,  and  not  to  the  argument  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  no  other  Govern-r 
ment  can  be  formed,  we  challenge  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  to  come  to  a  divi- 
sion, and  we  feel  confident  that  the  result 
will  be  such  as  we  think  our  conduct  de- 
serves 

Mb.  JOHN  MACGREGOR  rose  to  ad- 
dress the  House  amid  considerable  confu- 
sion and  cries  for  a  division.  Few  sen- 
tences could  be  heard  consecutively,  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  understood  to 
blame  the  Goyernment  for  the  course  they 
had  taken  in  reference  to  recruiting  in  the 
United  States,  which  he  thougnt  was 
clearly  a  violation  of  their  municipal  law ; 
and  to  deprecate  any  disturbance  of  the  ami- 
cable relations  between  the  two  countries. 

Mb.  BENTINGK  moved  the  adjoom- 
men  t  of  the  debate.  [  Cties  of  "  dissent. "] 
He  thought  he  was  perfectly  justified  in 
taking  that  course,  not  from  a  wish  to  offer 
any  remarks  of  his  own,  although  he  had 
frequently  risen  without  being  able  to  catch 
the  Speaker's  eye,  but  to  give  several 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
an  opportunity  to  express  their  opinions. 
[*'  Oh !  "J  Certainly,  after  the  determi- 
nation which  some  hon.  Members  had 
shown  not  to  give  a  patient  hearing  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  near  htm  (Sir  J.  Pa- 
kiugton)  it  was  hardly  to  be  expected 
that  they  would  listen  to  less  influential 
speakers.  If  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  was  sincere  in  desiring 
that  publicity  should  be  given  to  this  ques- 
tion, any  opposition  to  an  adjournment  upon 
his  part  would  at  least  present  an  odd  ap- 
pearance. 

Mb.  G.  H.  MOORE  :  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  allow  roe  to  take  this  opportu- 
nity— not  to  reply,  becagse  that  I  have 
no  right  to  do,  and,  if  I  bad,  there  is 
nothing  for  me  to  reply  to — but  to  answer 
what,  to  use  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  I  may 
call  the  calumnious  imputations  cast  upon 
me  by  himself  and  by  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral. 
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VI800U5T  PALMERSTON :  I  used  the 
word  "  calumnious"  in  reference  to  state- 
mentB  made  by  others  which  the  hen.  Mem- 
ber made  use  of,  and  not  to  anything  irhioh 
fell  from  himself. 

Mr.  0.  H.  MOORE  :  The  noble  Lord 
stated  that  I  adduced  calumnious  stories 
against  Lord  Clarendon,  and  the  Attorney 
General  said  that  I  was  actuated  by  per* 
sonal  ill-feeling  towards  that  noble  Lord. 
Now,  Sir,  to  that  imputation  I  can  only 
say  that  St  is  entirely  unjust  and  untrue. 
I  do  not  belieye  that  any  one  who  has 
been  within  the  scope  of  the  personal  in- 
fluence of  that  noble  Lord  could  bear  any 
ill-feeling  towards  him,  and  I  think  that 
no  one  is  so  much  indebted  as  that  noble 
Earl  to  personal  good-feeling  —  not  so 
much,  perhaps,  on  account  of  successes 
achioTed  as  on  account  of  blunders  escaped 
from.  The  noble  Lord  says  that  I  have 
raked  np  old  and  calumnious  stories  from 
the  life  of  Lord  Clarendon,  and  one  of  his 
colleagues  has  termed  them  obscure.  Now, 
I  have  yet  to  learn  that  I  am  not  justified 
in  citing  the  public  acts  of  a  public  man  ; 
and  as  to  the  incidents  to  which  I  have 
referred  being  obscure,  they  were  discuss- 
ed for  two  nights  in  this  House,  and  I 
certainly  am  surprised  to  hear  the  noble 
Lord  apply  the  word  "  calamnious"  to  that 
which  he  knows  to  be  true. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  I  used  the 
word  "  calumnious"  as  referring  to  those 
calumnies  which  were  disseminated  against 
my  noble  Friend  Lord  Clarendon,  with 
regard  to  the  trial  to  which  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  has  referred. 

Mr.  O.  H.  MOORE :  I  have  stated  no- 
thing which  is  not  strictly  true. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  ''  That  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned"  put  and  ne- 
gfAivtd, 

Question  put,  '<  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  dtouled :  Mr.  Hayter,  one 
of  the  Tellers  for  the  Ayes,  acquainted 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  three  Members  had  not 
voted;  whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  having 
desired  the  Members  to  come  to  the  Table, 
Sir  Benjamin  Hall,  Mr.  Jackson,  and  Mr. 
TratU,  came  to  the  Table  accordingly,  and 
stated  that  they  were  in  the  House  when 
the  Question  was  put,  and  having  declared 
themselves  with  the  Ayes,  Mr.  Speaker 
desired  their  names  to  be  added  to  the 
Ayes: — Whereupon  the  Tellers  announced 
the  numbers:  Ayes  274;  Noes  80:  Ma- 
jority 194. 


L%Mi  of  ike  Ateb. 


Acton,  J. 
Adair,  H.  E. 
Adair,  Col. 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Anderson,  Sir  J. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Atherton,  W. 
Bailey,  C. 

Baines,  rt.  hon.  M.  T« 
Ball,  J. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  bn.  Sir  F.  T. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Baxter,  W.  E. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Berkeley,  Sir  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Bethell,  Sir  R. 
Biddulph,  U.  M. 
Biggs,  J. 
Biggs,  W. 
Bhick,  A. 

Blakemore,  T.  W.  B. 
Bland,  L.  H. 
Blandford,  Marquess  of 
Bonham-Carter,  J. 
Bouverie,  rt.  hn.  £.  P. 
Bramston,  T*  W. 
Brand,  hn.  H. 
Brocklehnrst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W . 
Brace,  Lord  £. 
Buckley,  Gen. 
Byng,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Cardwell,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Camao,  Sir  J.  R. 
Castlerosse,  Visot. 
Caniaeld,  Col.  J.  M. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  G. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G. 
Challis,  Mr.  Aid. 
Chambers,  M. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Cheetham,  J. 
Cholmondeley,  Lord  H. 
Cky,  Sir  W. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Cobbett,  J.  M. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cockbnm,  Sir  A.  J.  E. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Collier,  R.  P. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Cowan,  0. 

Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W,  F. 
Craufurd,  E.  U.  J. 
Crossley,  F. 
Currie,  R. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Deasy,  R. 
Deedes,  W. 
DcDison,  E. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Bering,  Sir  E. 
Dtf  Vere,  S.  £. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dmrnlanris,  Visot. 
Drummond^H. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 


Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duneombe,  hon.  CoL 
Dnndas,  F. 
Dunlop,  A.  M. 
Da  Pre,  C.  G. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
EUice,  E. 
Esmonde,  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
£wart,  J.  C. 
Farrer,  J. 
Feilden,  M.  J. 
Fenwiok,  H. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  E. 
Ferguson,  J. 
FitsGerald,  Sir  J. 
FitsGerald,  rt.  hn.  J.  D. 
FitsRoy,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Fitiwilliam,  hn.C.W.W. 
Fitswilliam,  hon.  G.  W. 
Foley,  J.  H.  K. 
Forster,  C. 
Forster,  J. 
Fortescue,  C.  S. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Freestun,  Col. 
French,  CoL 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
GUdstone,  ri.  hon.  W. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goderich,  Visct. 
Gordon,  hon.  A. 
Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregson,  S. 
GrenffeU,  C  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Gumey,  J.  H. 
UalUrt.  hon.  Sir  B. 
Hankey,  T. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Haroourt,  G.  G. 
Ilaroourt,  Col. 
Hardinge,  hon.  C.  S. 
Ilastie,  Alex. 
Hastie,  Archibald 
Headlam,T.  E. 
Heard,  J.  L 
Heathcote,  hon.  G.  H. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Higgins,  CoL  O. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hughes,  H.  G. 
Hutohins,  £.  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
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tngnm,  H. 
Jmckaon,  W. 
Johnitoike,  J. 
Keadng,  H.  S. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kenilaw,  J. 
Kio^,  boo.  P.  J.  L. 
Kiagsoote,  R.  N.  F. 
Kinnaird,  bon.  A.  F. 
Kirk,W.   ^ 
lAbooohere;  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lee,  W. 
Lemon,  Sir  0. 
Lewii,  ri.  bon.  Sir  G.  G. 
Lindaaj ,  W.  S. 
Littleton,  bon.  E.  R» 
Lowe,  It.  bon.  R. 
Laee,T. 
M'CanB,J. 
MacGregor,  James 
MacGregor,  John 
MacTaoart,  Sir  J. 
MagaaTw.  U. 

Maijofftaiiks,  D.  C. 
Martin,?.  W. 
MaMey,  W.  N. 
Matheion,  Sir  J. 
ifilJigan,IL 
Mills,  T. 
Miehell,W. 
Moibtt,  G. 
MoDck,  Viael. 
Moooreiff,  ri.  bon.  J. 
MookU,  ri.  hon.  W. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Morris,  D. 

Moetyn,  bn.  T.  £.  liL  L. 
Mowatt,F. 
Mowbray,  J.  R. 
Mii21int,J.  R. 
Maots,  G.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C« 
Newark,  Viact. 
Kiibei,  R.  P. 
Kortb,F. 
Okkei,  J.  H.  P. 
O'Brien,  Sir  T. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Conndl,  Capi.  D. 
Oliveirm,  B. 
Oriienie,R. 
Onolstim,  Lord 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
l^aloimtoii,  ViflCi. 
Pattai,GoLW. 
PecbeU.  Sir  G.  B. 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Ped,F. 
PeDatt^A. 
Perry,  Sir  T.  £. 
PUOiaMre,  J.  O. 
Pigoti.  F. 
POiington,  J. 
I^naey,  CoL 
PoniMibjrr  boo.  A.  6.  J. 
P^vtal,!!. 

PortiMa,  bon.  W.  H.  B. 
Piiee,SirR. 


Price,  W.  P. 
Pritchard,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rioardo,  S. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Richardson,  J.  J.' 
Ridley,  G. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Rolt,  P. 

Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Russell,  F.  W. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Sawle,  C.  B.  G. 
Soholefleld,  W. 
Scobell,  Capt. 
Sorope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  H.  D. 
Seymour,  W.  D, 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shee,  W. 

Sbelbume,  Earl  of 
Shelley,  Sir  J.  V. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  A. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerrille,  rt.hn.  SirW. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  Marquess  of 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stirling,  W. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  rt.  hoik  £. 
Stnrt,  H.  G. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Thomhill,  W.  P. 
Tite.W.     . 
Tomline,  G. 
TrailU  G. 
Uxbridge,  Earl  of 
Yilliers,  rt.  bon.  G.  P. 
VlTian,  H.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Warner,  £. 
Watkins,  Gol.  L. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Welby,  Sir  G.  £. 
Wells.  W. 
Whatman,  J. 
Whitbread,  S, 
Wickham,  H.  W. 
Wilkinson,  W.  A. 
WiUooz,  B.  M'G. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilson,  J. 

Winnington,  Sir  T.  £. 
Wood,  rt  hon.  Sir  0. 
Wortley,  rt.  bon.  Jt  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynne,  W,  W.  £• 
WyTill,M. 

TXLUB0. 

Hayter,  rt  hon.  W.  G. 
MiUgrave,  Earl  of 


ImI  of  ihe  Noes. 

Addef^y,  C.  B.  Baldock,  E.  H. 

AttUill,  C^.  M.  Baring,  T. 


Baring,  hon.  F. 
Bellow,  T.  A. 
Bignold,  Sir  S. 
Blackburn,  P. 
Bond,  J.  W.  M'G. 
Bowyer,  G. 
Bramley- Moore,  J. 
Bruce,  Major  C. 
Buck,  Col. 
Butt,  G.  M. 
Cecil,  Lord  R. 
Cooks,  T.  S. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Conolly,  T. 
DcTereuz,  J.  T. 
Dunne,  Gol. 
Eyelyn,  W.  J. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fitzgerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Floyer,  J. 
Follett,  B.  S. 
Forester,  rt.  boo.  Col. 
Gibson,  rt  bon.  T.  M. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Graham,  Lord  M.  W. 
Greene,  J. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hadfield,  G. 
Hamilton  Lord  C. 


Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Lisbume,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
LoTaine,  Lord 
Lushington,  C.  M. 
Macartney,  G. 
MacEToy,  £. 
Magulre,  J.  F. 
Malins,  R. 
Meagher,  T. 
Miall,£. 
Murrough,  J.  P. 
Naas,  Lord 
Napier,  rt.  bon.  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Pakington,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Parker,  R  T. 
Peacock,  G.  M.  W. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Seymer,  H.  K, 
Smijtb,  Sir  W. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somerset,  CoL 
Stafford,  A. 
Swia,  R. 

Tempest,  Lord  A.  V. 
Tbesiger,  Sir  F. 
ToUemache,  J. 
Vomer,  Sir  W. 
Vernon,  L.  V. 


Uamilton,  G.  A. 

Hamilton,  rt  bn.  RG.N.  Waddington,  D. 

Hanbury,  hon.  C.  S.  6.  Walsh.  Sir  J.  B. 

Uandcocky  bon.  Capt.  H.  Warren,  S. 


Uolford,  R  S. 
Uume,  W.  F. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
JoUiffiB,  H.  H. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Knox,  hon.  W.  S. 
Liddell,  bon.  H.  G. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-nwrrow. 
The  House  adjourned  ai  a  quarter  after 
Two  o'clock. 


Wyndham,  H. 
Wynne,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Yorke,  bon.  E.  T. 

TELUEIM. 

Moore,  H.  G. 
BaUtie,  H.  J. 


MMIMMaiMHaMMaB«MM 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  July  2,  1856. 

MiHuns.]     PcTBLio  Bills.— 1**  Commons  Inclo- 

sure  (No.  2). 
2*  Judgments,  Execution,  d(c. 
8*  Distillation  from  Rice ;  Oxford  College  Es- 
tates. 

JUDGMENTS  EXECUTION,  Ac,  BILL — 
ADJOURNED  DEBATE  (SECOND  NIGHT.) 

Order  read,  for  resuminfr  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [22nd  May],  '|  Tliat 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  committed." 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  be  ^would  re- 
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commend  the  withdrawal  of  the  Bill  at  the 
present  advanced  period  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  must  complain 
that  the  Bill  would  not  work,  espeeiallj  in 
mercantile  cases,  where  it  would  disturb 
all  cases  in  bankruptcy  and  insolvency, 
and  lead  to  collusive  proceedings  between 
tradesmen  in  England  and  Ireland.  Ther? 
would  be  no  longer  any  safeguard  against 
preferential  payment  by  creditors.  He 
should  be  better  satisfied  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  would  give  his  assurance 
that  the  measure  would  work,  on  which  he 
entertained  fi^eat  doubt. 

Mr.  J.  B.  FITZGERALD  said,  he 
could  not  concur  in  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  opinion  of  the  Bill, 
for  ho  had  well  considered  the  objections 
urged  against  the  measure  both  in  the  Se- 
lect Committee  and  in  that  House,  and  his 
opinion  was,  that  its  principle  was  sound. 
The  principle  was,  that  if  judgment  was 
recovered  in  one  country,  it  might  bo  exe- 
cuted in  the  other.  At  present  a  judg- 
ment being  given  in  Ireland,  execution 
could  not  be  enforced  in  England,  and 
vice  vend.  That  was  remedied  by  the 
present  Bill.  There  were  undoubtedly 
some  safeguards  which  would  be  necessary 
to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  Bill,  but  those 
could  be  introduced  in  Committee. 

Mr.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  should  be  glad 
to  see  the  principle  adopted  if  it  could  be 
done  safely.  When  the  Bill  first  came* 
down  from  the  Select  Committee  it  was 
looked  upon  with  great  suspicion  by  the 
Government.  The  Bill  placed  the  judg- 
ment in  the  hands  of  one  Court,  and  the 
execution  of  it  in  another,  a  practice  which 
would  inevitably  lead  to  great  confusion. 
How  was  the  question  to  be  properly  tried  ? 
It  would  be  a  much  wiser  plan  if  the  judg- 
ment issued  by  any  one  Court  could  be  exe- 
cuted bjr  that  Court  in  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  If  any  measure  was 
passed,  it  should  be  a  much  more  exten- 
sive one  than  the  present.  The  process  of 
the  Bill  was  not  a  sufficient  improvement 
on  the  present  system  to  be  set  against 
the  inconvenience  it  would  occasion,  and 
the  frauds  which  it  would  give  ri»e  to.  If 
those  powers  were  given  to  the  Court,  the 
power  of  changing  the  venue  should  be 
given  at  the  same  time.  He  should  there- 
fore move  that  the  Bill  be  committed  that 
day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Question,  to  add  the  words  "  for  this  day 
three  months." 

Colonel  Dunne 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  and  was  aware  of  the  appre- 
hension with  which  it  was  viewed.  Bat 
he  had  never  felt  any  of  the  fears  which 
had  been  expressed  even  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  He  thought  hon.  Members 
were  too  timid  in  respect  of  new  Bills. 
All  laws  would  be  evaded  and  abased. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  was  so  good,  that 
abstractedly  it  would  be  well  if  the  deci- 
sion of  Courts  in  all  countries  coold  be 
executed  ever^  where.  That,  however,  waa 
impossible ;  but  in  the  three  kingdoms, 
where  the  Courts  were  governed  by  the 
same  principles,  it  was  absurd  to  have 
three  distinct  rules  applicable  in  each  of 
them.  As  far  ns  regarded  Scotland,  he 
was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  Bill,  and 
had  no  fears  that  its  provisions  would  be 
abused  in  that  country.  The  opponents 
of  the  measure  seemed  to  be  apprehensive 
against  frauds,  which  could,  he  waa  cer- 
tain, bp  prevented  by  the  most  ordinary 
care  on  the  part  of  the  Court.  He  trusted 
that  they  would  allow  the  Bill  to  go  to 
Committee,  that  such  safeguards  as  might 
be  necessnry,  if  any  were  necessary,  might 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  that  to  make  the 
Bill  safe  they  must  adopt  stringent  regula* 
tions,  which,  he  apprehended,  would  create 
great  difficulty.  He  could  not  see  the  way 
to  carry  the  measure  out  so  as  to  remedy 
existing  inconveniences.  All  approved  of 
the  principle;  but  there  was  no  lawyer 
there  who  would  undertake  to  work  it  ao 
as  to  avoid  the  perplexities  which  it  in- 
volved. If  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney Genera]  for  Ireland  would  under- 
take to  reconsider  the  Bill,  he  should  be 
satisfied ;  otherwise  he  must  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  he  believed  that  the 
principle  was  not  only  a  valuable  one,  hut 
might  be  carried  safely  into  effect.  The 
law  officers,  both  in  England  and  Ireland, 
approved  of  the  Bill ;  the  Law  Society  of 
Ireland,  which  had  once  opposed  it,  now 
consented  to  it.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, therefore,  he  trusted  they  would 
let  the  Bill  go  to  Committee,  believing  that 
the  difficulties  would  vanish  aa  they  were 
practically  approached. 

Mr.  a.  BUTT  said,  that  after  giving 
much  consideration  to  the  Bill  his  opinion 
was  decidedly  in  favour .  of  its  principle. 
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That  prineiple  was,  that  there  should  he 
a  reciprocu  power  of  eDforciug  in  one 
part  of  the  tJDited  Kingdom  the  judg* 
ments  obtained  in  any  other  part,  taking 
eare  that  the  proceedings  adopted  for  that 
purpose  sfaoaki  not  give  facilities  for  nndoe 
preferenoes  jor  for  the  commission  of  fraud; 
for,  imdoahtedly,  facility  of  enforcing  judg- 
ment waa  a  Tery  great  boon.  What  the 
Hoiiae.  however,  had  to  do  was  to  take 
care  that  the  machinery  was  well  guarded; 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  machinery 
of  this  amended  Bill  would  substantially 
accomplish  the  object  and  principle  which 
thej  were  all  desirous  of  carrying  out. 
Under  those  circumstances  he  hoped  the 
Bill  wonld  be  committed,  and  remlered  as 
safe  and  useful  a  measure  as  possible. 

Mr.  YANCB  said,  he  had  communi- 
cated with  several  of  the  mercantile  classes 
in  Irriaod,  and  that  they  were  unanimously 
opposed  both  to  the  principle  and  the  de- 
tails of  the  measure.  They  represented 
that  Ireland,  as  the  poorer  country,  was 
oofortnnately  the  larger  debtor,  and  that 
the  practical  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  this 
— that  the  English  creditor,  instead  of  tak- 
ing prooeediogs  against  traders  in  Ireland 
in  the  courts  of  law  of  that  country,  would 
take  those  proceedings  in  England,  where 
ibe  debtor  had  not  the  ordinary  means  of 
defence  at  his  command »  and*  thus  inflict 
great  hardship  and  injustice  upon  him.  In 
hia  (Mr.  Vance's)  opinion,  the  law,  as  it  at 
preaent  stood,  gave  sufficient  remedies  to 
the  creditor  against  the  debtor. 

Ma.  HAD7IELD  said,  he  could  not 
understand  the  difficulties  urged  against 
.  the  Bill.  It  was  high  time  that  the  dis- 
tinction in  legal  process  between  the  three 
eoontries  should  be  abolished.  He  sin- 
cerely wished  that  hon.  Members  would 
take  more  pains  to  get  over  difficulties  and 
less  to  find  them  out.  He  highly  approved 
of  the  Bill*  considering  it  a  most  useful 
one. 

Mb.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  had  sought 
assistance  from  all  quarters  for  the  last 
two  yeara,  in  order  to  put  the  Bill  in  a 
perfect  state.  He  had  already  made  se- 
veral alterations  in  the  measure  which  he 
thought  would  protect  it  against  abuse; 
and  be  had  given  notice  of  a  further 
Amendment  for  that  purpose.  If  there 
was  any  difficulty  in  Ireland  it  rested  with 
the  Irish  merchants  to  take  such  precau- 
tions as  would  obviate  it. 

Mb.  DEASY  said,  he  thought  that  ap 
much  delay  would  arise  under  the  present 
IB  under  the  old  practice.  . 


Mr.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  would  not  press 
his  Amendment,  notwithstanding  he  be- 
lieved that  the  measure  could  not  be  made 
safe,  but  being  willing  that  they  should  try 
their  hands  at  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  vnthdraum. 

Bill  oommiUed  for  Wedmuday  next. 

BLEACHING,  4(c.  WORKS  (No.  2)  BILL— 
ABJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debste  on  Amendment  proposed  to  be 
made  to  Question  [5th  June],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  ;*'  and 
which  Amendment  was  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this  day  six 
months.*' 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  he  should  be  the 
last  person  to  stand  in  the  way  of  any 
enactment  which  might  be  considered  re- 
quisite for  the  protection  of  the  working 
classes  against  sordid  capitalists,  or  for 
the  improvement  of  their  social  state. 
Rightly  or  wrongly,  Parliament  appeared 
to  have  abandoned  the  principle  of  non- 
interference between  masters  and  their 
servants,  and  he  was  ready  to  admit  that 
there  might  be  practices  in  some  parts  of 
the  country  connected  with  the  bleaching 
and  dyeing  trade  which  required  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Legislature,  but  further  he 
could  not  go.  He  deprecated  proceeding 
with  a  Bill  of  this  importance  at  such  a 
late  period  of  the  Session,  as  it  wo\ild  in- 
evitably have  to  go  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, end  Parliament  would  probably 
adjourn  in  three  or  four  weeks.  He  did 
not  like  the  mode  in  which  the  evidence 
was  got  up  in  the  case.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Youghal  (Mr.  I.  Butt) 
had  said  on  a  former  occasion  that  the 
masters  in  Scotland  were  almost  unanimous 
in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  the  masters  on 
the  east  coast  had  generally  petitioned 
against  it,  and  he  (Mr.  Baxter)  had  read 
a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  was  other- 
wise favourable  to  factory  legislation,  de- 
precating its  passing.  Moreover,  a  large 
section  of  the  operatives  in  Scotland  had 
petitioned  against  it.  The  Bill  proposed 
to  deal  with  all  works  for  bleaching  and 
dyeing  in  a  similar  manner ;  whereas,  the 
circumstances  and  practice  were  as  dif- 
ferent as  possible  in  various  parts  of  the 
country — at  least  in  Scotland.  On  the 
east  coast  of  Scotland  the  occupation  was 
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the  most  healthy  in  which  the  operative 
conld  he  engaged.  The  numher  of  hours 
in  which  the  operatives  worked  were  not 
more  than  the  Bill  proposed.  Linen 
hieaching  depended  greatly  on  the  state 
of  the  weather,  part  of  the  processes  heing 
carried  on  in  the  open  air.  A  long  frost 
or  a  long  dronght,  or  heavy  rains,  ren- 
dered the  water  turhid,  and  stopped  the 
operations ;  therefore,  if  work  was  to  he 
stopped  at  a  particular  hour,  great  loss 
would  accrue  to  all  parties.  Mr.  Tremen* 
heere,  partial  as  his  testimony  was,  here 
witness  to  that  fact.  The  conclusion  from 
these  considerations  was  that,  unless  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  I.  Butt) 
was  to  undertake  the  control  of  the,  ele- 
ments and  the  action  of  chemical  bodies, 
he  would  withdraw  the  Bill,  a  Bill  which, 
if  it  was  carried,  would  inflict  very  great 
injury  on  an  important  branch  of  trade. 
The  workpeople  would  not  thank  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  several  provisions 
in  his  Bill,  especially  that  which  changed 
the  hour  of  commencing  work  in  the  morn- 
ing from  seven  o'clock,  at  which  it  now 
stood,  to  six  o'clock.  A  careful  perusal 
of  the  Bill  caused  him  (Mr.  Baxter)  to 
conclude  that  its  effect  would  be  to  substi- 
tute male  for  female  labour,  and  to  drive 
into  towns  the  great  bulk  of  the  cottier 
population.  Under  those  circumstances, 
and  looking  at  the  impossibility  of  giving 
the  Bill  that  careful  eonuderation  the  sub- 
ject demanded,  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
■porsiated  in  on  this  occasion. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had  made 
the  most  unwarrantable  assertions  with  re- 
spect to  the  Report  of  Mr.  Tremenheere. 
What  right  had  he  to  assume  that  Mr. 
Tremenheere  had  been  careless,  or  actuat- 
ed by  partial  motives  in  drawing  up  that 
Report  ?  The  real  question  was,  whether 
they  should  do  anything  for  the  operative 
classes  in  the  country  ?  No  one  could  de- 
pend on  the  masters  to  supply  the  place  of 
legislation.  The  Legislature  had  already 
interfered  in  the  same  way  with  regard  to 
cotton,  why  should  they  be  precluded  from 
interfering  in  the  case  of  linen  %  If  the 
masters  objected  to  the  Bill,  why  did  they 
not  propose  some  measure  themselves? 
If  the  Bill  was  drawn  up  by  those  not  con- 
versant with  the  trade,  why  did  not  they, 
if  they  were  sincere  in  their  wishes  to  pro- 
tect the  operatives,  make  a  proposition  for 
that  purpose  ? 

Mb.  DUNCAN  said,  that  if  the  people 
in  the  bleaching  works  were  in  a  bad  posi- 

Mr.  Baxter 


tion,  he  should  be  one  of  the  first  to  assist 
them  in  obtaining  a  change.  These  opera- 
tions were  chiefly  carried  on  out  of  doors, 
and  when  in*  door  operationa  were  neces- 
sary, they  were  always  carried  on  in  a 
well  ventilated  atmosphere.  In  the  county 
he  represented  the  people  worked  in  sum- 
mer from  six  to  six,  and  as  the  season  ad- 
vanced, from  seven  to  seven,  with  time  for 
meals,  and  in  no  case  did  they  work  more 
than  sixty  hours  a  week.  They  were  well 
housed,  well  clothed,  and  there  was,  in  his 
opinion,  no  occasion  for  legislation  on  the 
matter.  He  should  oppose  the  BUI  in  every 
way,  as  being  uncalled  for. 

Mr.  MURROUQH  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into 
Committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  spoken  in  opposition  to  the  Bill  had 
carefully  abstained  from  informing  the 
House  as  to  what  was  going  on  in  the  in- 
terior of  the  bleaching  works.  He  would 
remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr.  Baxter)  that  in  his  works  he  was 
bleaching,  not  linen,  but  the  blood  of  boys 
and  girls. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM,  Sir,  baring, 
some  time  ago,  bestowed  considerable  at- 
tention on  this  subject,  perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  offer  a  few  remarks  upon 
the  Bill  now  under  consideration.  I  do 
not  see  much  nse,  I  must  confess,  in  per- 
sisting in  it  at  this  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, for,  after  what  has  already  paased, 
and  the  attention  which  has  been  given  to 
the  question,  it  would  be  very  unfortunate 
if  the  House  were  to  come  to  a  hasty  deci- 
sion upon  it.  The  question  was  very  fnlly 
considered  in  1845,  when  it  was  introduced 
with  all  the  advantage  and  seal  of  Lord 
Shaftesbury,  then  Lord  Ashley,  and  it  was 
at  that  time  my  duty  officially  to  give  to 
it  the  most  anxious  consideration.  I 
thought  that  there  was  a  difference  to  be 
drawn  between  factories  and  bleaching 
works.  I  argued  the  matter  at  great 
length  with  Lord  Shaftesbury,  and  he 
yielded  to  the  reasons  which  I  brongbt 
forward,  and  the  Legislature  did  draw  a 
distinction  between  bleaching  works  and 
factories.  The  Bill  we  are  now  discussing^ 
does  not  altogether  correspond  with  the 
Report  of  Mr.  Tremenheere,  but,  even  if 
it  did,  there  is  on  the  face  of  that  Report 
an  error  so  grievous  and  so  palpable  that  I 
question  whether  it  should  reeommend  it- 
self to  us  on  that  account.  In  natters  of 
this  sort  it  must  be  admitted,  I  think,  that 
the  minimum  of  interference  is  the  maxi- 
mum of  wisdom.      Bills  of  this  kind  are 
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drawn  in  two  wajs— either  in  ignorance  of 
the  partieolar  trade  affected,  when  Idjii- 
ries  not  contemplated  are  Terj  often  inflict- 
ed on  the  trade,  or  else  craftily  by  persons 
interested  in  the  trade,  who  have  some 
peeoliar  way  of  doing  business  which  they 
seek  to  favour  by  the  aid  of  the  Legisla- 
tore,  in  order  to  obtain  advantages  over 
their  competitors.  I  therefore  view  all 
measnree  of  this  kind  with  extreme  jea- 
lousy. I  folly  adroit  the  duty  which  lies 
upon  ns  of  protecting  the  health,  the  hap- 
piness, tbe  eomfort,  and  the  wellbeing  of 
the  labonring  classes ;  but  if  you  make  a 
mistake  in  this  kind  of  legislation — if  you 
should  cramp  and  fetter  that  branch  of 
trade  to  which  you  are  directing  your  at- 
tention, you  will  in  the  long  run  inflict 
evils  of  the  greatest  magnitude  upon  those 
whom  you  wish  to  serve.  It  is  admitted 
that  the  bleaching  trade  is  exposed  to  the 
most  severe  competition  with  foreign  rivals, 
and  that  it  requires  all  the  skill  and  energy 
of  the  British  manufacturer  successfully  to 
contend  against  that  competition.  Just  as 
in  a  raee  where  two  horses  of  exactly  equal 
powers  are  to  mo — if  you  put  31b.  extra 
on  one  of  them  his  defeat  is  certain,  so  it 
IS  with  regard  to  this  trade.  Mr.  Tremen- 
heere  admits  the  keenness  of  this  compe- 
tition, but,  while  he  states  most  distinctly 
that  Ef  you  follow  his  advice  the  additional 
cost  of  production  will  be  10  per  cent,  and 
the  addition  to  the  selling  price  1  percent, 
he  maintains  that  this  is  a  very  trifling 
matter  indeed,  and  would  have  no  effect. 
Now,  Sir,  that  is  so  astounding  a  propo- 
sition in  a  matter  of  trade  that  I,  for 
one,  cannot  consent  blindly  to  follow  Mr. 
Tremenheere  as  guide.  If  the  effect  should 
be  as  he  states — to  add  10  per  cent  to  the 
cost  of  production — I  predict  at  once  that 
by  8neh  nasty,  wild,  and  extravagant  legis* 
latiott  yoo  would  insure  the  success  of  our 
foreign  rivals  in  this  branch  of  trade.  Then 
we  are  asked  on  the  2nd  of  July,  to  read 
this  Bill  a  second  time,  though  the  House 
of  Lords  will  not  receive  a  Bill  which  has 
to  be  read  a  first  time  after  the  22nd  of 
July;  I,  therefore,  consider  that  it  would  be 
the  height  of  rashness  for  this  House  to  le- 
ffislaCe  on  this  subject,  relying  only  on  the 
Report  of  Mr.  Tremenheere ;  and  it  would 
negleei  its  duty  if  it  failed  to  institute  an 
mqidry  of  its  own.  We  ought  to  have  a 
Select  Committee  upon  the  subject,  and, 
as  it  woald  be  a  delusion  to  appoint  one 
this' Seesion,  1  think  it  better  that  the 
seoood  reading  of  this  Bill  should  be  post- 
poned, OB  the  understanding  that  a  Select 


Committee  fthall  be  appointed  at  the  com- 
mencement of  next  Session  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  subject.  The  peculiarities  of 
this  trade  are  so  great  that  I  believe  it 
differs  from  the  cotton,  wool,  flax,  and  in- 
deed all  other  manufactures.  The  work, 
when  once  begun,  must  be  continued  ;  it  is 
not  like  manufacturing  by  machinery  where 
you  can  stop  on  Monday  night  and  go  to 
work  again  on  Wednesday  morning ;  when 
once  you  have  begun  you  must  finish  your 
work,  unless  you  wish  to  lose  all  the  bene- 
fits of  your  labour.  The  demand,  too,  is 
not  continuous,  it  occurs  only  about  three 
times  in  the  year.  It  would  be  a  waste  of 
time,  however,  to  pursue  this  argument 
any  further  on  the  present  occasion;  I 
hope,  however,  that  the  House  will  not 
proceed  with  the  Bill  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion, for  I  am  sure  that  its  promoters,  sin- 
cerely desirous  as  they  are  to  benefit  the 
working  classes,  will  not  be  advancing 
their  own  object  if  they  persist  with  it  at 
present. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  should 
support  the  Motion  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  held  thitf  opinion,  that  if 
we  looked  forward  to  a  good  understanding 
between  all  classes  of  this  country,  they 
must  affirm  this  principle,  that  no  class  of 
persons  should  be  permitted  to  sacrifice 
the  health  of  families  and  young  children 
in  the  race  of  competition.-  He  held 
strongly  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  State 
to  extend  the  trade  and  manufactures  of 
this  country  by  all  legitimate  means  ;  but 
he  maintained  at  the  same  time  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  State  to  interfere  to  save 
the  lives  and  health  of  those  who  could 
not  protect  themselves.  He  did  not  ad- 
mit the  argument  that  because  it  could 
be  pointed  out  that  certain  restrictions  on 
the  labour  of  young  children  might  impede 
the  success  of  trade,  tbe  Legislature  had  a 
right  to  deny  to  families  the  protection  of 
the  State.  They  might  depend  upon  it, 
that  nothing  the  Legislature  had  done  had 
so  promoted  a  good  feeling  in  this  country 
amongst  the  working  classes,  as  in  extend- 
ing protection  to  those  who  could  not  help 
themselves.  Upon  every  opportunity  that 
presented  itself  he  was  determined  to  sup'o 
port  an  inquiry  into  the  applicability  of  these 
principles  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  had  charge  of  the  present  Bill,  whether 
it  might  not  prove  the  sacrifice  of  a  good 
measure  if  be  proceeded  with  it  at  an  im- 
proper time.  He  did  not  see  how  it  was 
possible  to  give  it  the  attention  it  deserved. 
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or  to  protect  themselves  from  the  charge ! 
of  hasty  legislation.     He  therefore  hoped  | 
the  measure  might  he  postponed  until  the 
next  Session. 

.  Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  he  had  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  I. 
Butt)  would  have  stated  the  course  he  in- 
tended to  pursue.  Representations  were 
made  to  him  (Sir  G.  Grey)  at  the  close 
of  last  Session,  and  at  the  heginning  of 
the  present,  hy  persons  interested  in  the 
trade,  that  the  inquiry  conducted  hy  Mr. 
Tremenheere  was  not  satisfactory,  and 
urging  that  another  inquiry  would  he  ne- 
cessary. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  then  proposed 
a  Select  Committee,  hut  the  lateness  of 
the  Session  interfered  with  its  appointment. 
He  thought  that  to  go  on  with  the  discus- 
sion now  would  be  a  waste  of  time,  and  he 
trusted  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  take  advantage  of  the  advice  which 
had  been  tendered  to  him,  and  withdraw 
his  Bill  for  the  present.  He  thought  it 
would  be  more  advantageous  to  take  the 
advice  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  J.  Graham)  and 
ask  for  a  Committee  next  Session.  That 
was  certainly  the  course  he  ought  to  take, 
if  he  wished  his  measure  to  succeed. 

Mr.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  should  have  at- 
tached considerable  importance  to  the  ap- 
peal which  had  just  been  made  to  him  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary, 
if  he  did  not  recollect  that  about  the  same 
time  last  Session  a  similar  appeal  was  made 
to  him  from  the  same  quarter,  and  in  re- 
ference to  the  very  same  Bill.  [Sir  G. 
Gret:  Tes,  but  you  did  not  follow  my 
advice.]  The  Bill  was  founded  upon  the 
fullest  inquiry,  and  had  been  most  care- 
fully prepared,  but  from  time  to  time  its 
progress  had  been  obstructed  by  one  party 
or  another.  It  was  then  proposed  to  him 
that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  thinking  that  would  get 
rid  of  the  opposition,  he  assented  to  the 
proposition;  but  the  opposition  had  still 
been  kept  up,  and  it  certainly  was  not  he 
who  was  responsible  for  the  Bill  coming  on 
at  that  late  period  of  the  Session.  Now, 
how  stood  the  case  ?  Why,  in  1854, 
a  Bill,  nearly  identical  with  the  one 
under  consideration,  passed  the  House 
of  Lords  and  came  down  to  that  House, 
when  the  Government  proposed  that  it 
should  be  withdrawn  and  the  subject  in- 
quired into  during  the  autumn  by  a  Royal 
Commission.  That  course  was  taken,  the 
Bill  was  withdrawn,  a  Royal  Commission 
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was  appointed,  and  last  year  he  brought 
in  a  Bill  founded  upon  the  Report  of  that 
Commission,  which  Bill  was  only  rejected 
by  a  very  small  majority.     Early  in  the 
present  Session  he  re-introduced  the  Bill 
with  some  Amendments,  and  now,  at  nearly 
the  doso  of  the  Session,  having  been  put 
off  day  after  day,  he  was  for  the  second 
time  requested  to  give  way  in  favour  of  in- 
quiry.    The  accuracy  of  the  Report  made 
by  the  Royal  Commissioner  was  impugned 
by  the  Government  who  appointed  him  ; 
and  now  it  was  said  the  proper  tribunal 
for  inquiry  was  a  Select  Committee  of  that 
House.  It  should,  however,  be  remembered 
that  in  the  meanwhile  the  sufferings  of  the 
poor  people  whom  the  Bill  was  intended  to 
relievo  were  going  on ;    but  still  he  was 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  it 
was  for  the  House  to  decide  whether  he 
should  go  on  with  the  Bill  forthwith,  or 
withdraw  it  with  a  view  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee.     He  entirely  dis- 
sented from  the  opinion  taken  by  the  right 
hon.   Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham),  that  tha 
House  ought  to  pause  before  it  consented  to 
the  measure,  as  they  might  be  doing  mis- 
chief, instead  of  good ;  previous  legislation 
in  the  factory  direction  having,  it  was  be- 
lieved, produced  more  mischief  than  benefit. 
He  had  the  highest  respect  for  the  opinions 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but  he  could 
not  help  recollecting  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had    been    at  times  completely 
wrong  in  some  of  his  strongest  predictions 
as  to  results  of  particular  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  he  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  the  present  instance  would  be 
found  to  be  in  error.      He  did  not  believe 
that  the  manufacturing  superiority  of  this 
country    depended    upon    the     excessive 
hours  of  labour  extorted  from  women  and 
young  children,  in  an  atmosphere  heated  to 
130  degrees;  and  he  entirely  differed  from 
those  calculations  which  asserted  a  large 
increased  cost  on  the  manufactured  article 
if  some  such  measure  as  the  Bill  before 
the  House  was  passed.     If  the  House  did 
not  consent  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time 
it  would  be  received  as  an  intimation  hj 
the  working  classes   that  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
was  to  be  acted  upon,  and  that  no  further 
legislation  was  to  take   place  on  this  or 
similar  questions.     However,  if  ho  with- 
drew the  Bill,  he  could  promise  those  poor 
people  that  no  exertion  should  be  wanted 
on  his  part  to  pass  it  next  Session  ;.and 
even  if  he  did  not  succeed  then,  he  would 
still  undertake  that,  so  long  as  he  bad  & 
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Beat  10  that  House,  so  long  i^ould  he  con- 
tinue bis  efforts  to  obtain  jastice  for  them 
at  the  hands  of  the  Legislature. 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  must 
beg  to  explain  that  he  had  not  said  that 
Mr.  Trenienheere  was  an  unsafe  guide,  be- 
cause he  had  said  that  the  course  recom- 
mended would  add  10  per  cent  to  the  cost 
of  production  and  1  per  cent  to  the  price, 
but  because  he  had  said  that  this  addition 
was  a  matter  of  no  consequence. 

Mb.  BRUMMOND  said,  he  thought  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  1.  Butt) 
bad  had  sufficient  experience  as  to  following 
the  advice  of  pretended  friends.  He  never 
would  find  anything  in  that  House,  unless 
be  forced  bis  Bill,  except  a  predominant 
desire  that  capital  should  succeed  at  the 
expense  of  human  life.  He  would  remind 
the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of  this, 
that  when  the  Bill  #as  before  the  House 
on  a  previous  occasion,  it  was  evident  to 
him  that  there  was  a  desire  on  the  part  of 
many  Members  of  that  House  to  revert  to 
the  slave  trade,  in  order  to  add  to  capital. 
The  right  bon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
bad  said  that  the  maximum  of  wisdom  was 
the  minimum  of  interference.  No  doubt 
such  was  the  case  as  far  as  monej-getting 
went,  but  as  far  as  human  life  went,  it 
was  exactly  the  reverse.  By  the  manu- 
facturing system,  as  at  present  carried  on, 
the  sense  of  parental  affection  was  almost 
annihilated,  and  all  this  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  money.  Children  were  expended 
as  cattle  were  expended  upon  a  farm. 
Why,  on  a  recent  occasion,  did  we  eat  so 
much  American  dirt  ?  Simply  because  a 
fourth  of  our  exports  went  to  America. 
In  order  to  keep  up  that  trade  we  sub- 
mitted to  be  kicked  ;  and,  to  keep  up  the 
advantages  of  the  bleaching  trade,  we 
sacrificed  poor  children's  lives.  He  would 
strongly  advise  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  persevere  with  his  Bill.  Com- 
mittees and  Commissions  would  beat  him 
if  he  relied  on  them,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, say  to  him,  '*  go  to  a  division." 
He  believed  that  the  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  knew  nothing  of  the  evils 
that  resulted  from  the  bleaching  trade. 

Lord  ROBERT  GROSVENOR  said, 
be  understood  that  a  primd  facte  case  for 
inquiry  had  been  made  out,  and  that  then 
Government  took  steps  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Commission.  The  Report  from 
that  Commission  was  made  last  year.  That 
circumstance,  however,  did  not  weaken  the 
primd  facie  case  for  inquiry.  Indeed,  it 
made  it  so  strong,  that  there  was  not  a 


Member  of  that  House  who  would  say  that 
they  ought  not  to  legislate  upon  it.  The 
Government  told  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Youghal  that 
next  Session  he  must  move  for  a  Commit- 
tee. If  he  did  so  they  would  then  tell  him 
he  must  bring  in  a  Bill  in  order  to  show 
what  he  wanted  to  do.  Now,  all  that  was 
a  wrong  mode  of  proceeding,  for  it  was 
imposing  delays  which  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  in  such  a  case.  If  Government 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  Report  of  the 
Commission,  why  not  appoint  another  ? 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  that  in  the 
amusing  hands  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Surrey  everything  appeared  to  be- 
come new,  and  when,  therefore,  he  gave 
utterance  to  a  fallacy  long  siuce  exploded, 
it  appeared  a  new  thing  that  had  never 
been  ventured  on  before.  On  the  present 
occasion  he  appeared  before  the  House  as 
a  friend  of  labour,  and  talked  of  the ,  an- 
tagonism between  capital  and  labour. 
Now,  he  thought  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  learned  one  thing,  namely,  as 
to  the  persons  who  received  the  most  from 
the  increase  of  capital.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  hesitated  to  compare  the 
abominations  of  the  slave  trade  with  that 
great  manufacturing  industry  which  had 
conferred  more  upon  this  country  than 
anything  during  the  last  century.  Then 
he  said  that  the  House  of  Commons  was 
influenced  by  the  master  manufacturers, 
and  not  having  the  labouring  classes  re- 
presented, took  no  steps  to  protect  those 
who  lived  by  labour.  Had  they  passed  no 
Factory  Bills  during  the  last  ten  years  ? 
At  whose  suggestion  were  they  passed  ? 
Were  they  carried  in  deference  to  the 
wishes  of  the  master  manufacturers  or  in 
opposition  to  them?  No  doubt  in  oppo- 
sition to  them,  and  Parliament  did  not, 
therefore,  listen  to  the  master  manufac- 
turers on  that  occasion.  Such  men  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr, 
Drummond)  were,  in  his  opinion,  the  real 
enemies  of  the  working  classes,  because 
they  sowed  the  seeds  of  dissension  between 
masters  and  men,  where  happily  there 
might  have  been  peace  and  combination. 
The  question  now  before  the  House  stood 
thus.  It  was  agreed  that  they  were  to 
have  a  full  and  searching  inquiry  into  the 
question,  and  he  would  ask  whether  it 
was  according  to  common  sense  that  they 
should  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  now, 
when  it  was  admitted  that  there  was  no 
intention  of  proceeding  with  it  during  the 
course  of  the  present  Session.     If  they 
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roftd  the  Bill  a  Becond  time,  and  then, 
after  inquiry,  did  not  put  the  Bill  on  the 
Statute-book,  they  would  be  deluding  and 
deceiving  the  working  clasaeB.  He  was 
certain  that  they  would  secure  the  good 
feeling  of  the  working  classes  by  institut- 
ing a  rigid  inquiry. 

Mb.  GOBBETT  said,  be  had  taken 
much  interest  in  the  question  under  con- 
sideration, and  had  personally  made  him- 
self acquainted  with  the  feelings  and  the 
actual  condition  of  the  people  employed  in 
bleaching  works.  After  the  conclusion  of 
the  Session  of  1853,  he  visited  the  dis- 
tricts of  England  and  Scotland  in  which 
principally  the  bleaching  works  were  si- 
tuated ;  and  in  those  works  he  found  that 
persons  were  working  sixteen,  eighteen, 
and  twenty  hours  a  day,  in  a  temperature 
varying  from  ninety  to  130  degrees.  He 
considered  that  no  one  could  give  attention 
to  a  more  important  question,  than  one 
afflicting  the  welfare  of  the  productive 
classes.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  had  laid  it  down  to  the  House 
that  the  subject  had  been  long  since  dis- 
posed of  when  he  was  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  If  the  subject 
was  disposed  of,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
asserted,  it  would  be  better  to  resist  in- 
quiry altogether  than  to  say,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  he  was  willing 
to  consent  to  inquiry  next  Session.  There 
was  an  almost  unanimous  desire  in  that 
House  that  an  inquiry  should  take  place 
at  the  earliest  period  next  Session ;  and 
there  was  this 'urgent  claim  for  inquiry, 
that  he  personally  knew,  as  he  had  pre- 
viously stated,  of  the  sufferings  of  the 
bleachers.  He  was  present  at  some  bleach- 
ing works,  at  which  he  was  informed  that, 
owing  to  the  beat  in  what  were  called  the 
*'  roasting  shops,"  three  young  women 
had  been  that  morning  carried  out  in  a 
famting  state.  A  master  bleacher  had 
told  him  that  the  temperature  was  fre- 
quently so  high,  that  the  nails  in  the  floors 
became  heated  and  blistered,  that  was, 
burnt,  the  feet  of  those  who  were  employed 
in  those  rooms,  and  who  were  therefore 
obliged  to  wear  slippers.  It  had  been 
said  by  several  hon.  Members  for  Scotch 
constituencies,  that  the  facts  were  not  so 
bad  as  they  had  been  represented  to  be.  All 
those  hon.  Members,  however,  came  from 
one  part  of  Scotland,  and  it  was  possible 
that  in  their  district  the  evils  complained 
of  did  not  exist.  In  Glasgow,  Paisley, 
and  other  places  in  the  same  neighbour- 
hood he  had  himself  witnessed  the  state 

Mr.  Cardtoell 


of  things  which  he  had  described.     At  a 
meeting  held  at  the  Iftst-named  town,  Mr. 
Baillie  Browne,  he  believed  the  chief  baillie, 
had  said,  that  for  many  years  the  opera- 
tive bleachers  had  been  regarded  as  little 
more  than  mere   machines,  and  had  ex- 
pressed his  desire  that  there  should  be 
passed  a  general  Ten  Hours  Bill  for  the 
whole  country.     To  confirm  these  general 
expressions  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  would  read 
to  the  House  a  statement  of  the  hours 
worked  by  two  young  persons  during  two 
weeks  of  the  year.     During  the  week  from 
September  26  to  October  1,  they  worked 
102^  hours,  namely,  on  the  several  days, 
16,  17,  18,  23,  13|,  and  15  hours  each. 
During  the  next  week  they  worked,  on 
the  several  days,  19,  17,  2l|,  16,  17,  and 
14^  hours,  making  for  the  whole  week  105 
hours.     The  temperature  of   the    atmo- 
sphere in  which  they  worked  was  130°.   In 
the  year  1843  there  was  a  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inqohre  into  the  employment  of 
young    persons,  called    **  the   Children's 
Employment  Commission,"  the  Report  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham) seemed  to  think  had  decided  against 
legislative  interference  in  the  matter.     So 
far  was  this  from  being  the  case,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  a  statement  in  one 
of  the  appendices,  that  many  of  the  master 
bleachers  would  gratefully  welcome  some 
legislative  restriction  as  to  the  hours  of 
work,  which  would  put  all  upon  the  same 
footing,  and  would  enable  them  to  resist 
the  pressure  of  their  customers  without 
giving  offence.     The  fact  was,  that  mer- 
chants and  manufacturers  frequently  sent 
goods  to  a  bleacher  to-day,  or  even  in  the 
middle  of  the  night,  with  an  order  that 
they  must  be  finished  and  returned    by 
twelve  o'clock  to-morrow.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said,  that  the  process  of  bleach- 
ing, when  once  commenced,  must  be  con- 
tinuous, as  any  interruption  of  it  would 
spoil  the  goods.     He  (Mr.  Cobbett)  had 
inquired  into  this  matter,  and  had  been  in- 
formed  that  the  process  might,  without 
damage  to  the  goods,  be  interrupted  at 
the  conclusion  of  any  stage.     Very  many 
of  the  master  bleachers  were,  as  he  had 
mentioned,  themselves  in  favour  of  legis* 
lation  upon  this  subject.     These  masters 
had    written    to    the    Secretary  of    the 
Bleachers'  Committee  at  Bolton,  distinctly 
stating  that  they  were  in  favour  of  a  re- 
striction of  the  hours  of  labour  in  their 
works,  and  expressing  their  opinion  tliat 
such  a  restriction  would  never  be  carried 
out  without  the  interference  of  the  Legia- 
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latnre.  The  qnestion  now  wm,  should  the 
boD.  and  learned  Member  for  Toughal  (Mr. 
I.  Bntt)  take  a  diyisioo  now,  or  would  it 
be  more  prudent  to  withdraw  the  Bill  for 
the  present  Session.  He  (Mr.  Cobbett) 
was  himself  rerj  muoh  in  favoor  of  dirid- 
ing,  in  order  that  the  House  might  decide 
whether  bleachers  were  to  be  protected  hj 
enactments  or  not.  He  believed  that  a 
large  portion  of  the  House  was  strongly 
disposed  to  legislate  upon  the  subject,  and 
sQch  an  assurance  would  be  a  great  com- 
fort to  these  poor  people,  who  were  so 
anziouslj  looking  for  the  decision  of  the 
House  on  the  question.  The  withdrawal 
of  the  Bill«  and  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee next  Session,  will  probably  put  off 
legislation  until  after  that  Session  also, 
and  he  should  therefore  recommend  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  diride.  If, 
however,  he  came  to  a  different  decision, 
he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  would  suggest  that  the 
Committee  might  be  appointed  and  nomi- 
nated at  once,  not  that  it  might  proceed  to 
bosinesa,  but  that  it  might  be  revived  next 
Session.  By  the  adoption  of  that  course 
much  time  would  be  saved. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  he  had  no  hesitation 
whatever  in  giving  such  a  pledge.  He  was 
sure  ^le  Government  would  throw  no  ob- 
stacle in  the  way  of  an  early  appointment 
of  the  Oommittee,  and  he  did  not  appre- 
hend, frcMn  what  bad  passed  in  the  course 
of  ihe  disenasion,  that  there  would  be  any 
opposition  to  it  on  the  part  of  either  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  or  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter).  Under  those  cir- 
emnstaoeea,  he  decidedly  thought  the  best 
couie  woold  be  to  allow  the  Bill  to  drop 
for  the  present  Session,  to  withdraw  all 
imputations  which  had  been  made  either 
on  one  side  or  the  other,  and  then  at  the 
very  beginning  of  next  Session  to  go  into 
an  inqoirj  of  the  whole  subject  with  clean 
hands.  At  all  events*  if  the  Bill  were 
pressed  to  a  aecond  reading  now,  it  woold 
be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  vote 
sgainst  it. 

Mb.  kirk  said,  he  wished  to  correct 
an  error  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  ToQff^hal  (Mr.  I.  Butt)  had  fallen 
into.  He  aaid  the  Bill  was  identical  with 
that  which  eanae  down  from  the  House  of 
Lords  in  1854<.  Now  how  could  that  be 
10,  when  the  Bill  of  1854  made  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  Ireland.  The  fact,  how- 
ever, was.  that  the  Isetory  proprietors  of 
Ireland  were  not  st  all  opposed  to  reason- 
able Ittrislation,  nor  were  they  in  the  least 


averse  to  inquiry  ;  indeed,  he  had  present- 
ed repeated  petitions  from  some  of  them, 
praying  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee.  In  its  present  shape 
the  measure  was  highly  objectionable ;  its 
provisions  would  retard  trade,  interrupt 
the  progress  of  manufactures,  and  lead  to 
considerable  mischief.  Now  there  was  no 
necessity  for  those  restrictive  clauses,  and 
he  hoped  the  Bill  would  he  withdrawn  with 
a  view  to  its  being  considered  and  amend- 
ed in  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  he  should  support 
the  Bill,  because  he  found  that  the  number 
of  hours  specified  in  it  comprised  as  long 
a  period  as  any  young  persons  should  be 
obliged  to  woi^«  No  greater  mistake, 
even  with  a  view  to  their  own  interests, 
could  be  committed  by  masters  than  to 
overwork  their  people.  What  was  gained 
in  one  way  by  such  a  system  was  more 
than  lost  in  another  by  the  defective  man- 
ner in  which  the  work  was  done.  There 
was  no  getting  more  out  of  a  human  being 
than  his  constitution  could  fairly  yield — 
that  was  the  fact  of  it.  Manufacturers 
had  a  right  to  employ  their  operatives  for 
as  long  a  period  as  was  consistent  with 
good  health  and  good  work,  but  not  for  a 
moment  longer.  It  was  manifest  that  some 
legislation  on  the  question  was  impera- 
tively required,  and,  as  no  case  for  further 
delay  had  been  made  out,  the  House  would 
do  well  to  give  its  immediate  sanction  to 
the  present  measure. 

LoBD  NAAS  said,  that  no  case  of  hard- 
ship had  been  proved  against  the  master 
bleachers  in  the  North  of  Ireland.  The 
operatives  in  the  North  of  Ireland  were 
not  in  favour  of  legislation  of  this  kind ; 
on  the  contrary,  they  had  petitioned  against 
the  Bill  of  last  year.  Though  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Cobbett)  had 
cited  some  strong  instances  of  hardship  in 
the  bleaching  works  of  other  parts  of  the 
kingdom,  it  would  be  unjust  to  the  mas- 
ters in  the  North  of  Ireland  to  say  that 
such  a  state  of  things  existed  there  as  to 
call  for  legislation. 

Mb.  WALTER  said,  that,  although  he 
would  gladly  have  been  spared  the  neces- 
sity of  going  to  a  division  on  the  present 
occasion — ^as  he  thought  it  not  impossible 
that  some  good  might  result  from  agreeing 
to  refer  the  question  to  a  Committee— yet 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Youghal 
should  press  the  Bill  to  a  division,  he  (Mr. 
Walter)  should  certainly  go  into  the  same 
lobby  with  him.  Not  having  had  the  good 
fortune  to  be  present  during  the  early  part 
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of  the  debate,  he  would  not  presame  to 
trouble  the  House  with  any  speech  on  the 
subject ;  but  he  felt  it  necessary  to  make 
one  observation  upon  a  remark  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  the  foundation  of  all 
objections  to  such  measures  as  that  now 
under  consideration.  It  was  often  said, 
with  regard  to  Bills  of  this  description, 
that  they  interfered  with  the  manufactures 
of  the  country,  but  there  was  one  species 
of  manufactures  which  a  certain  class  of 
economists  were  too  apt  to  overlook.  He 
alluded  to  the  1,000,000  children  who 
were  every  year  added  to  our  population. 
That  was  by  far  the  most  interesting  and 
important  of  our  manufactures  ;  and  when 
we  remembered  that  upon  its  character 
and  upon  the  care  taken  of  it  in  its  infancy 
depended  the  future  strength  and  great- 
ness of  the  nation,  we  could  not  doubt 
that  the  Legislature  would  be  grossly  neg- 
lectful of  its  duty  if  it  did  not  take  care 
that  the  youth  of  the  country  were  so 
brought  up  that  the  developement  of  their 
powers  of  mind  and  body  should  not  be 
impeded  by  that  excessive  strain  upon 
their  system  which  was  the  inevitable  re- 
sult of  overwork. 

Mr.  WILKINSON  said,  he  objected  to 
legislation  on  the  subject  altogether,  since 
the  only  effect  of  such  legislation  would 
be,  not  to  shorten  the  hours  of  labour,  but 
to  drive  the  manufacture  from  our  shores. 
As  to  the  particular  manufacture  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Walter)  had 
referred,  till  people  learned  not  to  over- 
stock the  market  with  the  product  of  their 
labour,  the  House  could  never  hope  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  working 
classes. 

Admiral  JONES  said,  he  knew,  of  his 
own  knowledge,  that  tlie  workpeople  in 
Ireland  deprecated  all  legislation  on  the 
subject.  Hand-loom  weaving  in  the  north 
of  Ireland  was  carried  on  to  a  great  extent 
in  the  houses  of  the  people  themselves, 
and  he  should  be  afraid  to  state  in  that 
House  the  number  of  hours  those  people 
worked  in  their  own  habitations. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  had  anxiously 
considered  the  subject,  but  every  day*s 
experience  had  made  him  more  jealous 
of  legislative  interference  in  the  matter. 
Evils  might  exist,  but  the  remedy  for  those 
evils  was  not  that  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
He  could  bear  testimony  to  the  prosperity 
of  manufacturers  in  the  north  of  Ireland, 
and  he  thought  that  interference,  such  as 
that  proposed,  would  be  rabh  in  the  ex- 
treme.    He  should  vote  against  the  second  I 
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;  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  he  hoped  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  postpone  the 
measure. 

Mr.  FIELDEN  said,  he  should  vote 
for  the  second  reading,  and  hoped  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Youghal 
would  not  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  BROWN  said,  be  was  appre> 
hensive  that  if  the  second  reading  were 
agreed  to,  expectations  would  thereby  be 
excited  among  the  working  population 
which  the  evidence  to  be  taken  before 
any  inquiry  would  not  support,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  dispel. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  ;-*  Ayes  65  ;  Noes 
109 :  Majority  44. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  reading  put  of  for  six  months. 

SCIENTIFIC  AND  LITERARY   SOCIETIES 

BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  that  a  BiU  was 
passed  some  years  ago  to  exempt  from 
local  taxation  the  premises  occupied  by 
societies  established  for  the  cultivation  oif 
*'  science,  literature,  and  the  fine  arts, 
exclusively."  The  societies  claiming  the 
benefit  of  that  measure  had  to  be  certified 
by  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt,  and  it  so  happened  that 
the  courts  of  law  had  in  many  instances 
decided  that  the  certificate  of  that  Gen- 
tleman had  been  given  upon  insulBcient 
grounds.  Under  those  circumstances,  the 
present  Bill  had  been  brought  in  to  declare 
the  finding  of  the  certifying  barrister  final 
and  without  appeal,  and  also  to  get  rid  of 
the  word  '*  exclusively'*  from  the  existing 
Act,  which  had  a  restrictive  operation. 
The  measure  would,  therefore,  inaefinitely 
extend  an  exemption  which,  if  not  whollj 
vicious  in  principle,  had  already  reached 
its  legitimate  limit.  It  would  enable  the 
Athennum  Club,  or  any  other  inbtitution 
professing  in  any  degree  to  promote 
science,  literature,  and  the  fine  arts,  to 
escape  from  the  payment  of  poor  rates 
and  other  local  taxes.  Moreover,  such  an 
immunity  was  hardly  consistent  with  the 
recognised  doctrines  of  political  economy, 
as  the  advantage  it  conferred  would  be 
swept  away  by  the  landlord  of  the  pre- 
mises in  the  shape  of  increased  rent. 
Under  the  proposed  Bill  no  one  could  aay 
how  far  the  exemption  might  extend.  En- 
tertaining those  objectiuna  to  the  Bill,  he 
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sbonld  more  that  the  Chairman  report  pro- 
gress. 

Mb.  HUTT  said,  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  carry  out  the  6^7  Vict.^  c.  36, 
wbicfa  was  not  properly  understood.     The 
word  *' exclusiTel J  '  was  coDtained  in  that 
Act*  and  many  difficulties  had  arisen  in 
consequence.     He  beliered  that  if  the  law 
were   strictly  carried    out   no  institution 
would  be  able  to  avail  itself  of  the  ad- 
fantages  of  the  law.     He*  did  not  think  it 
was  right  to  act  upon  this  rigid  system. 
The  |>resent,Bill,  which  he  had  introduced 
at  the  request  of  the  Society  of  Arts,  and 
of  a  vast  number  of  Mechanics*  Institutes, 
merely  proposed  to  carry  into  effect  the 
original  intention  of  the  Act  referred  to. 
According  to  the  decision  of  a  court  of 
law  the  British  and  Foreign  School  Society 
was  not  an  institution  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Act,  and  the  Royal  Society,  which 
took  in  newspapers  and  periodicals  for  the 
perusal  of   the   members,   was   not    en- 
titled to  derive  any  benefit  from  the  Act. 
He  did  not  propose  to  introduce  any  new 
principle  or  to  extend  an   old  one,  but 
merely  to  restore  to  the  Statute-book  an 
Act  which  had  been  practically  effaced  by 
the  decisions  of  a  court  of  law.     He  be- 
lieved that  even  those  persons  who  were 
most  opposed  to  any  national  system  of 
education  would  not  wish  to  see  the  Me- 
chaoiea'  Institutes  obstructed  in  the  bene- 
ficial progress  thay  had  made  in  this  coun- 
try.    Lei  them  just  cast  their  eyes  over 
the  country  and  see  what  spontaneous  ef- 
forts had  heen  made  by  those  men  for  their 
own  advancement  and  instruction.    He  felt 
assured  that  the  House  would  have  a  deep 
sympathj  with  them ;  and,  he  was  happy 
to  say,  maoj  eminent  statesmen  had  given 
their  valuable  personal  efforts  to  promote 
the  proaperitj  of   such  institutions.     He 
believed  thej  deserved  the  patronage  and 
the  consideration  of  the  Government ;  for 
although  they  might  not  be  in  every  re- 
spect the  rery  best  instruments  that  might 
be  devised  for  education,  they  suited  the 
tastes  and   prejudices  of  the  people,  and 
had   doobtlesa   been   productive    of   very 
great  benefits.     Manv  of  them  were  kept 
in  existenee  on  very  slender  and  precarious 
foods,  and   the  slightest  failure  in   their 
receipts  woold  close  many  of  them.  «  He 
was  sare  any  support  Government  might 
give  woald   be  beneficially  bestowed,  and 
that  it  woold   be  thank^lly  received  by  a 
very  valuable  class  of  the  community. 

Mbl  HADFIELD  said,  he  thought  it 
vas  a  pitiable  thing  that  any  opposition 
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should  he  offered  to  the  Bill.  Churches  and 
chapels,  which  were  frequently  places  for 
the  rich,  were  exempted  from  these  rates, 
and  yet  institutions  established  simply  for 
the  poor  were  not  to  be  allowed  the  same 
privilege.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  said  that  the  landlords 
would  be  the  only  persons  who  would  be- 
nefit by  the  remission  of  the  rates,  but 
that  was  not  the  case,  for  landlords  would 
be  glad  to  have  such  tenants  at  the  or- 
dinary rentals.  Besides,  the  founders  of 
Mechanics'  Institutes  were  anxious  to 
have  premises  of  their  own,  and  the  ex- 
emption from  rates  was  a  great  incentive 
to  exertion  in  that  respect. 

Lord  LOVAINE  said,  that  if  the  Bill 
confined  itself  to  carrying  out  the  first 
Act,  he  should  not  object  to  it.  The 
Bill,  however,  exempted  any  building  de- 
voted in  any  sort  of  way  to  the  interests 
of  science,  which  was  so  large  a  provision 
that  it  could  hardly  be  allowed  without 
danger.  There  was  no  building  which 
might  not  in  some  way  or  other  be  made 
subservient  to  the  interests  of  science. 

Mr.  £.  C.  EGERTON  said,  he  cor- 
dially supported  the  measure,  for  he  was 
of  opinion  that  those  who  objected  that  the 
landlord  would  derive  all  the  benefit  of  the 
exemption  overlooked  the  fact  that  those 
societies  generally  aspired  to  purchase  the 
land  and  premises  which  they  occupied, 
and  to  make  them  their  own  freeholds. 

Mb.  G.  BUTT  said,  the  Bill  would 
entirely  exempt  from  rates  any  building 
though  it  were  only  occupied  one  day  in 
the  week  for  literary  purposes,  and  during 
the  remainder  of  the  week  for  purposes  of 
business.  The  landlord,  notwithstanding 
what  had  been  asserted  by  hon.  Members, 
would  in  reality  get  the  benefit  of  the 
exemption  ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  that 
was  the  object  of  the  Bill.  The  decisions 
which  had  been  given  by  the  Courts  of 
Law  were  entirely  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  as  it  stood.  It  was  now  proposed  to 
make  the  certificate  of  the  barrister  final ; 
but  to  that  he  strongly  objected. 

Mb.  bouverie  said  the  question 
had  been  argued  as  though  the  Bill  re- 
ferred solely  to  Mechanics'  Institutes ;  now 
that  was  not  the  case,  for  the  Bill  would 
let  in  all  kinds  of  buildings.  At  Green- 
wich it  had  been  decided  by  the  barrister 
that  a  building  which  was  let  on  hire  for 
lectures,  and  even  theatrical  purposes,  was 
within  the  Act ;  but  on  appeal  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  that  decision  had  been 
reversed.     At  Manchester,  a  place  used 
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for  tDusical  performances  had  also  been 
certified  by  the  barrister  as  coming  within 
the  Act.  He  was  surprised  to  find  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheflield  (Mr.  Hadfield) 
Bopporting  a  Bill  which  would  bave  the 
effect  of  taxing  all  the  rest  of  a  parish  for 
the  benefit  of  those  institutions. 

Mb.  W.  EWART  said,  the  old  Bill  had 
extended  beyond  Mechanics'  Institutes, 
including  places  used  for  literary  and  edu- 
cational purposes.  The  only  obje<^tion  to 
the  present  law  was  because  it  contained 
the  word  "  exclusively.  *'  He  had  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  ninety- two  literary 
institutions  in  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire ; 
from  which  it  appeared  that  some  of  those 
institutions  were  held  to  come  within  the 
Act,  while  others  were  excluded.  The 
Bristol  Athenasum  paid  as  much  as  £100 
a  year  in  local  rates.  Now  that  he  con- 
sidered a  very  great  hardship,  seeing  that 
other  similar  institutions  were  exempt. 
Either,  the  law  ought  to  be  repealed  or 
equalised  in  its  operation. 

Mb.  HENLBY  said,  he  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  a  charter  had  been 
asked  for  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
Theatre  on  the  ground  that  it  encouraged 
music  and  dancing — ^and  the  effect  of  the 
present  Bill  would  be  to  let  in  kindred 
places  of  all  descriptions.  By  passing 
such  a  measure  they  would  run  the  risk  of 
beiug  compelled  to  make  no  exemption 
whatever  from  local  taxation,  and  thus 
defeat  the  very  object  for  which  the  Bill 
was  brought  in.  He  should  be  glad  to 
see  a  measure  for  exempting  schools  from 
rates,  but  its  provisions  ought  to  be  well 
defined.  There  was  no  uncertainty  about 
the  present  law ;  the  difficulty  of  applying 
it  arose  from  the  difference  in  the  insti- 
tutions. 

Mb.  STRUTT  said,  he  thought  it  a 
great  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  benefit 
given  by  the  Bill  would  go  into  the  pocket 
of  the  landlords.  The  exemption  attached 
to  the  institution,  and  it  was  not  at  all 
likely  that  landlords  would  charge  a  higher 
rent  because  the  institution  was  exempt 
from  rates.  All  were  agreed  that  it  was 
desirable  to  exempt  literary  institutions 
from  rates  ;  and  they  were  equally  agreed 
that  the  object  was  not  effected  by  the 
existing  Act.  Hence  the  necessity  of 
new  provisions.  He  hoped  to  see  the  Bill 
passed  in  the  present  Session. 

Mb.  TITE  said,  the  Bill  did  not  intro- 
duce  a  new  principle,  but  merely  extended 
one  already  in  operation*  Mechanics'  In- 
stitutes had  been  denied  the  benefit  of  the 
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law  because  they  took  in  newspapers  ;  and 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  alter  the  law 
in  that  respect.  The  objections  raised  to 
the  clause  might  easily  be  obviated  in 
Committee. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  said,  he  thought  a  very 
little  ingenuity  would  suffice  to  remove  all 
the  objections  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MASSEY  said,  the  Bill  would  ex- 
tend the  exemption  far  beyond  what  Par- 
liament had  contemplated  in  passing  the 
original  Bill.  Any  person  who  was  for- 
tunate enough  to  get  the  certificate  of  the 
officer  would  be  able  in  this  way  to  avoid 
the  payment  of  bis  rates.  However  de- 
sirous they  might  be  to  encourage  educa- 
tion, they  must  not  throw  a  burden  on  the 
ratepayers  by  opening  the  door  for  a  large 
number  of  exemptions.  The  sort  of 
Amendment  which  was  proposed  to  be 
made  in  Committee  would  only  leave  the 
law  as  it  stood.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  the  word  '*  mainly"  or  '•  principally" 
should  be  introduced ;  but  the  only  effect 
of  that  would  be  to  increase  litigation. 

Mb.  HILDYARD  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Bill,  which  he  thought  most  bene- 
ficial, and  hoped  that  it  would  be  proceeded 
with. 

Mb.   JOHN   MACGRBGOR  said,   he 
considered  that  the  Government  were  to 
blame  for  neglecting  the  working  classes 
and  postponing  their  interests  to  financial 
considerations.     The  Government  and  the 
House  ought  to  do  all  they  could  to  pro- 
mote and  extend  education,  and  Members 
of  the  Government  might  do  worse  than 
even    patronise   the   Princess's    Theatre. 
They  voted  thousands  of  millions  for  po- 
litical  objects,   but   they   were  chary   of 
hundreds  when  the  advancement  of  the 
working  classes  was  the  question  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  he ADLAM  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  they  should  consider  the  question  in 
Committee.  They  were  all  desirous  of 
promoting  education,  and  they  might  con- 
sider in  Committee  what  words  would  best 
carry  out  that  object. 

Mb.  ATHERTON  said,  it  seemed  to  be 
apprehended  that  if  they  sought  to  get  rid 
of  the  objectionable  word  '*  exclusively,'* 
they  might  give  the  measure  a  wider  scope 
than  had  ever  been  intended  by  its   sup- 
porters.    He  could  not,  however,  see  any 
great  difficulty  in  substituting  for  the  ob- 
jectionable adverb  some  word  or  form  of 
words  which  would,  while  satisfyingr    tbe 
objections  urged,   carry  out  the  objects 
proposed  by  the  Bill. 
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Mb.  BOXTYBRIE  said,  that  he  retained 
the  opioioii  he  hefore  expressed,  but  he 
would  vitbdraw  his  Motion  in  deference  to 
what  seemed  the  wish  of  the  Committee. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraton. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

LoBD  LOVAINE  said,  he  thought  the 
clause  would  lead  to  litigation. 

Mr.  HUTT  said,  that  if  the  Committee 
allowed  the  clause  to  pass,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  change  the  wording  by  the  time 
of  bringing  up  the  Report,  so  as  to  carry 
out  the  object  the  Legislature  had  in  Tiew 
when  it  exempted  certain  institutions. 

Mb.  HILDTARD  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  easy  to  suggest  words  which  the 
courts  of  law  would  find  no  difficulty  in 
interpreting. 

Mb.  barrow  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

The  Committee  diinded  :  —  Ayes  25; 
Noes  117:    Majority  92. 

Mb.  HENLBT  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  the  boo.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hutt)  should 
fix  the  Bill  for  to-morrow,  pass  it  through 
Coflunittee  pro  formd,  and  then  present  it 
in  its  amended  form. 

House  resumed ;  Committee  report  pro* 


The  House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 
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REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS  BILL. 

BOI  read  3*,  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Ameodmenta;  a  further  Amendment 
made. 

Thb  Bishop  of  OXFORD  moved  the  in- 

■erticHi  of  the  folio  wing  after  Clause  5  : — 

**  So  JBnich  <4  the  said  first-recited  Act  as  pro- 
-videa  that  no  jonthful  offender  shall  be  directed 
to  be  arat  to  any  reformatorj  school  bj  any 
esvft,  jndge.  shenflt,  or  magistrate,  until  after 
ikm  czptratioD  of  bis  sentence,  nor  unless  he 
aiiall  be  sentenced  to  a  punishment  of  imprison- 
Eoeat  tar  fimrteen  dajs  at  the  least,  shall  be  and 
im  hereby  repealed ;  and  it  shall  henceforth  be 
Ixwful  §ir  aay  soch  court,  judge,  sheriff,  or  magis- 
tnite,  barinf  aatbority  under  the  said  recited  Aet, 


or  this  Act,  to  direct  any  such  youthful  oflbnder 
to  be  sent  to  and  detained  in  any  reformatory 
school,  to  mitigate  or  commute  any  sentence  of 
imprisonment  which  may  be  passed  on  any  such 
offender,  so  £Eir  as  relates  to  the  actual  confine- 
ment of  such  offender  in  a  common  prison  or 
house  of  correction,  if  in  the  exercise  of  their  or 
his  discretion  it  shall  appear  expedient  so  to  do  ; 
and,  in  lieu  thereof,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such 
court,  judge,  sheriff,  or  magistrate,  to  direct  such 
offender  to  be  sent  to  and  detained  in  a  reforma- 
tory school  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  said 
recited  Act  and  this  Act,  as  well  dnrinff  all  or  any 
part  of  the  term  of  sueb  sentence  as  ror  any  fur> 
ther  period  not  less  than  or  exceeding  the  Umiti 
prescribed  by  the  said  Act.** 

The  right  rev.  Prelate  said,  this  clause  had 
been  thrown  out  in  another  place,  hut 
by  a  thin  House.  He  thought  it  should 
he  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  committing 
magistrate,  whether  imprisonment  should 
be  a  preliminarj  to  a  reformatory,  as  it 
was  obvions  that,  of  the  two  classes  of 
juvenile  offenders,  while  a  short  term  of 
imprisonment  might  be  beneficial  to  the 
hardened  criminal,  it  would  only  do  harm 
to  those  who  had  been  apprehended  proba- 
bly for  a  first  offence,  and  would  be  con- 
taminated by  even  a  temporary  contact 
with  older  criminals.  He,  therefore,  bagged 
to  move  the  insertion  of  the  clause. 

Lord  RAVBNSWORTH  said,  the  ques- 
tion  of  reformatories  had  scarcely  been  yet 
settled  by  the  State.  When  the  public 
sentiment  became  strong  on  the  subject, 
the  Government  took  the  matter  into  their 
hands.  Legislation  on  the  sabjcct,  how- 
ever, did  not  become  perfect  all  at  once  ; 
it  did  not  spring,  like  Minerva,  from  the 
head  of  Jove.  Accordingly  changes  had 
already  been  made,  and  others  would  doubt- 
less yet  be  called  for.  He  thought  the 
Bill  a  very  good  one  as  it  stood,  and  as 
the  clause  had  been  thrown  out  in  the 
other  House,  he  was  averse  to  the  right 
rev.  Prelate's  proposal.  He  would,  how-' 
ever,  assent  to  the  proposed  clause,  with 
an  addendum  in  the  shape  of  a  proviso, 
"  provided  that  such  offenders  shall  be 
under  the  age  of  twelve  years." 

After  some  conversation,  the  purport  of 
which  could  not  be  heard. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided :— > 
Oontent  53  ;  Not-Content  17 :  Majority  36. 

Clause  agreed  to  :  Bill  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES 

BILL. 
Amendments     reported    (according    to 
Order). 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  then  moved 
the  Amendments  of  which  he  had  given 
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notice,  and  moved  the  omission  from  the 
Bill  of  Clauses  19, 20, 21,  22,  23,  and  24. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate   said   there   were 
other  matters  connected  with  the  Bill  to 
which  those  Amendments  did  not  refer, 
hut  which  were  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion.    He   helieyed   that  the  majority  of 
their  Lordships  were  of  opinion  that  it 
would  he  of  great  advantage  that  the  civil 
action  which  was  at  present  maintained  for 
criminal  conversation  should  he  done  away 
with.     His  nohle  and  learned  Friend  had 
talked  of  iDtroducing  a  measure  upon  the 
auhject  at  some  future  period  ;    hut  he 
could  have  wished  that  he  had  addressed 
his  vigorous  mind  to  considering  how  a 
clause  to  that  effect  could  he  at  once  intro- 
duced.   One  argument  which  had  operated 
on  the  Committee  for  retaining  this,  act  ion 
was,  that  in  certain  cases  the  hushand  was 
not  only  injured  by  the  loss  of  his  wife  but 
by  the  loss  of  property  to  himself  and  fa- 
mily ;  but  that  was  a  matter  which  might, 
he  thought,  be  most  properly  left  to  the 
tribunal  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
proposed  to^^establish,  and  he  did  not  see 
whyjpower  might  not  be  given  to  that  tri- 
bunal in  such  cases  to  inflict  a  fine  upon 
the  adulterer,*wbich  would  be  at  once  a 
penalty  for  the  crime,  and  a  compensation 
to  the  sufferer  for  the  wrong  done  him. 
The  whole  subject  might  by  some  such 
means  have  been  included  in  the  present 
Bill,  and  then  the  judicature  of  the  coun- 
try would  have  been  purged  of  what  he 
helieved  most  of  their   Lordships  would 
agree  with  him  was  a  monstrous  evil — 
namely,  the  civil  action  for  damages  for 
criminal    conversation.     He    would    next 
proceed  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to 
those  points  to  which  the  Amendments  of 
which  he  had  given  notice  referred.     As 
he  had  stated  on  a  previous  occasion,  the 
preponderance   of  his  judgment  went  to 
the   opinion   that  the  great  Lawgiver  of 
the    Christian    world    did    exclude    from 
the  sentence  of  condemnation  pronounced 
against  persons  who  put  away  their  wives 
those  persons  who  put  them  away  on  ac- 
count of  adultery.     Our  blessed  Saviour, 
in  introducing  a  greater  degree  of  strict- 
ness into  the  law  of  divorce,  and  in  his 
declarations  with  regard  to  it,   made  the 
exception  of  divorce  on  the  ground  of  adul- 
tery.    He  was  bound  to  admit,  as  far  as 
the  abstract  question  was  concerned,  that 
a  Christian  State  ought,  if  it  could  with- 
out incurring  other  and  greater  evils,  to 
give  the  same  amount  of  liberty  as  was 
permitted  by  the  great  legislator  of  all 
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Christian  communities;  and,  therefore,  if 
the  question  were  whether  it  was  lawful 
for  a  Christian  State  abstractedly  to  pro- 
vide means,  if  it  could,  hy  which,  with 
safety  to  morals,  this  new  relaxation  could 
be  introduced,  he  should  be  unable  himself 
to  vote  against  such  limited  relaxation. 
But  the  question  before  their  Lordships 
was  of  a  very  different  kind.     A  measure 
was  proposed  to  them  under  this  profes- 
sion— that,   whereas  now  only   the  rich 
could  obtain   this  relaxation  hy  separate 
privUegia,  justice  required  that  it  should 
be  carried  down  to  the  lower  orders   of 
society.     Now,  in  dealing  with  the  Bill  as 
a  practical  question,  he  objected,  in  the 
first  place,  that  it  would  not  carry  into 
effect  its  professed  object.     It  was  per- 
fectly impossible  that  the  class  for  which 
they  were  mainly  asked  to  introduce  this 
new  relaxation    could    obtain    any   relief 
whatever  from  the  Court  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  found  under  the  Bill.     The  funds 
which  would  be  required  for  putting  the 
machinery  of  that  Court  into  action  could 
not  be  provided  hy  the  poor,  and  the  poor 
were  just  the  class  to  which  he  would  nost 
desire  to  give  a  remedy,  if  it  could  he  done 
without  incurring  greater  evils.    By  alter- 
ing the  law  as  now  proposed  their  Lordships 
would  give  to  the  comparatively  wealthy 
the  power  of  patting  away  their  wivea 
under  certain  conditions,  while  withholding 
it  from  the.  great  mass  of  the  population. 
That,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  was  a  strange 
way  of  fulfilling  the  profession  with  which 
the  Bill  was  introduced ;  and  he  helieved 
it  would  he  doing  a  great  wrong  to  so- 
ciety, inasmuch  as  it  would  make  the  law 
of  the  land  say  that  such  divorces  were 
lawful,  and  yet  would  withhold  the  appli- 
cation of  the  law  from  the  great  hulk  of 
the  people,   who  stood  most  in  need    of 
such  a   relaxation.     Moreover,  he  main- 
tained that  they  should  not  propose  any 
alteration  of  the  existing  law  which  affect- 
ed in  this  way  the  whole  of  family  life, 
without  showing  that  in  making  provision 
for  the  relaxation  which  they  were  about 
to  introduce  they  were  not  doing  great 
evil  in  other  respects ;  that  they  were  not 
shaking  the  very  foundations  of  family  life 
and  endangering  its  purity  throughout  all 
classes   of  the  community;  because,    al- 
though the  thing  itself  might  be  right,  he 
would  remind  their  Lordships  that  the  ah- 
stract  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  relaxa- 
tion did  not  foreclose  the  argument  that 
the  way  in  which  they  were  asked  to   in- 
troduce it  would  give  rise  to.  other   cer- 
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tain  and  great   evils  which    would  more 
than  eounterbalance  the  anticipated  good. 
For  his  own  part,  he  could    not    for    a 
moment  doaht  that  hy  introducing    this 
perfectly  novel  principle   they  would    do 
more    to    shake    the    sanctity    of    mar- 
riage among  all   classes  of  the  commu- 
nity than  hy  almost   any  other  measure 
that  could  be  adopted.     When  it  was  said 
that  under  the  law  of  Christ  a  man  was 
allowed  to  put  away  his  wife  for  adultery, 
and  that  therefore  a  Christian  Legislature 
was  bound  to  give  the  same  degree  of  re- 
laxation, without  any  limitation  or  restric- 
tion*  he  would  beg  their  Lordships  to  re- 
member that  the  same  law  laid  down  that 
marriage  waa  honourable  for  all ;  and  yet 
a  Christian  Legislature  had  never  deemed 
it  a  wrongful  infringement  of  the  liberty 
of  man  to  marrv  to  enact  that  no  person 
shoold  be  permitted  to  contract  marriage 
Qotil  he  was  twenty-one  years  of  age  wi&- 
oot  the  consent  of  his  parents.     Here  was 
at  once  a  restriction  upon  what  appeared 
to  be  divine  law.     In  all  such  matters  they 
bad  not  only  to  consider  the  abstract  ques- 
tion of  whether  so  and  so  might  be  allowed, 
but  likewise  whether  the  mode  in  which 
the  assertion  of  the  abstract  principle  of 
right  was  to  be  made  would  obiter  draw 
on  evils  so  great  as  ought  to  restrain  them 
from  proceeding  in  that  particular  way; 
and  it  therefore  seemed  to  him,  inasmuch 
as  they  could  not  stop  where  the  present 
Bill  stopped,  inasmuch  as  they  were  not 
prepared  to  give  the  courts  sufficient  power 
and  authority  to  guard  against  collusion 
and  other  evils,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  would 
not  extend  the  proposed  relaxation  to  the 
great  mass  of  the  population,  that  they 
should  pause  before  proceeding  further  in 
soeh  a  line  of  legislation.      There  were 
other  grave  considerations  in  this  matter. 
Were  they  prepared,  by  passing  this  Bill, 
to  say  that  the  law  of  the  Church  and  the 
lav  of  the  State  should  be  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  one  another  ;     At  all  events  they 
were  bound,  if  they  meant  to  maintain  the 
Established  Church,  and  not  to  burden  the 
consciences  of  its  ministers,  to  give  the 
Church  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
question  with  the  view  of  having  its  law 
sltered  pari  passu  with  the    law  of  the 
State.     There  was  yet  another  point  to 
vbieh  he  begged  the   attention  of  their 
Lordships.      The  Bill  proposed  not  only 
that  a  husband  should  be  permitted  to  put 
away  his  wife  for  adultery,  but  also  that  a 
wife  ^oold  be  allowed,  under  certain  con- 
ditionsy  to  pot  away  her  husband.     Now, 


would  any  of  their  Lordships  tell  him  that 
there  was  the  shadow  of  a  foundation  in 
the  Gospel  for  such  an  extension  of  the 
right  of  divorce  ?     It  was  distinctly  stated 
that  a  husband  might  put  away  his  wife, 
but  no  general  principle  was  asserted  in  the 
Gospel  which  would  equally  entitle  a  wife 
to  put  away  her  husband.     It  seemed  to 
recognise  an  equality  in  the  sexes ;  but  the 
truth  was,  that  though  the  sin  might  be 
equal  in  each — though  he  denied  not  that 
the  sin  was  equal  in  each — yet  the  social 
crime  was  different  in  magnitude  as  com- 
mitted by  the  one  or  the  other ;  and  our 
blessed  Master,  while  allowing  a  husband 
to  put  away  his  wife  for  adultery,  hecause 
all  the  highest  purposes  for  which  marriage 
was  instituted  by  God  would  be  defeated 
by  the  infidelity  of  the  wife,  never  extend- 
ed the  same  right  to  the  other  side.     He 
asked  their.  Lordships  was  it  right,  in  the 
face  of  that  interpretation   of   the  Holy 
Word,  supported  as  it  was  by  the  greater 
part  of  Christendom— -in  the  face  of  the 
law  of  the  Church — was  it  right  to  put 
this  interpretation  upon  the  Lord's  Words? 
Was  it  right  to  extend  this  licence  to  the 
whole  population — nay,  more,  was  it  right 
to  give  to  a  limited  portion  only  of  the 
community  a  licence  which  would  be  prac- 
tically withheld  from  the  greater  part  of 
it — on  grounds  so  slender  and  uncertain? 
Taking  the  Bill  as  it  stood — a  law  solely 
for  the   rich   and   not  for  the  poor — he 
trusted  that  their  Lordships  would  not  pass 
it  another  stage  without  striking  out  the 
clauses  to  which  he  thus  ventured  to  object. 
The  duty  which  he  was  now  discharging 
was  a  very  painful  one,  especially  to  one 
occupying  the  position  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  hold  in  that  House.     He  knew 
it  would  subject  him  to  great  misrepresen- 
tation.    Those  who  were  suffering  under 
individual  instances  of  hardship,  deeply  as 
he  sympathised   with  them,   would  think 
that  he  was  doing  everything  in  his  power 
to  prevent  their  release  from  a  position 
which  they  imagined  to  be  an  unexampled 
evil ;  but,  believing  that  the  deep  founda- 
tions of  family  life  rested  upon  the  sanctity 
of  the  marriage  contract — believing  that 
many  and  great  evils  would  arise  from  that 
licence  which  would  inevitably  follow  the 
adoption  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood— believing 
that  family  life,  valuable  as  it  was  to  every 
one,  was  most  valuable  to  the  poor  man, 
who  felt  that  amid  the  many  hardships  of 
his  lot  it  was  the  one  thing  which  God  had 
given  to  him  for  his  strength  and  comfort 
— and  believing  that  no  good  could  result 
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from  a  general  relaxation  extending  to  the 
wife  as  well  as  to  the  husband,  he  tmsted 
that  their  LordBhips  would  not  pa&s  the 
BiH  without  omitting  the  clauses  to  which 
he  took  objection.  The  right  rer.  Pre- 
late concluded  by  moving  the  omission  of 
Clauses  19  to  24  both  inclusive. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  sure  their  Lordships  could  not  have 
failed  to  see  that  his  right  rev.  Friend  con- 
fused two  principles  which  were  perfectly 
distinct  ;  and  he  proposed  in  effect  to 
strike  out  from  the  Bill  all  that  formed  the 
foundation  on  which  it  was  introduced, — 
viz.,  the  necessity  of  giving  a  judicial  cha- 
racter to  that  which  was  substantially  a 
judicial  proceeding.  His  right  rev.  Friend 
had  argued  as  though  it  was  proposed  by 
the  Bill  to  make  it  obligatory  on  any  one 
to  insist  on  a  divorce  ;  but  its  objects  was 
to  give  facilities  for  divorce,  which  he 
could  not  believe  was  inconsistent  with  the 
Scriptures  ;  which,  in  like  manner,  did  not 
make  divorce  compulsory  but  only  permis- 
sive. He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  started 
with  the  assumption  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Scriptures  that  forbade  a  husbapd 
from  putting  away  his  wife  for  adultery; 
and,  starting  from  that  point,  he  would 
ask,  what  ought  to  be  the  course  of  sensible 
legislation  on  the  subject?  Surely,  it 
must  be  to  give  to  a  person  complaining  of 
adultery  such  facilities  for  divorce  as  the 
nature  of  the  case  permitted  and  as  were 
not  inconsistent  with  the  Divine  Law.  What 
had  been  the  course  hitherto  pursued  in 
this  country  ?  On  the  pretence  that 
divorce  a  vinculo  was  unlawful,  the  law  of 
this  country  absolutely  and  entirely  forbade 
it ;  but  nevertheless,  in  every  case  where 
a  person  had  the  pecuniary  means  of 'com- 
ing to  their  Lordships'  House  for  a  private 
Act  of  Parliament,  it  enabled  him  to  ob- 
tain redress  substantially  as  a  right.  Now, 
this  Bill  provided  that  that  which  had 
hitherto  been  obtained  by  parties  as  f>rtm- 
tegia — ^but  which  were  invariably  claimed 
as  a  right — should  be  in  future  granted  by 
a  regular  tribunal  as  a  right.  His  right 
rev.  Friend  complained  that  there  would  be 
inequality  in  the  working  of  the  law,  and 
said  that  thd  Bill  would  be  a  nullity  and 
a  mockery,  because  persons  in  the  lower 
class  of  life  would  be  unable  to  obtain  the 
redress  granted  to  the  rich.  But  that 
would  be  a  reason  for  refusing  to  legislate 
on  almost  every  subject.  The  rich  had 
necessarily  a  great  advantage  over  the 
poor  in  all  cases  requiring  an  appeal  to  a 
court  of  law,  as  such  proceedings  were,  in 
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the  nature  of  things,  always  more  or  less 
costly;  but  was  that  any  reason  why  the 
Legislature  should  not  do  as  much  as  it 
could  in  the  way  of  giving  relief  to  all  ? 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  render  pro- 
ceedings for  divorce  less  eomplicated,  less 
difficult,  and  less  expensive  than  now;  and 
it  was   no  argument   against  it  that  all 
would  not  be  able  to  avaU  themselves  of  the 
alteration.    To  retort  an  argument  used  by 
the  right  rev.  Prnlnte  in  the  discussion  just 
concluded  —  if  we  cannot  make  the  law 
perfect,  that  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
not  make  it  as  perfect  as  possible.    When 
he  first  introduced  this  Bill,  he  confined 
the  relief  to  the  husband,  and  to  the  wife 
simply  to  one  case — the  case  of  incestooos 
adultery;    but  in  the  Committee  it  was 
thought  that  the  relief  to  the  wife  might 
reasonably  be  extended  to  certain  other 
casca — such  as  when  a  husband  had  not 
only  committed  adultery  but  deserted  his 
wife  for  a  certain  number  of  years  ;  when 
he  was  guihy  of  cruelty  along  with  adultery; 
and  when  he  had  committed  bigamy.    The 
Bill,  therefore,  had  been  altered  so  as  to 
give  relief  to  the  wife  in  thoae  few  cases ; 
but  it  was  not  deemed  prudent  to  carry  the 
principle  further.      He  did  not  wish   to 
speak  lightly  of  adultery  on  the  part  of  a 
husband,   but   he  quite  coincided  in  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late as  to  the  difference  between  adultery 
on  the  part  of  the  wife  and  that  of  the  hus- 
band. It  would  be  mere  prudery  and  affec- 
tation to  say  that  the  evils  were  socially  the 
same.     The  committal  of  adultery  on  the 
part  of  the  husband  was  consistent  with  a 
subsequent  reconcilement  of  the  wife,  and 
the  parties  might   live  together   happily 
afterwards ;  but  the  thing  was,  in  ordinary 
cases,  impossible  when  the  same  sin  was 
committed  on  the  part  of  the  wife.     He 
believed   the  Committee    had    arrived  at 
the  best  conclusion  that  could  be  come  to 
on  the  subject,  when  they  granted  relief  to 
the  wife  in  these  few  cases.      If,  however, 
his  right  rev.  Friend  was  correct  in  saying 
that  to  grant  a  divorce  in  any  case  at  the 
instance  of  the  wife  was  to  do  an  act  for- 
bidden by  the  Scriptures,  then,  of  course, 
it  ought  not  only  to  induce  their  Lordships 
to  pause,  but  at  once  to  reject  that  part  of 
the  Bill.      He  could  not,  however,  so  in- 
terpret the  passages   to  which  the  right 
rev.  prelate  alluded.     If  there  was  Scrip- 
tural authority  for  saying  that  it  was  lawful 
for  a  husband  to  put  away  his  wife  for 
adultery,  did  it  not  in  the  present  state  of 
society  follow  as  a  corrilary  that  the  con* 
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▼eree  of  the  position  was  true,  and  that  it 
was  not  unlawful  for  the  wife  to  put  away 
her  husband  ?  He  did  not  say  it  followed 
that  it  might  always  be  done  for  the  same 
cause;  but  he  could  not  agree  with  his 
right  rev.  Friend  in  an  interpretation  which 
amounted  to  entire  prohibition.  He  re- 
peated that  the  proposal  of  his  right  rer. 
Priend  would  have  the  effect  of  rendering 
the  whole  Bill  nugatory,  because  if  in  no 
case  the  relief  of  a  divorce  a  mncvlo  was 
to  be  granted  all  the  remaining  provisions  of 
the  Bill  fell  to  the  ground.  If  their  Lord- 
ships though  there  ought  to  be  no  divorce 
under  any  circumstances  whatever,  then 
let  them  adopt  the  proposition  of  his  right 
rev.  Friend  ;  but  if  they  did  so,  he  would 
conjure  them  to  come  positively  to  the  de- 
termination that  none  of  the  petitions  for 
divoree  which  came  before  their  Lordships' 
House  as  prwilegia  should  hereafter  be 
listened  to. 

Load  REDESDALE  said,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  treat  this  question  as  one 
affecting  the  morals  and  habits  of  the 
people  at  large.  Hitherto  divorce  had 
been  a  thing  withheld  from  the  people  at 
large,  and  the  consequence  was  that  the 
marriage  Utw  was  held  more  sacred  in  this 
country  than  in  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  They  were  now  going  for  the  first 
time  to  make  divorce  possible  by  a  legal 
process,  and  he  cautioned  them  that  if 
tbey  did  so  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
confine  cases  to  the  court  constituted  by 
ihte  Bill.  They  would  find  themselves  com- 
pelled to  act  up  to  their  theory,  and  to  pro- 
vide a  cheaper  tribunal  for  the  lower  classes 
than,  that  created  by  this  Bill.  But  it 
followed  from  their  thus  lowering  the  cha- 
cacter  of  the  tribunal  they  would  lower  the 
eharacter  of  the  inquiry,  and  they  would 
thus  get  rid  of  much  of  the  security  which 
was  guaranteed  by  the  constitution  of  the 
present  court  for  the  stability  of  the  mar- 
riage tie.  At  present,  where  tempers 
di&red,  the  parties  felt  that  they  must 
nevertheless  remain  together  and  accom- 
modate themselves  to  each  other,  and  this 
knowledge,  in  his  belief,  had  caused  the 
marriage  state  to  be  so  happy  in  this  coun- 
tfj.  A  Motion  had  already  been  proposed 
to  extend  divorce  to  cases  of  desertion, 
and,  depend  upon  it,  if  once  the  door  were 
opened  the  example  of  Germany  and  other 
eountries  would  be  followed,  and  divorce 
would  be  allowed  for  incompatibility  of 
temper.  Who  would  be  hurt  by  the  re- 
jection of  these  provisions  ?  There  were 
Wf  &m  persons  who  were  unfortunately 


under  the  apparent  necessity  of  seeking  for 
the  dissolution  of  the  marriage  tie — and 
those  parties  might  feel  some  injury  by  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill.  But  who  were  affected 
by  this  Bill  in  an  injurious  manner,  although 
indirectly  ?  Why,  every  single  marriage 
was  touched  more  or  less  by  the  principle 
of  the  present  change  in  the  law.  It  was, 
therefore,  expedient  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider how  far  divorces,  when  granted,  were 
conducive  to  the  happiness  of  the  parties 
concerned.  If  their  Lordships  were  to 
examine  the  history  of  twenty  or  thirty 
divorces,  they  would  not  find  more  than 
two  or  three  instances  in  which  anything 
like  happiness  had  been  enjoyed  by  the 
parties  who  had  obtained  a  divorce.  In 
numberless  cases  no  re- marriage  took  place, 
and  where  there  were  children  the  greatest 
distress  and  inconvenience  were  experi- 
enced. If  Parliament  were  to  determine 
that  divorces  a  vinculo  should  be  no  longer 
granted,  that  decision  would  only  prevent 
three  or  four  divorce  bills  a  year  from 
being  brought  forward;  and  would,  per- 
haps, only  affect  fifty  or  sixty  couples, 
while  the  change  affected  the  whole  mar- 
riage law  of  the  kingdom.  He  should 
cordially  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Redesdale)  had  always  been 
consistent  in  maintaining  that  marriage 
was,  by  the  Divine  law,  indissoluble.  The 
noble  Lord  was  a  member  of  the  Commission 
over  which  he  (Lord  Campbell)  presided,  and 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Redesdale) 
stood  alone.  That  Commission  was  com- 
posed of  men  of  all  parties,  and  the  noble 
Baron  was  the  only  member  who  contended 
that  divorces  for  the  adultery  of  the  wife 
ought  never  to  be  granted.  The  noble 
Lord  now  said,  that  if  their  Lordships  re- 
jected these  provisions  they  ought  never 
to  allow  petitions  for  divorce  Bills  to  be 
presented  to  them.  But  were  their  Lord- 
ships prepared  to  come  to  such  a  determi- 
nation ?  For  200  years  the  husband  had 
had  this  remedy  as  a  matter  of  course. 
If  he  had  not  been  guilty  of  misconduct, 
if  there  had  been  no  collusion  and  no 
blame  on  his  part,  and  if  he  proved  adul- 
tery on  the  part  of  the  wife,  the  marriage 
was  dissolved.  Although  this  divorce  took 
the  form  of  a  legislative  act,  it  was,  in 
fact,  a  judicial  process.  That  had  been 
the  practice  for  two  centuries,  and  it  had 
continued  without  any  remonstrance  from 
the  right  rev.  Prelates  or  from  any  other 
membera  of  their  Lordships'  House.    Were 
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they  now  prepared  to  say  that,  however 
immaculate  and  exemplary  the  conduct  of 
the  hushand  might  have  been,  if  his  wife 
were  seduced  he  was  to  have  no  redress  ? 
Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  that  he  was  to 
live  with  her  again — that  there  was  to  be 
condonation,  as  in  that  scene  in  the  German 
play  of  The  Stranger — ^and  that  the  par- 
ties should  shake  hands  and  return  to  the 
marriage  state  ?  But,  then,  if  there  could 
be  no  condonation  for  the  adultery  of  the 
wife,  ought  there  not  to  be  separation  ? 
The  Divine  Founder  of  our  religion  cer- 
tainly permitted  divorce  for  the  adultery  of 
the  wife,  and  he  trusted  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  be  prepared  to  change  that 
law,  which  had  substantially  existed  for  so 
many  years,  and  under  which  so  much  do* 
mestic  purity  had  existed.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  did  not 
consider  the  marriage  tie  indissoluble — 
nor,  indeed,  could  he,  for  he  was  not  a 
Roman  Catholic,  and  did  not  regard  mar- 
riage as  a  sacrament.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  would  allow  marriage  accordingly 
to  be  dissolved  for  the  adultery  of  the  wife. 
But  was  the  right  rev.  Prelate  content 
with  the  present  state  of  things  ?  He  said 
thai  he  wished  all  persons  to  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing  in  regard  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law.  At  present,  however, 
the  man  of  moderate  means  was  absolutely 
cut  off  from  the  application  of  the  law  as 
it  stood.  Did  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  how- 
ever, wish  the  law  to  remain  as  it  now 
stood?  Upon  that  point  his  right  rev. 
Friend  was  obscure.  He  (Lord  Campbell), 
however,  believed  that  by  passing  the  pre- 
sent measure  their  Loixiships  would  effect 
a  great  improvement  and  would  remove  a 
great  reproach  from  our  judicial  procedure. 
The  Commission  appointed  by  Her  Majesty 
to  consider  this  subject  had,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  noble  Friend,  unanimously 
recommended  this  Bill.  As  some  years 
had  now  elapsed  he  might  ntention  that  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  was  drawn 
up  by  the  present  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Wal- 
pole),  no  rash  reformer,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted, and  a  man  not  likely  to  disregard 
tlie  cause  of  religion  and  morality.  In- 
stead of  an  Act  of  Parliament  being  pre- 
ceded by  an  action  for  criminal  con  versa-  I 
tion,  and  a  suit  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Court  i 
for  a  divorce  a  mensd  et  thoro,  and  then 
canvassed  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
a  judicial  tribunal  would  be  established  by 
«*k>Ak  on  proof  of  the  offence  a  remedy 

given.     He  agreed  with  the  right 
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rev.  Prelate  that  the  remedy  ought  to  be 
afforded  to  the  poor  as  well  as  to  the  rich 
— to  all  husbands  who  could  prove  them- 
selves free  from  any  imputation  of  miseon- 
doct  in  the  marriage  state,  and  who  had 
had  the  calamity  of  having  an  unfiuthfiil 
wife.  In  one  instance  their  Lordships  bad 
allowed  a  husband,  so  situated,  to  sue  in 
that  House  in  formd  pamperii^  and  he 
knew  no  ohjeetioa  why  husbands  should 
not  be  allowed  to  sue  in  formd  pauperie 
before  this  new  tribnnal,  and  have  the 
means  supplied  to  them,  if  they  could  make 
out  that  they  had  no  means  of  calling 
witnesses  and  meeting  the  necessary  ex- 
penses of  having  their  complaints  heard. 
He  did  not  see  why  the  privilege  should 
not  be  converted  into  a  right  of  general 
application.  He  knew  that  the  Eoclosias* 
tical  Courts  would  not  dissolve  marriage, 
because  they  were  not  empowered  by  law 
to  do  so  ;  but  he  knew  nothing  in  the  law 
which  declared  marriage  to  be  indissoluble. 
Archbishop  Cranmer  was  of  opinion  that  a 
remedy  should  be  given  to  all  those  who 
could  prove  the  infidelity  of  their  wives  ; 
and  the  Commission  to  which  Cranmer  be- 
longed reported,  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
legal  tribunal,  whereby,  on  proof  of  adal'- 
tery  by  the  wife,  marriage  might  be  dis- 
solved. He  was  not  aware  that  it  required 
any  act  of  Convocation  to  allow  their  Lord- 
ships to  proceed  with  this  Bill  ;  and,  with 
all  the  respect  which  he  felt  for  the  Church* 
be  considered  marriage  a  civil  contract  on 
which  Parliament  had  an  undoubted  right 
to  legislate.  He  had  heard  a  right  rer. 
Prelate  say  it  was  exceedingly  wrong  for 
their  Lordships  to  pass  the  Bill  allowing 
marriage  without  going  to  church,  becanae 
it  was  a  purely  spiritual  proceeding, 
over  which  the  Church,  and  the  Church 
alone,  had  jurisdiction  ;  but,  with  all  his 
respect  for  the  Church,  he  protested 
against  that  doctrine.  He  believed  that 
if  their  Lordships  should  reject  this  Bill 
they  would  commit  a  great  error,  by  con- 
tinuing a  state  of  the  law  that  was  a 
disgrace  to  this  country. 

Thb  Bishop  of  ST.  DAVID'S  thoi^ht 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  juat 
spoken  had  not  done  justice  to  the  ar£^-> 
ment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  (Lord  Redesdale),  and  had 
done  palpable  injustice  to  the  argument 
of  his  right  rev.  Friend  (the  Bishop 
of  Oxford).  He  did  not  observe  that 
any  part  of  the  able  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Redesdale)  turned,  in 
the  slightest  degree,   upon  the  peculiar 
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opinion  which  he  held,  as  to  the  ahsoluie 
indiasolabilitj  of  the  marriage  tie.  The 
noble  Lord  appeared  to  him  to  have  care* 
fully  avoided  any  reference  to  that  opinion, 
and  alihoDgh  he  (the  Bishop  of  St.  David's) 
did  not  share  in  that  opinion,  nevertheless 
he  coold,  with  perfect  consistency,  concur 
iij  ewer  J  part  of  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord.  It  might  be  true  that,  entertaining 
that  opinion,  the. noble  Lord  would  not  view 
with  diasatisfaetion  the  abolition  of  the 
remedy  now  provided  as  privilegia  ;  but, 
whether  that  remedy  was  abolished  or  not, 
his  argument,  being  entirely  irrelevant  to 
it,  would  remain  precisely  the  same.  He 
(the  Bishop  of  St.  David's)  himself  was 
not  very  greatly  alarmed  at  the  prospect  of 
the  abolition  of  that  remedy,  becaascf  as 
it  eleailj  applied  to  a  very  small  class  of 
cases,  whether  it  remained  or  was  abo- 
lished was  of  Tery  slight  importance.  But 
the  ground  of  his  objection  to  the  present 
measure  was^  not  that  he  was  not  content 
that  that  remedy  should  remain  ~  the  only 
question  being,  whether  it  should  or  should 
not  be  extended.  With  regard  to  his  right 
rev.  Friend,  he  did  not  observe  that  he 
objected  to  the  continuance  of  those  privi- 
legia^  provided  the  remedy  was  purified  of 
some  of  the  preliminary  abuses,  which 
were  the  strongest,  if  not  the  only  objec- 
tione  against  it.  Whether  the  remedy  was 
prorided  m  its  present  or  in  another  form 
was  a  question  of  no  importance,  compared 
with  that  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Campbell),  to  his  great  surprise,  had 
overlooked,  and  to  which  the  maip  argu- 
ments of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Redesdale) 
and  his  right  rev.  Friend  were  addressed — 
namely,  the  effect  which  might  be  expected 
to  ensue,  in  all  relations  of  society,  from 
opening  to  all  classes  the  prospect  of  the 
dissolotiou  of  the  marriage  tie.  The  real 
question  was,  whether  there  were  any  such 
grietaaces  for  which  this  Bill  provided  a 
remedy  as  would  counterbalance  the  evi- 
dent evil  which  had  been  pointed  out  as  re- 
sulting from  this  great  change — a  change, 
the  operation  of  which  was  clearly  to  lower 
the  sanctity  of  the  marriage  tie.  He 
should  not  have  troubled  their  Lordships 
except  for  the  single  purpose  of  recalling 
attention  to  what,  he  apprehended,  was 
the  mftin  point  of  the  question. 

Thb  Babl  of  DONOUQHMORE  said, 
that  aa  ha  took  part  in  the  discussion  in 
the  Sdect  Committee,  he  wished  to  offer 
a  few  words  in  explanation  of  the  judg- 
aieot  which  he  had  formed  upon  this  sub- 
ject.    The  right  rer.  Prelate  (the  Bishop 
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'  of  Oxford)  admitted  that  divorce  for  adul- 
tery of  the  wife  should  be  permitted ;  but 
he  went  on  to  say  there  were  various  rea- 
sons of  policy  which  should  prevent  their 
giving  relief  to  the  husband,  except  by 
the  circuitous  mode  of  a  private  Act  of 
Parliament;  and  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
said,  that  if  they  passed  this  Bill  they 
would  place  the  law  of  the  State  in  direct 
contradiction  to  the  law  of  the  Church. 
As  far,  at  all  events,  as  permitting  divorce 
for  adultery  of  the  wife,  the  law  of  the 
State,  according  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
had  the  authority  of  Holy  Scripture  in  its 
favour;  but  the  law  of  the  Church  was 
against  it.  What  was  the  law  of  the 
Church  ?  ^t  was  a  remnant  of  old  Roman 
Catholic  times — a  remnant  of  those  laws 
which  were  made  by  the  priesthood  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  complete  control 
over  the  people,  and  an  invention  to  raise 
quibbles  with  the  object  of  levying  taxes 
for  dispensations  on  the  marriages  of  the 
whole  population  of  Europe.  It  was  con- 
fessedly by  mere  accident  that  this  part  of 
the  ecclesiastical  law  was  retained  in  our 
jurisprudence.  As  had  been  stated  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst), 
a  commission  of  learned  persons,  eccleftias- 
tics  and  laymen,  was  appointed  by  King 
Henry  VIII.  to  consider  what  changes 
should  be  made  in  the  law  in  consequence 
of  the  complete  disruption  of  our  Church 
from  the  authority  of  the  See  of  Rome, 
and  the  result  was  a  book,  written  by 
Archbishop  Cranroer,  which  laid  down  the 
principle  that  divorce  for  adultery  of  the 
wife  should  be  permitted.  In  the  latter 
part  of  his  speech,  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
said  there  was  no  express  authority  in 
Scripture  for  divorce  for  adultery  of  the 
husband;  but  he  seemed  to  forget  what 
was  the  condition  of  women  relative  to 
their  husbands  in  those  times.  Women 
were  slaves;  they  were  not  the  equals  of 
the  men ;  they  had  none,  or  scarcely  any, 
civil  rights ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceive a  case  in  which  women  would  or 
could  appeal  to  any  tribunal  for  redress 
against  their  husbands.  One  of  the  great 
efforts  of  the  Divine  law  was  to  raise  the 
condition  of  women,  and  to  place  them 
upon  a  footing  upon  which  they  had  never 
previously  stood,  and  in  a  position  in  which 
they  were  not  now  placed  in  any  country 
which  did  not  enjoy  the  blessings  of  Chris- 
tianity. All  that  was  intended  to  be  be- 
stowed upon  man  by  that  law  was  also  in- 
tended to  be  conferred  upon  woman.  Thus, 
fair  reasoning  could  lead  to  no  other  con- 
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elusion  than  that  the  liberty  given  to  man 
to  put  away  bis  wife  on  account  of  adultery 
extended   equally  to  the  wife  in   similar 
eases.     Any  argument  based  upon  a  strict 
literal  interpretation  of  Scripture  would 
lead  to  dangerous  reaoks.  The  name  which 
ihe-^ngfat  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Ox* 
ford)  bore  waa  associated  with  an  act  of 
justice  and  meroy,  one  which  had  conferred 
bonour  upon   that  name  and    upon   the 
country  which  had  acted  upon  the  advice 
of  his  illustrious  relative,  and  declared  the 
absolute  equality  of  men,  and  that  no  man 
could  lawfully  be  a  slave  to  another.     But 
if  in  those  days  the  Holy  Scriptures  bad 
been  interpreted  in  the  rigid  sense  which 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  wished  now  to  be 
adopted,  it  might  then  have  been  said  with 
great  force  that  slavery  was  approved  of 
and  spoken  of  in  Scripture  as  an  institu- 
tion ;   that  a  slave  was  sent  back  to  his 
master  by  St.  Paul;   and  that  therefore  it 
would  be  acting  against  the  law  of  our  Sa- 
viour to  abolish  slavery.     That  argument 
would  have  been  equally  convincing  as  that 
now  used  to  induce  the  Legislature  to  with- 
hold from  a  wife  the  power  to  separate 
from  her  husband,  which  the  latter  already 
enjoyed  in  respect  of  his  wife.     The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Redesdale)  kad  objected  to  the 
Bill,  thst  H  might  be  made  to  go  even  fur- 
ther ihan  was  at  present  intended.     He 
(the  Earl  of  Donoughmore)  trusted  that  it 
would  go  further.     He  hoped  the  day  was 
not  far  distant  when   Parliament  would 
adopt  a  general  law  dealing  with  this  sub- 
ject in  the  plain  common-sense  view  which 
had  prevailed  in  Scotland  for  years  with- 
out having  inflicted  any  injury  to  the  morals 
of  the  people— that  we  should  recognise 
the  fact  that  a  wife  had  the  same  rights  of 
divorce  as  the  husband.     Great  stress  had 
been  laid  by  the  noble  Baron  and  by  both 
right  rev.  Prelates  upon  the  danger  likely 
to  ensue  from  the  liberty  of  divorce  which 
the  Bill  would  give ;  but  in  reply  to  that 
apprehension,  he  would  refer  to  the  case 
of  Scotland,  where  the  liberty  had  existed 
for  years,  and  without  producing  any  de- 
teriorating effect  upon  the  morals  of  its 
people. 

The  Earl  of  DESART  observed,  that 
at  present  divorce  was  not  legal,  but  in 
extreme  cases  the  aggrieved  parties  had 
an  appeal  to  that  House.  By  the  Bill, 
however,  it  was  proposed  to  make  what 
was  now  an  exceptional  act  a  legal  habit, 
and  if  that  were  done,  it  must  descend 
below  the  point  at  which  it  was  now  in- 
tended to  stop.     Although  the  Bill  pro- 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmort 


posed  an  unexceptionable  tribunal  to  sd- 
minister  the  law,  when  the  public  found 
that  divorce  was  a  legal  habit,  they  would 
not  be  content  with  that  arrangement,  and 
he  feared  that  the  result  would  be  the  es- 
tablishment of  some  kind  of  petty  sessions' 
divorce  tribunals,  which  would  degrsde 
marriage  from  its  present  character  to  one 
of  connubial  concubinage.  He  thanked 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Ox- 
ford) for  stating  his  views  so  clearly  as  be 
had  done,  and  hoped  they  would  be  adopt- 
ed by  the  House. 

The  Bishop  of    SALISBURY   said, 
that  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (the 
Lord   Chief  Justice)  had   spoken  of  the 
noble  Baron *s  (Lord  Redesdale's)  opinions 
as  very  peculiar  ones,  he  felt  bound  to 
avow  before  their  Lordships  that  his  own 
convictions  were  clear  that  the  noble  Baron 
was  right,  and  that  the  Bill  before  their 
Lordshipa'  House  was  founded  on  wrong 
principles.     He  did  not  rise  to  justify  this 
conclusion  by  any  reference  to  the  canons 
of  the  Chunm  or  ecclesiastical  law,  but  he 
rested  his  argument  simply  and  solely  on 
the   Word  of  God.     He   felt  the  great 
difficulty  of  entering  upon  such  an  argu- 
ment in  that  House,  but  he  also  felt  that 
one  holding  his  office  and  having  his  cod- 
victions  was  bound  to  state  to  their  Lord- 
ships, and  try  to  vindicate  in  their  hearing 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  truth  of  God's 
most  Holy  Word ;  and  be  waa  sure  that 
their  Lordships  would  patientlylisten  to  such 
a  statement  of  his  opiniona.     To  come  to  a 
right  understanding  of  our  blessed  Lord's 
teaching  on  this  momentooa  question,  their 
Lordships  must  remember  the  provisions 
of  '*  the  writing  of  divorcement    to  which 
reference  was  made  in  the  Gospel  of  St. 
Mark,  and,  what  was  of  more  importance, 
in  those  two  passages  of  St.  Matthew's 
Gospel  which  were  constantly  referred  to 
as  sanctioning  a  relaxation  of  the  present 
law  of  our  Church  and  nation.     The  writing 
of  divorcement,  the  lihellutn  repudu,  al- 
lowed by  Moses,  provided  both  ror  separa- 
tion and  re-marriage.     The  husband  said, 
**  accipe  libellum  repwiii  et  esio  a  ms 
abjeda  et  cuieunque  viro  permieea.'*    But 
our  Lord  cancelled  these  proviaions,  and 
made  separation  and  re-marriage  impos- 
sible.    Thus  it  is  recorded  of  Him  by  St. 
Mark  that  He  said,    "  If  a  woman  put 
away  her  husband    and    be    married  to 
another,  she  committeth  adultery  ;  and  in 
St.  Matthew  we  find  the  same  judgment 
of  our  Lord  recorded,  though  in  a  different 
way.    Onr  Lord^s  worda  in  the  5th  chap- 
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ter  of  St.  Matthew  are  "  Whosoever  shall 
marry  her  that  is  divorced  committeth 
adultery ;"  and  His  words  as  recorded  in 
the  19th  chapter  are  almost  the  same: 
and  in  both  these  passages  it  is  observahle 
that  in  speaking  of  the  woman  divorced 
the  article  is  omitted  — that  it  is  not 
Tffif  aaroktkviMianfv,  but  ofroXcXv/Acyipr,   which 

wonld  include  every  divorced  woman,  what- 
ever was  the  reason  of  her  divorce.     From 
these    paasages    it   seemed  to  him   (the 
Bishop  of  Salisbury)  plain  what  our  Lord*s 
mind    was  with  regard  to  the  woman — 
that  separation  so  as  to  re-marry  was  im- 
possible.    Nor  was  it  less  clear  with  re- 
gard to  the  man.     Thus  He  said,  accord- 
ing to  St.  Mark,  "  Whosoever  shall  put 
away  his  wife  and  marry  another,  com- 
Tnitteth  adultery  against  her  ;"  and  again, 
aeeordiog  to  St.  Luke, "  Whosoever  puttcth 
away  his  wife  and  marrieth  another,  com- 
mitteth adultery.     He  (the  Bishop  of  Sa- 
lisbury) thought  thst  DO  teaching  could  be 
more  plain  than  this,  and  he  could  come  to 
only  one  conclusion — viz.,  that  our  Lord 
had  annulled  the  provisions  of  the  libellum 
repudii^  and  that  divorce  and  re- marriage 
were,  according  to  the  law  of  Christ,  im- 
possible.     He,    however,    admitted  that 
there  was  one  eiception  allowed  for  divorce 
— Dol  for  divorce  and  re- marriage,  but  for 
separation  without  the. power  of  re-marry- 
ing— and  that  was  in  the  case  of  adultery. 
This  one  relaxation  of  the  law  of  our  Lord 
is  recorded    both   in  the  5th  and   19th 
ehapters  of  St.  Matthew.     In  the  former 
the  words  are  "  Whosoever  putteth  away 
his  wife,  saving  for  the  cause  of  fornica- 
tion, canseth  her  to  commit  adultery." 
In  the  latter  passage  the  words  are,  *'  Who- 
soever shall  put  away  his  wife,  except  it 
be  for  fornication,  and  shall  marry  another, 
eommitteth  adultery. "     Nor  was  this  re- 
laxation confined  to  one  sex.     Our  Lord 
made  man  and  woman  entirely  equal  in 
tbta  matter.     The  case  of  exception  in- 
eloded  the  woman  as  well  as  the  man. 
The  words  of  St.  Paul,  in  the  7th  chapter 
of  his  First  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians, 
*' If  ake  depart,"  imply  that  it  was  possi- 
ble for  the  woman  in  some  case — viz.,  in 
that  one  ease  declared  by  our  Lord — to 
get  a  divorce  from  her  husband  ;  not  such 
a  divorce  aa  to  be  re-married,  hut  only 
sueh  as  wonld  enable  her  to  act  upon  the 
revelstion  of  6od*s  mind  given  by  the 
aaese  Apostle,  '*  let  her  remain  unmarried, 
or  be  reeoneiled  to  her  husband."     And 
•ren  this  one  relaxation  was  still  further 
guarded;  thoagh  they  who  availed  them- 


selves of  it  would  not  incur  the  sin  of 
adultery,  they  would  be  doing  that  from 
which  our  Lord,  through  His  Apostle, 
would  dissuade  them.  The  higher  standard 
to  which  he  would  bring  them  He  set 
before  them  in  these  words  of  his  Apostle 
— *'  Let  not  the  wife  depart  from  her  hus- 
band. Let  not  the  husband  put  away  his 
wife."  He  (the  Bishop  of  Salisbury)  had 
thus  laid  before  their  Lordships  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  mind  of  God,  in  the  new 
dispensation,  with  regard  to  the  subject  on 
which  their  Lordships  proposed  to  legis- 
late. His  conclusion  was  that  it  was  con- 
trary to  the  teaching  of  our  blessed  Lord 
for  a  husband  to  put  away  his  wife,  or  a 
wife  to  put  away  her  husband,  and  marry 
again.  He  entreated  their  Lordships  to 
weigh  well  what  they  were  doing,  because 
it  was  his  most  solemn  conviction  that 
they  Would,  if  they  passed  this  Bill,  not 
sweep  away  (ns  it  had  been  said  in  the 
debate)  only  the  relics  of  the  Roman  Cath- 
olic religion,  but  pass  enactments  contrary 
to  the  plain  letter  of  Holy  Scripture.  He 
entreated  them  to  pause  before  they  ar- 
rayed all  those  who  read  Holy  Scripture 
a»  he  did  against  any  decree  which  man 
might  make  on  the  subject — he  entreated 
them  not  to  give  their  verdict  against  what 
he  could  not  indeed  say  was  a  perfect 
consensus  of  all  interpreters  of  Holy  Scrip- 
ture, but  which  had  been  the  law  of  our 
country  for  ages,  and  which  he  in  his  con- 
science believed  was  the  true  interpreta- 
tion of  Holy  Writ,  and  the  only  one  which 
could  keep  the  law  of  marriage,  and  the 
administration  of  that  law,  at  the  level  of 
those  high  sanctions  with  which  our  Lord 
has  Himself  shown  us  marriage  was  sur- 
rounded before  the  Fall.  He  would  only 
add,  that  one  thing  had  at  any  rate,  been 
gained  by  this  discussion.  It  had  been 
admitted  on  all  hands  that,  if  the  present 
law,  which  made  marriage  indissoluble, 
was  right,  wealth  and  station  ought  not  to 
purchase  exemption  from  its  sanctions ; 
and  that  if  it  was  wrong,  and  that  some 
relaxation  of  it  was  conformable  to  the 
mind  of  our  Lord,  the  poor  should,  as 
Christians,  enjoy  the  same  privileges  as 
the  rich. 

ViscoTOT  DUNGANNON  said,  that 
though  defects  might  exist  in  the  present 
system,  he  could  not  but  fear  that  the 
remedy  proposed  was  far  worse  than  the 
disease,  and  that  if  you  once  made  divorce 
a  part  of  the  law  of  the  land  it  would  be 
the  means  of  introducing  great  confusion 
into  society  and  causing  vast  unhappiness* 
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to  the  communitj.  He  could  not  help 
concurring  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
nohle  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
and  hoped  the  House  would  support  the 
Amendments  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate. 
He  helieved  that  the  difficulty  which  had 
hitherto  existed  in  obtaining  a  divorce  was 
in  a  great  degree  the  cause  of  the  morality 
which  existed  in  this  country  with  regard 
to  the  obsenrance  of  the  marriage  state. 
The  morality  would  be  shaken  to  its  very 
foundations  by  the  present  measure,  and 
he  could  not  therefore  give  his  sanction  to 
a  Bill  which,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  was 
fraught  with  danger  to  the  morality,  the 
well-being,  the  order  of  society,  and  the 
happiness  of  the  community  at  large. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I  am 
not  going  to  prolong  this  discussion,  or  to 
enter  into  the  very  elaborate  arguments  we 
have  heard  adduced  in  support  of  the  views 
entertained  with  regard  to  the  dissolubility 
or  the  indissolubility  of  the  marriage  tie. 
I   cannot  help  observing,  however,  that, 
even  among  those  who  agree  with  the  pro- 
posed Amendments  of  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late, there  is  a  very  considerable  difference 
of  opinion  on  this  subject.     Undoubtedly 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Ox- 
ford) did  not  contend  for  the  indissolubility 
of  the  marriage  tie,  and  admitted  that  there 
existed  high  authority  for  asserting  that 
in  certain  cases,  and  under  certain  condi- 
tions, the  marriage  tie  is  dissoluble.     The 
right  rev.  Prelate,  who  has  since  addressed 
the  House  (the  Bishop  of  Salisbury),  ap- 
pears also  to  consider  that  the  marriage  tie 
is,  to  a  certain  extent,  dissoluble  as  regards 
the  man  ;  yet,  if  I  understood  him  rightly, 
the  man  is,  under  no  circumstances,  enti- 
tled to   marry   again.     My  noble  Friend 
(Lord    Redesdale)    again   contends    that, 
under  no  circumstances,  either  by  the  law; 
or  the  Gospel,  is  the  marriage  tie  dissolu- 
ble.    1  did  not  understand  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Salisbury)  to  con- 
tend that  the  marriage  tie  was  indissolu- 
ble.    [The  Bishop  of  Salisburt  :  Yes,  I 
did  ;   but  I  said  that  the  woman  might  be 
"  put  away.*']     Well,  that  is  a  nice  dis- 
tinction, which  I  cannot  very  well  under- 
stand ;  but  I  will  not  enter  into  that  point. 
I  rose,  my  Lords,  mainly  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  to  the  noble  Lord  on  the  wool- 
sack, or  to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Lyndhurst),  a  question   which,  to 
my  mind,  is  of  considerable  importance, 
and  which  may,  to  a  certain  extent,  in- 
fluence the  vote  which  I  am  called  upon  to 
give  on  this  question.     I  cannot  concur 

Viscount  Dungannon 


with  my  noble  Friend  at  the  table  (Lord 
Redesdale)  in  the  indissolubility,  however 
much  I  may  respect  the  sanctity  of  mar- 
riage.    I   do  believe  there  are  cases  in 
which  it  is  competent  for  human  authority 
to  give  its  sanction  to  the  dissolution  of 
the  marriage  tie.     I  cannot  feel  satisfied 
with  the  existing  state  of  the  law,  because 
it  says  one   thing  while  the  Legislature 
says  another,  and  because,  too,  under  it, 
there  is  a  great  disadvantage,  a  great  in- 
equality, as  regards  the  condition  of  the 
rich  and  the  poor.     Assuming  that  mar- 
riage may  be  dissolved  in  certain  cases, 
the  question  then  arises,  by  what  agency 
shall  that  process  be  effected  ?    My  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Redesdale)  says  very  consis- 
tently, '*  By  no  means  at  all  ;  the  Legis- 
lature should  admit  of   no  exceptions." 
But  I  say,  not  admitting  that  doctrine  of 
indissolubility,  if  the  marriage  tie  is  to  be 
dissolved  at  all,  let  the  law  of  the  land 
have  an  equal  operation,  and  do  not  accom- 
plish this  object  by  exceptional  legislation, 
setting  aside   the  law.     I  am,  therefore, 
altogether  favourable  to  the   principle  of 
this  Bill,  and  I  confess  I  have  been  unable 
to   hear  from   the  authorities  quoted  to- 
night anything  in  Scripture  or  anything  in 
reason  which   should   prevent   the  Legis- 
lature   from    dealing  with  this   question. 
When,  however,   I  look  to   the  probable 
consequences  of  passing  this  law«  to  the 
consequences  of  facilitating  the  diBSolution 
of  this,  the  most  sacred  of  tiea,  I  confess 
I  think  we  are  bound  to  regard  those  con- 
sequences— we  are  bound  to  ask  whether 
by  this  legislation  we  are  not  sanctioning 
great  laxity  with  regard  to  marriage,  and 
giving  facilities  for  the  dissolution  of  that 
tie,  which,   except  under  certain  circum- 
stances, ought  never  to  be  dissoWed.    Are 
you  hot  by  this  Bill  offering  great  tempta- 
tions  to  collusive  divorces-^ to   adultery 
practised  by  the  conniyance  of  the  hus- 
band or  the  wife  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing a  divorce  ?  If  you  are,  then  I  say  you 
are  entering  upon  a  most  dangerous  course 
of  legislation,  and  one  against  which  it 
will    be  exceedingly  necessary  to  guard. 
Now  I  cannot  but  own  that  if  you  give 
facilities  for  obtaining  dirorces  to  the  mid- 
die  and  lower  classes — classes  by  whom  at 
present  the  idea  of  a  divorce  is  not  to  be 
entertained — I  fear  it  may  tend  to  collu- 
sive adultery  ;  I  fear  that  convenient  ar- 
rangements may  be  made  between  the  par- 
ties for  the  purpose  of  proeoring  a  divorce  ; 
that  where  persons  have  become  mutually 
disagreeable,  acts  will  be  committed  for  the 
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Tery  purpose  of  gratifjing  their  mutual  in- 
clination and  of  entering  into  a  separate 
marriage.  This  would  be  a  serious  evil, 
and  one  against  which  it  is  right  we  should 
take  some  precautions.  Now,  my  right 
rey.  Friend  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford),  if  I 
maj  be  permitted  to  call  him  so,  has  given 
notice  of  an  Amendment  which  appears 
to  me  to  introduce  a  sufficient,  or,  at  all 
events,  a  very  considerable  check  upon 
what  I  fear  may  be  the  consequence  of 
the  legislation  we  are  now  contemplating. 
He  has  given  notice  of  his  intention  to  in- 
troduce, after  the  24th  clause,  a  proviso 
which,  in  the  case  of  a  divorce,  prohibits 
the  party  who  has  been  guilty  of  the  adul- 
tery from  obtaining,  perhaps,  the  very  ob- 
ject he  had  in  view — namely,  a  marriage 
with  the  person  with  whom  that  adultery 
had  been  committed.  Such  a  provision,  I 
8ay»  would  in  my  opinion  meet,  to  a  great 
extent,  the  precise  danger  we  apprehend. 
I  know  not  if  it  be  possible  for  this  Bill  to 
pass  during  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but,  at  all  events,  it  deserves  the 
gravest  consideration,  and  my  vote  as  to 
the  Amendment  of  my  right  rev.  Friend — 
the  effect  of  which  I  no  not  deny  will  be  to 
put  an  end  to  this  Bill  altogether — will  be 
very  considerably  influenced  by  the  answer 
which  will  be  given  by  my  noble  and  learn- 
ed Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  or  by  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  woolsack,  to  the  ques- 
tion I  am  about  to  put.  I  am  disposed  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill  and  against  the 
Amendment ;  but  what  I  want  to  know  is, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  rejection  of 
this  Amendment,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lords  are  prepared  to  adopt  the  proviso  to 
which  I  have  alluded  ? 

The  Babl  of  ABERDEEN  wished  to 
remind  their  Lordships  that,  by  the  law  of 
Scotland,  the  very  check  which  it  was 
DOW  proposed  to  introduce  into  this  Bill 
was  enacted.  The  persons  who  were 
proved  to  have  indulged  in  adulterous  in- 
tercourse with  each  other  were  prohibited 
from  marrying  ;  and  he  entirely  concurred 
with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  in  thinking 
that  it  was  matter  for  grave  consideration 
whether  it  would  not  be  of  advantage  to 
introduce  some  such  prohibition  into  the 
law  of  this  country. 

LoHD  LYNDHURST  did  not  rise  with 
any  intention  of  entering  into  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question.  He  wished,  how- 
ever, to  inform  their  Lordships  that  such 
a  provision  was  discussed  in  Committee, 
aod  was  only  lost  because  the  numbers 
were  equal.     For  his  own  part,  as  he  had 


supported  the  introduction  of  such  a  pro- 
vision when  the  Bill  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee, he  should  be  prepared  to  support 
it  in  the  event  of  it  being  again  pro- 
posed. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  ho 
did  not  consider  that  the  Bill  would  be 
improved  by  the  introduction  of  such  a 
provision,  because  there  was  experience  to 
show  that  such  a  provision  contained  some- 
thing radically  wrong.  It  was  one  of  the 
standing  orders  of  their  Lordships'  House 
that  no  Bill  for  a  divorce  should  be  intro- 
duced which  did  not  contain  a  clause  pro- 
hibiting the  marriage  of  the  persons  who 
had  been  guilty  of  the  adultery  complained 
of ;  but  there  was  no  one  instance  in 
which  that  clause  had  not  been  struck 
out,  because  such  a  clause  did  not  prevent 
collusion.  There  wero  many  instances  in 
which  such  a  restriction  had  been  avoided 
by  gross  misconduct,  for  care  had  been 
taken  that  the  act  of  adultery  which  had 
been  committed  should  not  be  discovered 
to  have  taken  place  between  the  persons 
who  wished  to  marry.  Such  a  clause, 
therefore,  was  most  objectionable,  and  the 
same  objections  would  apply  to  the  provi- 
sion now  proposed. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  he  entirely 
approved  of  the  restriction  under  consider- 
ation, and  believed  its  adoption  would 
prove  a  very  salutary  check.  He  regard- 
ed the  existence  of  such  a  safeguard  in 
Scotland  as  the  principal  reason  why  the 
facilities  for  divorce  in  that  country  had 
been  found  consistent  with  the  preservation 
of  the  purity  of  morals  ;  aod  he  thought 
it  would  be  dangerous  to  pass  the  Bill 
without  such  a  restriction. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he  did 
not  riM  with  the  intention  of  addressing 
their  Lordships  upon  the  original  question, 
but  he  was  anxious  to  say  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  opposite.  He  thought  that  it  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  he 
had  never  alleged  that  any  canon  of  the 
Church  laid  down  the  law  upon  the  mat- 
ter, nor  had  he  denied  that  marriage  in  its 
essence  was  other  than  a  civil  contract. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  had 
quoted  what  he  himself  looked  upon  as  a 
great  authority — the  opinion  of  the  Re- 
formers of  the  English  Church — and  he 
had  pointed  out  that  Cranmer  was  in  fa- 
vour of  divorce  on  account  of  adultery,  aa 
also  was  the  Reformatio  Legum,  Now, 
the  Reformatio  Legum  proposed  to  allow 
divorce  on  account  of  adultery,  but  at  the 
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same  time,  it  proposed  to  allow  it  for  many 
other  causes.  If  a  man  were  absent  from 
his  wife  for  two  years,  the  Reformatio 
Legutn  proposed  that  the  wife  should  be 
allowed  to  marry  again,  and  if  the  husband 
subsequently  returned  without  being  able 
to  give  any  Talid  reason  for  not  having 
communicated  with  the  wife,  the  second 
marriage  was  held  to  be  valid  and  binding. 
There  was,  however,  a  strong  check  against 
collusion,  for  in  such  a  case  the  first  hus- 
band was  condemned  to  banishment  or 
perpetual  imprisonment.  [The  Earl  of 
Berbt — "  He  would  not  be  so  foolish  as 
to  come  back."]  He  did  not  mean  to 
apply  an  argumentum  ad  hominem  to  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  but  what  he  wished 
to  point  out  was,  that  although  it  was  per> 
fectly  true  that  the  Ee/ormatio  Legum 
proposed  to  allow  divorce  in  cases  of 
adultery,  that  provision  was,  at  the  same 
time,  accompanied  by  most  stringent  pro- 
visions against  adulterers — namely,  the 
penalty  of  perpetual  imprisonment,  and 
that  provision  entirely  removed  the  moral 
objection  which  he  entertained  towards  the 
present  course  of  legislation.  There  was 
one  point  which  had  been  advanced  with 
which  he  could  not  agree,  and  that  was, 
that  the  present  law  was  more  unfair  to 
the  poor  than  the  altered  law  would  be. 
By  the  present  system  divorce  was  placed 
out  of  the  reach  of  all  with  very  few  ex- 
ceptions, while  by  the  altered  law  it  would 
be  placed  within  the  reach  of  all  who  were 
able  to  afford  it,  and  it  was  better,  he  be- 
lieved, to  allow  an  opportunity  for  showing 
particular  exemptions  from  a  universal  law 
than  to  make  a  universal  law  the  benefits 
of  which  could  only  be  enjoyed  by  the  rich. 
He  believed  upon  his  conscience  that  the 
Bill  would  give  no  real  relief  to  the  poor, 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  it  would  tend  to 
set  class  against  claas,  and  to  relax  in 
English  society  those  stringent  rules  which 
had  hitherto  proved  so  advantageous. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided: — 
Content  43  ;  Not  Content  10 :  Maiority 
33. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  then  moved, 
to  insert  at  the  end  of  Clause  24  the  fol- 
lowing words  : — 

"  Provided  always  that  it  shall  not  be  lawful 
for  a  husband  or  wife  who  shall  have  been  found 
guilty  of  adultery  to  intermarry  with  any  woman 
or  man  with  whom  the  adultery  has  been  proved 
to  have  been  committed." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Lord  DENMAN,  who  spoke  from  the 
The  Buhop  of  Oaford 


Opposition  benches,  proposed  to  insert,  be- 
tween the  15th  and  i6th  Clauses,  the  fol- 
lowing : — 

"  And  ftirther,  the  said  Court  may  order  snch 
divorce  in  ease  of  desertion,  if  not  assured  by  ctU 
denoe  that  the  husband  was  not  at  the  time  of 
such  desertion,  or  has  not  since  been,  cohabiting 
with  another  woman." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  *ould  not 
accede  to  the  Amendment,  which  be 
thought  would  only  embarrass  the  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendments  made  ;  Bill  to  be  read  3* 
To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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Property. 

2**  Commons  Inclosure  (No.  2). 

8°  Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amend- 
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POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Order  for  second  reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed. 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aecood 
time.*' 

Sib   GEORGE    PECHELL    said,    in 
rising  to  nipve  that  the  Bill   be  read  a 
second   time  that  day  three  months,  he 
had   to   express    his    regret    on    private 
groundf,   that  he  should    be  obliged  to 
oppear  before  the  House  on  the  present 
occAsion,  living,  as  he  did,  in  the  heart 
of  a  society  in  which  peace  had  prevailed 
for  many  years,  but  which  was  about  to 
be  disturbed   by  the  enactment   of    the 
measure  for  which  a  second  reading  was 
asked.     In  the  first  place  he  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  manner  in  which  the  Bill  had 
been  brought  forward.      Bill  No.   I  was 
introduced  on  the  3rd  of  April,  without 
any   previous  intimation   being   given   to 
those  who  took  a  great  interest    in  the 
question  during  the  years  1844  and  1845. 
On  the  19th  of  May  an  attempt  was  made 
to  read  that  Bill  a  second  time,  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    (Mr.   Bouverie)    saying 
that  as  no  principle  was  involved    in   it, 
the   Bill   might  be  read   a  second   time 
without  discussion.     That,  however,  was 
objected  to,  and  on  the  23rd  of  May  that 
Bill  was  discharged,  and  leave  waa  given 
to  substitute  the  present  Bill  for  it.     After 
several  postponements,  the  second  reading 
of  the  present  Bill  was  finally   fixed   for 
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that  day.    Ho  knew  not  whether  the  pre- 
eeDt,  like  the  first  Bill,  was  without  aoy 
principle,  bat  up  to  the  present  moment 
the  House  had  not  heard  any  statement 
from  the  Poor-Law  authorities  as  to  the 
profisions  of   the  measure.      The  great 
defect  of  the  Bill,  in  his  opinion,  was  those 
claoaes  which  repealed  the  22Dd  of  Geo, 
III.,  and  also  that  portion  of  the  Poor- 
Law  Act  which  authorised  single  parishes 
to  become  incorporated  under  the  wise  and 
beneficent  Statute  called  the  Gilbert  Act. 
There  was  also  a  prorision  restricting  the 
publieity  of  the  rules,  orders,  and  regula- 
tions of  the  Poor- Law  Board  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Peace,  whereas  the  present  law  re- 
quired copies  of  such  rules  to  be  furnished 
to  the  clerks  of  the  petty  sessions.     So 
long  as  there  presided  at  the  head  of  the 
Poor-Law  Board   a  person  in  whom  the 
countiy  could  place  confidence,  it  did  not 
much  signify  whether  those  rules   were 
promalgated  or  not ;  but  it  was  matter  of 
great  importance  aa  to  the  description  of 
person  who  should  so  preside  07er  that 
Board.     Great  inconYenience  would,  how- 
CTer,  arise  from  dispensing  with  the  copies 
of  the  rules  which  were  at  present  sent  to 
the  clerks  of  the  petty  sessions.     Again, 
the  chairman   and  yice-chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  at  present  appointed 
the  aaditor  of  the  district;    but  by  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  the  power  of 
appointing  the  auditor  would  be  transferred 
to  the  Poor-Law  Board ;  and  the  auditor, 
in  addition  to  his  present  duties,  would  also 
have  to  undertake  all  the  accounts  of  those 
l^aces  which  had  adopted  the  provisions  of 
the  Sutote  of  the  4  &  5  Will.  IV.,  in- 
eluding   watching   and    lighting.      What 
vatehing  and  lighting  had  to  do  with  the 
PcQr*Law  Amendment  Act  he  was  at  a 
loss  to   conceive.      On   the  other  hand, 
however,   the  appointment  of  registrars, 
which  was  now  exercised  by  the  Poor-Law 
Commissioners,  was  to  be  transferred  to 
the  Board   of  Guardians.     If  that  were 
considered    an  equivalent  for  taking  the 
appointment  of  auditor  from  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  he  certainly  did  not  think  it  to 
be  an  adequate  one.     It  was  most  impor- 
tant that  the  appointment  of  the  auditor 
■hoold  rest  with  the  Board  of  Guardians. 
But,  after  all,  the  great  objection  to  this 
^l  was  its  compulsory  clauses,  by  which 
it  was  proposed  to  repeal  the  Act  com- 
monly called    the  Gilbert  Union  Act — a 
vise  and  beneficent  law,  and  one  which 
had  operated   most  advantageously  both 
for  the  ratepayers  and  for  the  poor  in  all 


those  places  where  its  prorisions  had  been 
adopted.  Now,  he  wished  to  inquire  why 
those  incorporated  parishes  should  be  dis- 
solved ?  No  abuses  had  been  shown  to 
exist  in  them,  nor  any  inconvenience  to 
have  arisen  from  them.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  the  House  would  pause  before  it 
sanctioned  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Poor-Law 
Board.  When  the  Poor-Law  Bill  was  first 
introduced  in  1834,  it  was  proved  that  the 
onljc  parishes  in  England  which  were  quiet 
were  those  which  had  been  incorporated 
under  the  Gilbert  Act.  The  population 
of  those  places  then  amounted  to  about 
500,000 ;  and  Lord  Althorp  wisely  in« 
sorted  in  the  Act  of  1834  a  clause  except- 
ing from  its  operation  those  Gilbert  in- 
corporations, and  also  those  parishes  and 
towns  which  were  governed  by  local  acts. 
The  Gilbert  Act  was  passed  in  1782.  It 
empowered  parishes  to  unite  for  the  pur- 
pose, among  other  things,  of  administering 
relief  to  the  poor.  A  great  many  parishes 
adopted  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  It  was 
true  that  on  the  passing  of  the  Bill  of  1834 
many  of  those  incorporations  were  scattered 
and  broken  up ;  but  that,  he  believed,  was 
in  consequence  of  the  statements  made  to 
the  difierent  Gilbert  Unions  by  the  emis- 
saries of  those  who  advocated  the  Poor- 
Law  Bill  of  1834.  He  knew  that  many 
of  those  parishes  which  were  then  deluded 
by  those  representations  were  anxious  to 
return  and  be  again  placed  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  22  Geo.  III.  They  had 
ever  since  regretted  having  yielded  to  the 
pressure  then  put  upon  them,  and  having 
listened  to  the  misrepresentations  then 
made  to  them  in  order  to  induce  them 
to  place  themselves  in  the  hands  of  the 
Poor-Law  Commissioners.  Great  disgust 
was  at  the  time  created  throughout  the 
country  at  the  manner  in  which  tho  Poor- 
Law  Commissioners  proceeded  to  form 
their  Unions,  and  especially  at  the  course 
they  adopted  in  1835  and  1836  in  endea- 
vouring to  persuade  the  remaining  Gilbert 
incorporations  to  surrender.  The  inspec- 
tors who  were  sent  into  the  different  parta 
of  the  country  resorted  to  the  most  unjus- 
tifiable means  to  effect  their  object,  and 
they  from  time  to  time  reported  that  every- 
thing was  working  well  in  the  Poor-Law 
Unions;  but  that  the  Gilbert  incorpora- 
tions were  mischievous  examples  and  ought 
to  be  dissolved.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Bouverie)  believed  there  was 
any  defect  in  the  Gilbert  Act,  why  did  he 
not  propose  to  amend  it,  instead  of  repeal- 
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iDg  the  Act  altogether.  The  objectioD 
brought  against  the  Gilbert  Unions  bj  the 
OommtssioDers  had,  in  alyiost  every  in- 
stance, been  overruled  by  the  evidence 
taken  before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons;  and  that  Committee  had 
decided  that  it  was  not  expedient  that  the 
Gilbert  Unions  should  be  abolished,  but  it 
was,  upon  the  Report  of  that  Committee, 
adopted  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chair- 
man, that  the  present  Bill  was  founded. 
If  the  charges  brought  against  the  Gilbert 
Unions  were  persisted  in,  he  would  fortify 
himself  with  his  strong  box,  containing 
every  case  that  had  occurred  since  the 
year  1844,  in  order  to  show  the  blame 
that  ought  to  be  attached  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Commissioners.  As  regarded 
the  feeling  out  of  doors  on  the  subject, 
there  had  been  ten  petitions  for  the  Bill 
and  381  against  it — while  the  number  of 
petitioners  in  the  first  case  was  448,  and 
in  the  second  2,471.  After  reading  seve- 
ral passages  from  these  petitions,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  three  months. 

VisoouNT  GALWAY  said,  that  he  did 
not  entirely  dissent  to  the  Bill,  yet  he 
entertained  some  serious  objections  to  it, 
and  for  more  reasons  than  one  he  would 
second  the  Amendment.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Poor- Law  Board  as  to  whether  he 
did  not  think  it  advisable,  considering  the 
lateness  of  the  Session,  to  withdraw  the 
Bill.  It  must  be  recollected  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  even  made  a  state- 
ment in  favour  of  the  measure;  and  it 
should  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  House  that  the  Bill 
was  not  more  advanced.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  partly  to  blame  himself 
for  the  delay.  It  was  not  the  first  Bill 
he  had  introduced  on  the  subject.  If  it 
was  a  matter  of  urgent  necilssity,  the 
clauses  being  of  such  importance,  they 
ought  to  have  been  well  considered  in  the 
first  instance,  and  have  been  brought  for- 
ward in  a  state  fit  to  pass  the  House.  His 
great  objection,  however,  to  the  Bill  was, 
it  proposed  doing  away  with  the  Gilbert 
Unions.  No  misconduct  whatever  had 
been  alleged  against  them ;  no  proof  of 
any  want  of  out-door  relief,  or  of  an  in- 
sufficiency of  in-door  relief  had  been 
adduced,  while  it  certainly  was  the  fact 
that  nine-tenths  of  the  ratepayers  of  those 
Unions  were  adverse  to  the  proposed  Bill. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  the  power 

Sir  George  Pechell 


of  doing  away  with  the  Gilbert  Unions,  he 
could  not  see  any  reason  why  he  should 
not  equally  do  away  with  the  Unions 
under  local  Acts.  He  must  confess  he 
was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  know — and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  as  yet  made 
any  statement  to  inform  him  on  the  sub- 
ject— why  it  was  considered  necessary  to 
bring  the  parishes  comprising  the  Gilbert 
Unions  under  the  operation  of  the  Poor- Law 
Board.  So  far  as  the  ratepayers  residing 
in  those  Unions  were  concerned,  they  had 
the  strongest  objection  to  the  step,  on  the 
ground  of  the  large  expenditure  that  would 
have  to  be  incurred  for  erecting  workhouses 
and  organising  and  establishing  a  new  paro- 
chial system.  With  regard  to  transferring 
the  appointment  of  auditor  from  the  chair- 
man and  vice-chairman  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  the  Poor -Law  Board,  be 
thought  the  former  were  as  capable  of 
making  a  good  appointment  as  the  latter. 
In  reference  to  eztra*parochial  places,  it 
was  no  more  than  fair  that  they  should  be 
made  to  provide  for  their  own  poor,  and 
that  the  burden  of  doing  so  should  not  be 
cast  upon  the  adjacent  parishes ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  best  course  would  be  to 
attach  those  extra-parochial  places  to  the 
parishes  adjoining.  That  was,  however, 
the  least  objectionable  feature  of  the  Bill ; 
but,  taken  as  a  whole,  the  measure  seemed 
to  him  to  be  so  unnecessary,  whilst  at  the 
same  time  it  went  to  extend  the  principle 
of  centrnlisation,  that  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  seconding  the  Amendment  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the 
word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upoh  this  day  three 
months." 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question.** 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  would  not 
follow  the  example  which  had  been  set 
by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  G. 
Pechell),  for  he  must  say  that  never  since 
he  had  a  scat  in  that  House  had  he  heard 
a  speech  in  which  so  much  was  said  that 
was  so  little  to  the  purpose.  The  fact 
was,  there  was  nothing  in  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  required 
an  answer;  he  would  therefore  at  once 
address  a  few  remarks  to  the  House  in 
support  of  the  Bill.  The  noble  LK>rd 
opposite  (Lord  Gal  way)  had  alluded  to  the 
appointment  of  auditors,  and  its  transfer 
to  the  Poor-Law  Board.  The  House  must 
understand  that  at  present  the  auditor  tvas 
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appointed  by  the  chairmen  and  Tice-chair- 
men  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  of  the  dis* 
tnct  to  be  the  auditor  of  that  district.  That 
was  an  arrangement  made  in  substitution  of 
the  one  bj  which  the  Board  of  Guardians 
of  each  Union  appointed  their  own  auditor 
and   paid    him   out   of   their  own   funds. 
Subsequently   it  was  arranged  that   the 
auditors  should   be  paid  entirely  by  the 
public  out  of  the  general  funds  of  the  coun- 
try, and  a  vote  was  annually  taken  for  that 
purpose.     He  could  not  understand  upon 
what  principle  it  could  be  contended  that 
the  chairman   and  vice-chairman  of  the 
Board  of    Guardians     should    have    the 
appointment  of  the  auditors.      In   1838 
it  waa  a  distinct  recommendation  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  that  the   auditors 
should  be  appointed   by  the   Poor -Law 
Board.     Saboeqnently  to  that  the  Commis- 
aioneraappointed  by  the  Treasury  to  examine 
the  slate  of  the  public  offices  investigated 
the  sobjeet  and  afterwards  recommended 
that  the  auditors  should  be  appointed  in 
the  way  proposed  by  the  Bill  now  under 
consideration.     It  was  important  that  the 
auditors  should  be  absolutely  independent 
of  the  parties  whose  accounts  they  audited, 
that  their  whole  time  should  be  devoted  to 
the  discharge  of  their    duties,  and   that 
their   districts   should    be  enlarged.      In 
point  of  fact,    they  were  officers  subject 
to  the  control  of  the  central  authorities, 
and    appointed    merely    for   the   purpose 
of  checking  and  controlling  the  expendi- 
ture of  tlie  local  rates.     If  they  ought  to 
be  appointed  locally  at  all,  the  appoint- 
ment ought  not  to  be  by  the  Boards  of 
GoardiADS,  bat  by  the  ratepayers.     It  was 
preposterous  that  the  Board  of  Guardians 
should  appoint  an  auditor  to  audit  their 
own  aeeoonts.     The  auditor's  duty  was  to 
act  cm  the  part  of  the  ratepayers  as   a 
check  OQ  the  Guardians,  and  to  see  that 
the  ratea  were  properly  applied.     Besides 
these  general  objections,  he  did  not  think 
the  resnlt  of  the  present  system  of  auditing 
the  aceoanta  was  of  a  satisfactory  nature, 
k'any  of  those  officers  were  efficient,  but 
many  were  not.     As  an  instance  of  the 
oeeeasitj    which  existed  for  altering  the 
ijstem  of  appointing  auditors,  he  might 
mention  that  not  very  long  since  a  chair- 
loao  of  a  Board  of  Guardians  had  actually 
become  a  candidate  for  the  office  of  auditor 
of  the  aceoanta  of  his  own  Board,  and  had 
voted  for  hioaself.      The  auditors  should 
be  moeh  fewer  in  number,   their  whole 
time  ahonld    1^  devoted  to  their  duties, 
ind  their  appointment  should   be  left  in 
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the  hands  of  the  Poor-Law  Board.  The 
animosity  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Brighton  against  the  Bill  was  excited 
by  the  clauses  which  would  effect  the 
abolition  of  the  Gilbert  Unions.  The 
question  the  House  had  to  consider  was 
this : — As  the  system  of  the  Poor-Law  ad- 
ministration was  carried  on  in  ninety-nine 
instances  out  of  every  hundred  by  Boards 
of  Guardians  administering  relief  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Poor-Law  Amend- 
ment Act,  was  it  on  the  whole  a  sound 
and  beneficial  system  for  the  ratepayers, 
and  also  for  the  poor  themselves,  or  was 
the  administration  adopted  by  the  Gilbert 
Unions  to  be  preferred,  where  the  parties 
acted  without  any  system  or  any  law, 
and  did  just  as  they  pleased?  It  was 
on  the  part  of  the  poor  who  n^ere  the 
proper  objects  of  relief  that  he  urged 
it  was  time  those  Unions  should  be 
dissolved.  There  were  only  fourteen  Gil- 
bert Unions  throughout  the  kingdom,  the 
total  population  of  which  was  174,000, 
while  the  total  population  under  the 
ordinary  Poor-Law  administration  was 
17,000,000.  He  should  be  indifferent 
about  those  small  local  administrations  if 
they  were  carried  oq  properly,  but  his 
complaint  against  the  Gilbert  Unions  was 
that  as  far  as  the  benefit  of  the  poor  was 
concerned  they  were  not  properly  con- 
ducted. As  regarded  the  education  of 
the  children  of  the  poor,  to  care  for 
which  was  a  very  important  part  of  the 
duty  uf  those  who  managed  the  poor 
in  these  Unions,  it  was  entirely  neglected 
in  almost  every  one  of  them ;  and  where 
education  was  attempted  to  be  given, 
it  was  next  to  nothing  in  amount,  and 
what  there  was  of  it  was  miserably  bad. 
In  fact,  in  every  material  respect  iu  which 
the  law  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  ought  to 
be  efficiently  administered,  the  Gilbert 
Unions  were  greatly  defective,  and  he 
thought  it  was  high  time  to  get  rid  of 
them.  Next,  with  regard  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  respecting  extra-parochial 
places.  There  were  nearly  500  of  those 
places  in  England  and  Wales — some  small 
in  extent,  some  with  no  population,  some 
of  considerable  extent,  and  some  with  a 
considerable  population.  The  population  of 
those  500  extra-parochial  places  amounted 
to  more  than  30,000.  In  the  whole  of  them 
there  was  absolutely  no  mode  of  relieving 
the  poor.  The  poor  had  no  resource  when 
in  a  state  of  destitution,  and  they  were  in 
those  places  as  much  without  relief — as 
much  without  a  poor-law  as  if  the  statute 
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of  Elizabeth  had  never  been  passed.  It 
was  a  disgrace  to  the  country  that  such 
a  state  of  things  should  continue  a  day 
longer  than  was  necessary.  He  had  found 
many  hon.  Members  labouring  under  the  im- 
pression that  those  persons  could  be  relieved 
from  the  rates  of  the  adjoining  parishes. 
Now  that  certainly  was  not  the  fact.  The 
rates  of  the  adjoining  parishes  could  not 
be  legally  so  applied.  He  had  numerous 
applications  from  parishes  near  extra-paro- 
chial places,  containing  accounts  of  the 
greatest  hardships  and  suffering  endured 
by  the  poor  of  those  extra-parochial  places, 
and  asking  whether  there  were  any  means 
of  relieving  those  people  besides  by  private 
charity.  [The  right  hon.  Gentleman  here 
read  a  letter  which  had  been  addressed  by 
a  bench  of  Magistrates  to  the  Poor-Law 
Board,  in  which  they  stated  that  they  had 
little  doubt  the  death  of  a  certain  pauper, 
living  in  an  extra-parochial  place,  had  been 
accelerated,  if  not  caused,  by  a  want  of 
nourishment  during  her  confinement,  which 
she  would  have  received  in  case  the  re- 
lieving officer  of  the  Union  had  been  at 
liberty  to  give  it.]  With  reference  to 
the  case  of  pauper  lunatics  in  such 
places  there  was  ao  means  of  providing 
for  them.  The  Lunacy  Acts  applied  to 
parishes  only,  and  the  relieving  officer 
had  no  power  to  deal  with  a  lunatic  be- 
longing to  an  extra-parochial  place,  unless 
the  lunatic  was  first  removed  into  some 
parish.  He  confidently  appealed  to  the 
House  as  to  whether  that  was  a  state  of 
things  which  ought  to  continue.  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  like  to  take  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  allowing  cases 
like  the  one  to  which  he  had  referred  to  be 
continually  occurring  without  endeavouring 
to  provide  a  remedy.  He  would  therefore 
a^k  the  House  to  allow  so  much  of  the 
Bill,  at  least,  to  pass  as  related  to  these 
extra-parochial  places.  He  would  admit 
that  as  regarded  some  of  the  other  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  they  perhaps  were 
open  to  objection ;  and  if  any  opposition 
should  be  made  to  them,  he  was  prepared, 
considering  that  the  period  of  the  Session 
was  not  favourable  to  him,  to  postpone 
those  portions  of  the  Bill.  But  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  G.  Pechell)  as 
well  as  every  other  hon.  Member,  must  be 
friendly  to  some  provision  being  made  to 
give  relief  to  the  destitute  poor,  he  did 
liope  that  they  would  not  oppose  that  part 
of  the  measure  which  applied  to  extra- 
parochial  places.  Therefore,  if  the  House 
would  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
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Bill,  he  would  undertake,  when  the  Bill 
went  into  Committee,  to  strike  out  every- 
thing except  that  which  related  to  the 
relief  of  poor  in  extra-parochial  places. 

Sir  JOHN  TROLLOPE  said,  that  the 
gentleman  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Presi- 
dent of  the  Poor- Law  Board  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
had  referred,  as  having  nominated  himself 
for  the  office  of  auditor  of  a  poor-law  union, 
had  certainly  been  the  chairman  of  a  board  of 
guardians  for  several  years ;  but  he  should 
have  thought  that  that  would  have  consti- 
tuted a  qualification  rather  than  the  re- 
verse.   [Mr.  BouTERiE  :  He  was  the  chair- 
man, and  he  voted  for  himself.]     So  most 
other  gentlemen  did  under  similar  circnin- 
stances.    At  all  avents,  in  the  instance  re- 
ferred to,  the  gentleman  was  well  prepared 
for  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office, 
for,  in  addition  to  being  chairman  of  the 
board  of  guardians  he  was  a  barrister  of 
considerable  practice  on  the  Midland  Cir- 
cuit.    He  might  further  state  that  he  had 
resigned  his  chairmanship,  and  was  now 
no  longer  in  connection  with  the  Board. 
With   regard  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill 
which  related   to  extra- parochial   places, 
the  peculiar  hardships  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, both  as  to  the  occupiers  of  property 
and   the  poor  themselves,   were   matters 
which  had  come  under  his  own  personal 
observation,  and  in  his  county  advantage 
had  recently  been  taken  of  a  private  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  parochialising  upwards 
of  14,000  acres   of  extra- parochial  pro- 
perty rather  than  wait  for   any   general 
measure  on  the  subject.     The  district  lay 
between  two  Unions,  but  paid  no  rates  to 
either ;     it    afforded,    however,     a    large 
amount  of    industrial  occupation   to  the 
poor  residents   within  the  Unions,    who, 
when  they  became  sick  or  required  relief, 
were  chargeable,  not  to  the  places  where 
they  were  employed,  but  to  the  Union,  which 
derived  no  benefit  from  their  labour.     He 
thought,   therefore,   that  the    right   hon. 
Gentlemnn,  finding  that  he  could  not  carry 
the  whole  of  his  Bill,  had  wisely  deter- 
mined on  endeavouring  to  carry  that  por- 
tion of  it  which  the  House  would  agree  to. 
With  respect  to  the  Gilbert  Unions,  it  was 
his  opinion  that  they  had  failed  in  their 
object,  and  become  effete.    The  Bill,  in  its 
present  shape,  referred  to  a  great  many 
subjects.     He  (Sir  J.  Trollope)  should  be 
excused,  therefore,  if  he  drew  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman's    attention     to     another 
question  of  a  kindred  nature — he  meani 
that  of  medical  relief.     Than  the  preseni 
mode  of  granting  medical  relief  through 
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oat  ihe  countiy  nothing,  he  apprehended, 
could  he  more  nnsatiafactorj.     It  was  his 
opinion,  howerer,  that  medical  men  had 
tbemseJves  to  hlame  for  this  to  a  great  ex- 
tent ;  for  under  the  pressure  of  excessive 
competition  they  had  heen  induced,  at  the 
outset  of  the  administration  of  the  present 
poor  law  to  enter  into  contracts  upon  an 
inadequate  -scale.     Indeed,  from  his  own 
personal  knowledge,  he  could  take  upon 
himself  to  say  that  the  cost  of  hare  medi- 
cines, where  giren  in  sufficient  quantities, 
would  more  than  ahsorb  the  whole  salary, 
and  leare  the  medical  man  no  remuneration 
whatever  for  his  time,  the  exercise  of  his 
skill,  the  expense  of  travelling,  and  other 
charges  incidental  to  his  profession.     The 
amount  these  gentlemen  asked  for  in  their 
petitions  was  5s,  for  attendance.  If.  a  mile 
for  travelling  expenses  ;  and  in  his  (Sir  J. 
Trollope's)  opinion   that  would  be  by  no 
means  an  exorhitant  allowance.     There 
was  besides  the  greatest  discrepancy  in  the 
payment  of  their  officers.     Pauper  cases 
were  always  cases  of  extremity,  and  the 
pauper  did  not  call  in  a  medical  man  till  he 
was  forced.    In  consequence,  the  medicines 
he  required  were  such  as  could  not,  as  he 
bad  just  stated,  he  given  under  the  poor- 
law  contracts.     He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gratleman  would  give  his  attention  to 
the  sabjeet.     They  were  doing  much  in 
other  ways  to  improve  the  sanitary  condi- 
tion of  the  great  towns.  It  was  of  as  much 
importance  to  the  public  health  to  attend 
tbas  to  the   health   of    the   poor  as   to 
drain  the  towns.     It* might,  perhaps,  cost 
£500,000  to  put  the  present  system  into 
proper  force,  and  would   be   at  least  as 
nseliil  as  would   be   the   expenditure   of 
•£3,000,000  in  draining  our  towns.     One- 
half  of  the  expense  would  be  borne  by  the 


State,  and  the  ratepayers  throughout  the   it  would  be  very  difficult  to  say  how  great 


country  surely  would  not  grudge  their  part 
for  a  purpose  so  necessary  for  the  health 
of  the  community.  He  approved  of  the 
Bill,  and  only  regretted  that  so  much  would 
he  struck  out  of  it  as  had  been  promised  by 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  he  wished  to 
cay  one  word  with  respect  to  extra-paro- 
ebial  places.  The  Bill  would  make  those 
extra-paroehial  places  parishes  within 
themselres.  That  might  he  done,  and  yet 
no  greftt  result  attained.  It  would  be,  he 
^prebeoded,  no  remedy.  They  would  con- 
tin  oe  to  employ,  as  they  did  at  present, 
persona  liring  in  the  adjoining  parishes, 
h  the  city  of  Oxford,  Christ  Church  would 
Ij  the  Bill  remain  a  parish  by  itself,  and 


yet  the  property  it  contained,  representing 
a  value  of  £4,000  a  year,  would  not  he 
called  upon  to  contribute  one  penny  to- 
wards a  poor  rate  hy  reason  of  there  being 
no  poor.     By  the  first  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  would  not  have  been 
the  case.     The  first  clause  of  that  Bill 
enacted  that   such  extra- parochial  place 
should,  for  the  purposes  of  the  assessment 
of  the  poor  rate,  be  deemed  to  be  a  part 
of  the  parish  by  which  it  was  surrounded, 
or  of  one  of  the  adjoining  parishes.     He 
understood,    however,    that    that    clause 
would  have  given  rise  to  considerable  op- 
position.    The  present  Bill  altered  that 
clause  to  a  much  greater  extent  than  was 
necessary,  in  his  opinion,  to  meet  the  jus- 
tice of  the  case,  because  Clause  4  still  left 
it  optional  to  an  extra-parochial  place  whe- 
ther it  should  be  joined  to  any  parish  or 
not.     What,  however,  he  wished  to  sug- 
gest was,  whether  it  might  not  be  possible 
BO  to  arrange  the  fourth  clause  as  not  to 
leave  it  optional  with  the  residents,  but  to 
make  it,  as  a  general  rule,  compulsory, 
and  then  afterwards  to  adapt  that  rule  to 
the  circumstances  of  each  particular  case. 
It  would  be  almost  futile  to  pass  a  Bill 
which   was   to  contain  nothing    hut   the 
clauses  relating  to  extra-parochial  places, 
unless  they  made  the  measure  in  that  re- 
spect perfect. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  understood  that 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  to  go  over- 
board, except  the  extra-parochial  clauses. 
That  being  so,  he  confessed  that,  even  in 
regard  to  that  part  of  the  Bill,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  vote  for  the  second  reading  ; 
and  he  would  shortly  state  the  reason. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
said  that  those  clauses  related  to  500 
places,  and  to  a  population  of  30,000.  Now, 


was  the  variety  of  circumstances  existing 
in  those  places  ;  and  it  would  be  equally 
difficult  to  devise  any  general  measure  that 
should  do  equal  justice  to  all.  He  had 
not  any  evidence  before  him  to  enable  him 
to  come  to  any  conclusion  on  the  subject ; 
and  it  was  impossible  that  a  matter  of  such 
importance,  and  at  that  late  period  of  the 
Session,  could  fairly  be  gone  into.  Another 
subject  closely  analogous*  to  this  had  heen 
postponed — he  meant  the  rating  of  mines. 
He  would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  it  would  not  be  a  wiser 
course  for  him  not  to  go  into  the  matter 
now,  but  in  the  beginning  of  another  Ses- 
sion to  have  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
all  these  subjects,  and  ohtain  the  fullest 
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information  upon  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  then  he  ahle  to  legislate 
in  a  manner  much  more  satisfactory  to  the 
country,  and  would  also  be  able  to  do  more 
justice  both  to  the  parties  to  be  relieved 
and  to  the  people  whose  property  would  be 
most  materially  affected  by  it.  He  con- 
gratulated the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
(Sir  G.  Pechell)  on  the  successful  effect  of 
his  yerj  heavy  broadside  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  did  not  like  the  change 
in  the  mode  of  electing  the  auditors,  and 
he  did  not  approve  giving  the  Government 
patronage  over. to  the  civil  power  in  that 
way.  He  should,  therefore,  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  barrow  said,  he  very  much  ob- 
jected to  the  House  proceedmg  with  a 
measure  of  legislation  which  must  neces- 
sarily be  altered  next  Session.  He  did 
not  think  the  present  Bill  would  answer 
the  object  it  was  intended  to  effect.  The 
time  had  arrived  when  it  was  impossible 
to  avoid  a  revision  and  an  alteration  of  the 
original  Poor  Law  Act ;  what  was  called 
the  common  fund  had  become  an  enor- 
mous charge  upon  many  parishes.  There 
were  large  districts  of  land  in  his  own 
union  which  did  not  contribute  a  single 
farthing:  and  there  were  whole  parishes 
that  had  entirely  dropped  out  of  the  con- 
tribution. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  he  merely  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  joining  his  appeal  with  that 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Henley)  to  the  President  of  the  Poor-Law 
Commission,  in  the  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  induced  to  com- 
plete the  act  of  grace  which  he  had  begun, 
in  withdrawing  the  clauses  relating  to  the 
Gilbert  Unions,  by  putting  a  good  face  on 
the  matter  and  withdrawing  the  whole 
measure.  It  was  from  no  spirit  of  opposi- 
tion to  the  object  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  at  heart— namely,  the 
rating  of  extra-parochial  places— that  he 
made  this  suggestion.  It  was,  undoubtedly, 
an  anomaly  that  such  places  should  exist, 
and  he  should  have  great  pleasure  at  any 
future  time  in  assisting  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  endeavours  to  attain 
the  object  he  was  anxious  to  accomplish. 
But  there  was  great  force  in  the  objec- 
tion which  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Oxford  (Mr.  Cardwell)  that  there 
were  many  places  where  there  were  no 
poor,  and,  therefore,  to  give  a  power  of 
raising  rates  in  those  places  was  a  mere 
mockery  and  of  no  substantial  advantage. 
J/r.  Ilcnlcy 


[The  hon.  Member  was  proceediD|  nith 
his  observations,  when  he  was  reminaed  by 
Mr.  Speaker  that  the  time  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  had  arrived.] 

THE  EAST  INDIA  COMPANY  —  FRENCH 

SUFFERERS  BY  THE  INUNDATIONS  - 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control  whether  the  sum  of 
j£500,  which  had  been  subscribed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  East  India  Company  for 
the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the  inunda- 
tions in  France,  was  to  be  charged  on  the 
revenues  of  India ;  and  whether  the  sub- 
scription of  the  East  India  Company,  or 
the  sums  expended  by  them  in  public  en- 
tertainments, were  limited  by  any  ^xe^  re- 
gulation, and  were  subject  to  the  control  of 
Parliament  ? 

Mr. VERNON  SMITH  said,  the  charge 
must  be  made  on  the  revenues  of  the  Com- 
pany, for  there  was  no  other  aource  whence 
to  take  it ;  but  it  was  not  true  to  say  the 
Chairman  subscribed  the  amount — it  should 
be  the  Chairman  on  behalf  of  the  Company. 
The  Company  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
granting  various  charitable   donations  to 
different  objects  ever  since  their  founda- 
tion, but  by  the  Act  55  Oeo,  III.,  they 
could   not  go  beyond  £600  without  its 
being  first  submitted  to  Parliament.     In 
this  instance  the  grant  was  within  that 
sum,  and,  consequently,  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  submitting  it  to  Parliament; 
but  it  was  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol, and  it  had  the  sanction  of  that  Board. 
With   regard  to  the  other  question,  the 
hon.  Member  was  probably  aware  that  the 
Company  gave  entertainments  to  the  Go- 
vernors General  .and  other  public  officers, 
and  though  the  sums  expended  were  not 
subject  to  any  fixed  regulation,  yet  they 
were    submitted   to  the   Board    of  Con- 
trol, and  the  yearly  expenditure  for  that 
purpose    was    pretty    nearly    tlie    same. 
No  Estimates  were  submitted   to  Parlia- 
ment, and,  consequently,  no  Votes   were 
taken. 

CROWN  LANDS  AND  CnURCH  EXTEN- 
SION—QUESTION. 
Mr.  THORNELY  said,  lie  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  Vote  of  £10,000,  pro- 
posed to  be  paid  out  of  the  Crown  land 
revenues  for  new  churches,  would  be  taken 
this  Session  ? 

Mr.WILSON  said,  it  would  bo  deferred 
until  next  Session. 
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RETUEN  OF  THE  TROOPS  FROM  THE 
CRIMEA— QUESTION. 
COL05EL  FRENCH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  a  qoestion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiraltj,  who  stated,  some  time  ago, 
that  all  the  troops  would  have  left  the 
Crimea  hj  the  30th  of  Judo.  He  wanted 
to  know  if  that  was  likely  to  be  the 
case? 

Sib  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  the  third 
battalion  of  the  Grenadier  Guards  were 
coming  home  by  the  Princess  Royal, 
Before  "he  left  the  Admiralty  a  telegraphic 
despatch  was  received  that  she  had  made 
her  signal.  The  whole  of  the  forces  bad 
not  jet  left  the  Crimea,  bat  a  portion  of 
them  were  engaged  in  taking  up  the  rail- 
way. Every  other  man  was  brought  away. 
Ample  transport  was  there  long  before  the 
30th  June,  and  was  now  waiting  till  the 
troops  were  ready  to  come  away. 

ENTRY  OF  THE  GUARDS  INTO  LONDON- 
QUESTION. 

Sm  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  should 
be  glad  if  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  GoTomment  would  afford  some  infor- 
mation to  the  House  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Guards  would  enter  London. 
It  had  been  stated  in  the  papers  that  the 
route  had  been  determined  upon — namely, 
that  the  Guards  would  alight  at  Nine  Elms, 
that  they  were  to  pass  through  some  of  the 
Pimlico  Squares,  along  Victoria  Street,  up 
Constitution  Hill,  and  into  the  Park.  He 
treated  that  the  noble  Lord  would  afford 
the  inhabitants  of  London  the  opportunity 
of  giring  the  Guards  a  cordial  welcome. 
He  thooght  it  would  be  well  if  the  same 
route  were  followed  as  was  taken  on  the 
occasion  of  the  visit  of  the  Emperor  of 
the  French  to  this  country — namely,  oyer 
Westminster  Bridge,  along  Parliament 
Street,  Whitehall,  Pall  Mall,  Piccadilly, 
and  thus  into  the  Park. 

TiscwDKT  PALME RSTON  said,  he  be- 
liered  the  precise  route  the  Guards  were 
to  take  was  not  yet  fixed  upon.  They 
would  come  from  Aldershot  to  the  South- 
western Railway,  and,  of  course,  alight 
at  the  atation.  They  would  pass  under 
reriew  bj  Her  Majesty  at  Buckiuoham 
Palace,  and  then  proceed  to  the  Park. 
The  immediate  route,  however,  had  not 
yet  been  determined  upon. 

Sm  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  that  as 
the  inhabitants  of  London  were  very  anxi- 
ous about  the  matter,  perhaps  his  Lord- 
ibip  would  haTC  no  objection  to  name  the 
ictual  day. 

Yncoun   PALMERSTON  said,  that 


part  of  the  Guards  had  only  just  arrived 
at  Gosport.  They  would  go  to  Aldershot, 
in  the  first  instance,  and  thence  would  pro- 
ceed to  London.  It  was  impossible  nt 
present  to  say  on  what  dsy  they  would 
arrive  in  London,  but  due  notice  would 
be  given. 

OUR  RELATIONS  WITH  THE  UNITED 
STATES— QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  whether  Mr.  Dallas  had  represented 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  he  had 
full  powers  to  settle  the  Central  American 
dispute,  or  had  he  only  the  same  powers 
that  were  entrusted  to  Mr.  Buchanan  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  under- 
stand that  Mr.  Dallas  has  full  powers  to 
discuss  with  Her  Majosty*s  Government 
all  the  questions  which  have  arisen  with 
respect  to  the  affairs  of  Central  America, 
and  that  he  has  powers  which  Mr.  Bu- 
chanan had  not  ;  as  I  understood  from 
Mr.  Buchanan  that  he  had  no  instructions 
upon  these  questions. 

WILLS  AND  ADMINISTRATIONS  BILL- 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General  whether  it  was  his  intention  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  that  night?  In  con- 
versation with  his  hon. -and  learned  Friend, 
he  (Mr.  Malins)  had  asked  the  question, 
and  the  reply  was  that  it  would  not  como 
on  that  night,  and  that  also  was  under- 
stood by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Sir  F.  Kelly), 
who  had  left  London  to  attend  a  cattle 
show — [£ati^A<dr.] — or  agricultural  meet- 
ing. Hon.  Members  must  be  aware  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  agricul- 
tural duties  to  attend  to,  he  being  a  county 
Member.  He  (Mr.  Malins)  had  relied  upon 
the  answer  given  him,  and  had  taken  for 
granted  the  Bill  would  not  come  on  that 
night,  but  to  his  great  surprise  he  found, 
on  entering  the  House,  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  op- 
posite to  proceed  with  it.  He  (Mr.  Malins) 
had  come  down  to  the  House  without  his 
papers,  and  the  facts  which  he  had  pre- 
pared, and  he  begged,  therefore,  to  ask 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  whether  he 
intended  to  persevere  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
was  exceedingly  sorry  that  any  communica- 
tion made  by  him  to  his  hon.  and  lenrned 
Friend  should  have  caused  what  he  would 
not  call  a  slanderous  imputation  to  be 
made  upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
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for  East  Suffolk,  who,  it  appeared,  was 
absent  at  a  cattle  show  instead  of  being 
present  in  that  House.  What  he  (the  So- 
licitor General)  had  said  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  on  Tuesday  was,  that  if  the 
debate  in  which  the  House  was  then  en- 
gaged terminated  that  evening,  the  Wills 
and  Administrations  Bill  would  undoubt- 
edly be  taken  that  night.  He  regretted 
that  some  misapprehension  had  arisen  as 
to  what  he  did  say,  but  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed  Friend  could  not  say  that  he  was  un- 
prepared to  discuss  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  when  he  was  generally  so  well  inform- 
ed  on  every  question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  if  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend  persisted  in  go\n<r  on  that  night, 
he  should  move  that  the  Bill  be  committed 
that  day  three  months. 

On  the  question  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply, 

CROWN  LANDS  AND  CHURCH  EXTEN- 
SION. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
had  stated  in  answer  to  a  question  put  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Thomely)  that  the  vote  of 
£10,000  out  of  the  Crown  lands  for  the 
purposes  of  Church  ^extension  was  to  be 
left  over  for  the  present  Session.  He  (Mr. 
Williams)  had  never  before  known  such  an 
attempt  made  to  get  £10,000  by  mis- 
representation. It  was  to  be  granted  out 
of  the  Crown  lands  for  the  purpose  of 
building  churches.  Now,  all  the  Crown 
property  had  been  surrendered  to  the  pub- 
lic, and  there  was  now  no  Crown  property 
available  for  churches,  or  any  such  pur- 
poses. He  thought  it  would  be  monstrous 
to  bring  forward  a  Vote  of  this  kind  to 
build  churches  in  connection  with  the  Es- 
tablishment, when  the  Church  enjoyed 
property  amounting  to  millions  per  annum. 
They  should  take  example  from  the  Dis- 
senters, and  provide  for  the  building  of 
their  own  churches  out  of  their  own  pock- 
ets. In  the  district  he  resided  in  they  had 
built  three  or  four  new  churches  at  their 
own  expense,  and  had  taxed  themselves 
not  only  to  pay  for  them  but  also  to  keep 
them  up.  He  was  certain  that  there  was 
no  other  source  than  the  public  taxes  from 
which  the  Vote  could  be  made,  and  it  was 
nothing  short  of  a  misrepresentation  to  say 
that  it  was  to  come  out  of  the  Church 
property. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  propose  that 
The  Solicitor  General 


Vote  this  Session,  and  he  should,  there- 
fore, be  wasting  the  time  of  the  House  if, 
under  such  circumstances,  he  entered  upon 
its  discussion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth was  quite  mistaken  as  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Vote.  When  the  proper 
time  arrived,  the  circumstances  would  be 
laid  fully  before  the  House. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  that  he  sus- 
pected,  notwithstanding  the  short  notice 
that  had  been  given,  that  this  Vote  would 
have  been  persevered  in,  had  it  not  been 
for  the  question  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
W.  Williams),  and  he  cautioned  the  House 
not  to  be  taken  by  surprise  at  a  future 
day.  £1,500,000  had  already  been  ex- 
pended on  this  subject ;  for  the  last  thirty- 
eight  years  a  sum  of  £40,000  had  been 
devoted  to  it  per  annum.  The  Govern- 
ment should  avow  what  their  intentions 
really  were.  Let  the  House,  however, 
beware  how  it  commenced  a  series  of 
grants  for  church-building,  which  would 
lead  to  disputes  of  which  no  man  could  see 
the  result. 

EDUCATION  AT  SANDHURST- 
QUESTION. 
Mr.  RICH  said,  *he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Under  Secretary  for  War  if  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
continue  the  present  charge  of  £125  a 
year  for  the  education  of  the  sons  of  civil- 
ians  at  the  Royal  Military  College,  when, 
as  appeared  by  the  Supplementary  Army 
Estimate,  the  total  cost  of  a  cadet  did  not 
exceed  £75  a  year.    The  Military  College 
was  constituted  under  a  Royal  Warrant 
which  specially  provided  a  gratuitous  edu- 
cation for  orphans  of  the  officers  of  the 
army,  and  education  at  about  half  cost  for 
sons  of  officers  on  service,  whilst  a  third- 
rate  was  provided  for  the  sons  of  civilians, 
nobility,  and  gentry,  who  were  to  pay  such 
a  sum  for  the  expenses  of  their  education, 
board,  and  clothing,  as   should  be  from 
time  to  time  determined  by  a  Board  of 
Commissioners  acting  under  that  warrant. 
Before  the  Committee  which  sat  last  year, 
it  was  stated  in  evidence  that  the  Commis- 
sioners who  had  power  to  modify  the  rate 
of  educational  charges  had  no  power  to  act 
aside  the  provisions  of  the  warrant  in  the 
above   respect.     The  warrant   had    been 
strictly  adhered  to  during  the  war,  in  the 
course  of  which  there  had  been  educated 
156  orphan  sons  of  officers,  100  aons  of 
officers,  and  156  sons  of  civilians  receiving 
their  education   at  the  expense  of    their 
parents.     Under  this  system  the  college 
had  prospered,  and  had   sent  out   many 
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yoong  men  who  had  distinguiahed  them- 
Belves.  Bat  since  peace  had  been  esta- 
blished, the  Commissioners,  disregarding 
the  irarrant  under  which  they  were  acting, 
thought  fit  nearly  to  double  the  sum  for 
the  SODS  of  civilians,  by  charging  them 
£125  a  year,  or,  in  many  cases,  with  ex- 
tras, a  sum  nearly  amounting  to  £160 
a  year.  The  price  for  the  sons  of  officers 
had  heen  raised  by  degrees  to  £80,  and 
the  orplians  of  officers  had  to  pay,  first 
£20,  then  £30,  and  afterwards  £40  a  year. 
The  ezeuse  for  this  was,  that  it  was  de- 
urahle  to  make  the  school  self-supporting  ; 
hot  the  result  was  that  the  surplus,  amount- 
bg  to  more  than  £7,000  a  year,  was 
misspplied,  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
£ojal  Warrant  under  which  the  school 
hid  been  founded,  in  the  first  place  to 
the  payment  of  nearly  £2,000  a  year  in 
money  and  advantages  to  a  governor,  a 
general  officer,  who  had  no  influence  what- 
erer  apoo  the  education  of  the  pupils  ;  in 
the  seeond  place,  to  the  expenditure  of 
£5,300  a  year  upon  the  education  of  senior 
officers  who  had  been  in  the  army,  to  fit 
them  for  the  staff,  to  which  probably  they 
might  noTer  be  appointed.  That,  with  a 
halaoce  on  four  years  of  £5,000,  or  nearly 
£1,300  a  year,  made  a  sum  of  £8,000  or 
£9,000  a  year — about  one-half  the  cost 
of  the  whole  establishment,  which  came 
oat  of  the  pocketa  of  the  civilians  who  sent 
their  sons  to  the  school  to  qualify  them 
for  the  army.  The  result  was,  that  the 
great  bulk  of  the  officers  of  the  line  were 
depriTed  of  the  advantages  of  a  preliminary 
military  education ;  the  increased  cost  at 
this  school,  £150  a  year,  being  beyond 
the  means  of  their  parents.  He  therefore 
wifhed  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
meot  to  the  subject,  and  hoped  it  would 
he  eoDsidered  with  a  view  to  its  amend- 
iDCQt.  He  would  also  observe,  that  it  would 
he  very  convenient  if  the  holidays  at  the 
Military  College  could  be  made  in  some 
degree  coincident  with  those  at  the  public 
•ehools,  in  order  that  brothers  who  might 
b&ppen  to  be  at  both  might  have  oppor- 
tsnities  of  meeting. 

ARIIT  PRIZE  MONEY— QUESTION. 

GounrsL  DUNNE  said,  he  wished  to 
ioqmre  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
ss  to  adviaiug  Her  Majesty  to  grant  com- 
pcMation  to  the  army  engaged  in  the 
siege,  for  stores,  &e,,  taken  in  Sebastopol. 
He  understood  chat,  after  previous  wars  in 
*hieh  this  country  had  been  engaged,  it 
W  bees  the  custom  for  the  then  Chan- 


cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  propose  that  a 
sum  should  be  granted  to  the  army  by  way 
of  compensation  for  prize-money  ;  and  at 
the  end  of  the  last  war,  two  sums  of 
£500.000  and  £800,000  had  been  voted 
for  that  purpose.  In  India,  also,  almost 
every  army  had  received  prize-money. 
It  had  not  always  been  very  wisely  dis- 
tributed, as,  for  instance,  in  the  case  of 
the  Decean  prize-money,  but,  at  all  events, 
it  had  been  voted ;  and,  among  other  in- 
stances, a  sum  of  £150,000  was  granted 
for  the  troops  who  were  present  at  the 
capture  of  Java,  where  a  considerable 
quantity  of  stores  was  taken.  Now,  at 
the  taking  of  Sebastopol,  an  Anglo-French 
Committee  was  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
dividing  the  stores  found  in  the  town,  and 
this  into  two  sub-committees,  one  of  which 
took  the  eastern  and  the  other  the  western 
half  of  the  place.  In  the  western  town,  or 
Karabelnaia  quarter  alone,  he  (Colonel 
Dunne)  believed  he  was  rig;ht  in  stating, 
they  found  2,089  guns,  1,770  of  which  were 
serviceable,  and  among  them  were  several 
brass  guns.  Of  course,  iron  guns  would 
not  be  so  useful  to  us,  as  the  calibre  of 
our  guns  was  different;  but  brass  guns 
were  always  valuable.  They  found  also 
257,000  solid  shot,  60,000  shells,  30,000 
grapeshot,  and  1,200,000  or  1,500.000 
live  shells.  There  were  also  417,0001b. 
of  powder,  and  434,000  rounds  of  small- 
arm  ammunition.  A  large  stock  of  pro- 
visions was  also  found  ;  but,  although  they 
were  condemned  as  food  by  the  English 
and  French  Commission,  they  were  sent 
to  Eupatoria,  and  there  made  use  of.  He 
thought  the  army  had  some  right  to  prize- 
money  for  the  ships  which  would  have 
been  taken  if  the  war  had  continued.  He 
would  also  observe  that  the  troops  had 
been  put  to  extraordinary  expenses  during 
the  late  war — from  the  loss  of  horses  in 
the  passage  from  Varna  to  the  Crimea, 
and  other  causes ;  he,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Government  would  give  some  equivalent 
for  the  stores  that  had  been  taken  by 
the  army.  He  was  aware  that  there 
was  a  theory  abroad  that  prize-money  be- 
longed to  the  Crown.  He  did  not  know 
how  far  that  might  be  legal.  In  the  times 
when  the  general  and  his  troops  divided 
their  spoils  at  the  drum-head  they  had  not 
to  go  to  the  office  of  some  prize-master, 
who  generally  robbed  them  of  what  they 
had  won.  That  was  the  course  pursued 
in  the  case  of  the  celebrated  Koh-i-noor, 
and  some  other  recent  instances ;  he  would, 
therefore,   ask   whether  the   Government 
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intended  to  advise  the  Crown  to  give  an 
equivalent  ?  He  had  stated  the  account 
of  the  Karabelnaia  suburb,  but  the  French 
prize  was  even  larger  than  the  English. 
He  might  add,  that  he  was  far  from 
grudging  anj  honour  done  to  the  house- 
hold troops — they  had  fought  bravely  at 
Inkerman  ;  but,  as  the  destination  of  the 
line  would  probably  be  the  West  Indies 
instead  of  London,  he  thought  some  re- 
ward might  be  bestowed  on  them. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  ;  Sir,  there 
is  no  doubt  that,  in  former  wars,  when 
property  of  great  value  was  taken  from 
the  enemy,  which  belonged  to  the  Crown, 
an  equivalent  in  money  was  distributed  to 
the  troops  engaged  in  its  capture.  But 
the  property  taken  in  this  instance  is  so 
extremely  small,  that  if  divided  among  the 
troops  it  will  not  amount  to  more  than 
2s.  od.  for  each  officer  and  Qd.  for  each 
man.  These  sums  are  so  small,  that  I 
fear  they  would  be  considered  rather  a 
mockery  than  a  reward; — and  we  are, 
therefore,  not  prepared  to  advise  the  Crown 
to  make  a  grant  of  so  small  a  sam  of 
money. 

PROMOTION  IN  THE  ENGINEERS- 
QUESTION. 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  said, 
he  rose  to  ask  the  hon.  Under-Secretary 
for  War  whether  it  was  intended  as  a  rule 
of  promotion  in  the  Scientific  Corps  of  the 
army,  that  no  subaltern  officer,  however 
he  might  have  distinguished  himself  in 
that  rank,  could  be  advanced  to  a  brevet 
majority  until  he  should  liave  again  subse- 
quently distinguished  himself  in  the  rank 
of  captain  ?  and  to  call  attention  to  the 
inexpediency  of  such  a  regulation.  No 
such  rule  as  that  prevailed  in  the  line,  in 
which  branch  of  the  service  a  lieutenant  or 
ensign  who  distinguished  himself  might  at 
once  be  promoted  to  substantive  rank, 
either  in  his  own  or  in  some  other  re^^i- 
ment.  The  operation  of  the  rule  would 
prevent  the  Engineer  officers  who  had 
distinguished  themselves  before  Sebastopol 
from  receiving  that  promotion  to  which 
they  were  fairly  entitled. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  in  reply 
to  the  question  respecting  Sandhurst  Col- 
lege, which  had  been  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Richmond  (Mr.  Rich),  he 
must  state  that  the  Estimate  laid  on  the 
table  only  covered  nine  months  of  the 
year,  and  favoured  the  inference  that  the 
cost  of  each  cadet  was  £100,  and  not ! 
£75   a  year,   as  the   hon.    Member   for  | 
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Richmond  seemed  to  suppose.  It  was 
possible  that  £125  per  annum  was  in 
excess  of  the  sum  actually  incurred  in  the 
education  of  a  cadet,  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  any  intention  to 
lessen  the  charge ;  but,  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  the  receipts  of  the  college 
were  in  excess  of  the  expenditure,  it 
might  be  well  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
effecting  a  proportionate  redaction  in  the 
sums  payable  by  the  pupils.  In  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Chatham  (Captain  L.  Vernon), 
it  should  be  stated  that  in  no  branch  of 
the  service  was  there  a  rule  preventing  an 
officer  who  had  distinguished  himself  as  a 
subaltern  from  receiving,  after  he  had  been 
made  a  captain,  a  step  of  military  rank  in 
recognition  of  services  rendered  before  he 
had  been  promoted  to  his  captaincy.  He 
had  himself  known  a  case  where  a  »ubal- 
tem  of  artillery  had,  on  becoming  a  cap- 
tain, been  rewarded  with  brevet  rank  for 
his  services  while  a  subaltern.  It  was  not 
desirable,  however,  that  there  should  be 
any  positive  regulation  on  the  subject,  for, 
if  there  were,  services  rendered  many  years 
previously  might  be  thought  to  constitute 
a  claim  to  brevet  promotion.  It  was  his 
•belief  that  the  scientific  corps  was  in  no 
worse  position  as  regarded  the  matter  than 
any  other  branch  of  the  service. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  for 
War,  with  regard  to  Sandhurst  College« 
was  very  unsatisfactory.     It  was  a  noto- 
rious fact  that  the  sons  of  civilians  were 
charged  double  the  amount  necessary  for 
educating  them,   for  they  could    not    be 
maintained  at  the  college  for  less  than 
£200  a  year.     That  large  sum   practi- 
cally excluded  the  sons  of  men  who  were 
not  in  very  affluent  circumstances ;    and  if 
additional  charges  were  necessary  to  main- 
tain the  college,  they  should  be  borne  by 
the  State,  and  not  charged  to  the  sons  of 
civilians,  in  order  that  the  sons  of  officers 
might  be   educated    almost  gratuitously. 
He  hoped  the  subject  would  be  taken  into 
consideration   by  the  Government,    as    it 
was  one  of  groat  importance,  and  he  was 
sure  it  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  tbe 
public  if  the  college  were  maintained  on 
its  present  footing. 

SUPPLY— MISCELLANEOUS    ESTIMATES. 

House  in  Committee. 

(1).  £6,912,  British  Embassy  Honses 
abroad. 

Mr.  wise  observed,  that  thoogh  the 
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Vote  liad  been  Bssented  to  bj  tbe  Com- 
mittee to  which  it  bad  been  referred,  and 
of  which  he  was  a  member,  he  still  re- 
garded it  as  an  unsatisfactory  one.  For- 
tanately  there  was  little  likelihood  that 
the  circumstancca  which  had  given  rise  to 
it  would  occur  again.  There  had  been  for 
a  long  series  of  years  a  profligate  expendi- 
ture on  account  of  the  Embassy  House  at 
Paris,  but  the  matter  had  been  thoroughly 
sifted  by  the  Committeo  up  stairs,  and 
there  was  reason  to  hope  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Works  would  exer- 
cise such  control  and  supervision  as  would 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  similar  evils  for 
the  future.  The  Committee  had,  there- 
fore, looked  more  to  the  future  than  the 
past,  and  in  their  investigation  sought  to 
prevent  abuses,  rather  than  inculpate  the 
agents  of  the  past.  The  amount  claimed 
by  Xr.  Albano,  £3,217,  for  superintend- 
ing the  expenditure  of  £11,763,  was  very 
large ;  but  his  presence  being  required  to 
counteract  the  systematic  imposition  which 
had  previously  prevailed,  the  charges  were 
s«ch  as  he  was  fairly  and  professionally 
entitled  to  make,  and  had  been  sanctioned 
by  Lord  Cowley,  Lord  Clarendon,  and  by 
the  Beard  of  Works.  Mr.  Albano  had  to 
contend  with  many  difficulties,  and  with 
tbe  greatest  opposition  from  the  previous 
Clerk  of  the  Works,  and  even  from  the 
Ambassador's  own  establishment,  one  of 
whom  had  been  permitted  to  contract  for 
the  fiiel  used  at  the  Embassy,  but  whose 
aecoant  was  reduced  from  1,942  francs 'to 
1,458.  The  valuable  plate,  which  cost 
severml  thousand  pounds,  had  been  allowed 
to  fall  into  a  neglected  state,  and  upwards 
of  £200  was  required  to  replace  what  was 
missing  or  useless.  Mr.  Albano,  by  his 
sopervision,  reduced  accounts  amounting 
to  £8,513  to  £6,858,  and  put  a  stop  to 
tbe  system  of  overcharging.  Whilst  he 
did  justice  to  Mr.  Albano,  he  must  con- 
demm  the  system  which  had  been  pursued 
by  the  Board  of  Works.  No  proper  esti- 
mate had  been  made,  money  had  been 
paid  on  account  to  the  architect,  and  when 
the  expenses  had  been  incurred,  Parlia- 
nest  was  applied  to.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  such  irregularities  would  not 
occur  again.  What  had  taken  place  with 
reference  to  this  Embassy,  appeared  a 
mystery.  In  1815  the  Government  pnr- 
ehased  tbe  house,  gardens,  stables,  and 
furniture  for  £36,000.  In  1825-6, 
Messrs.  Wjatt  and  Smirke  superintended 
an  outlay  of  £25,000.  In  1843,  £8,320 
were  voted ;  in  1844,  £3,892 ;  in  1853-4, 


£9,213;  and  this  year  £5,078,  was  re- 
quired. Besides  these  sums,  an  average 
amount  of  £1,000  had  been  expended 
every  year,  making  a  total  of  £127,503. 
In  1850,  Mr.  Burton  visited  the  house, 
and  was  of  dpinion  that  dilapidation  did 
not  exist,  and  that  the  premises  appeared 
in  a  state  not  unworthy  the  character  of 
the  country;  and  yet  in  1852,  Mr.  Albano 
called  for  £11,763,  which,  in  addition  to 
£3,217  claimed  by  the  architect,  makes 
£14,980  expended  within  the  last  three 
years.  And  yet,  after  this  outlay,  what 
was  the  statement  made  up  stairs  a  few 
days  ago.  In  reply  to  questions  put  to 
Mr.  Albano,  he  stated  that  the  structure 
was  in  such  a  state  that  £20,000  would 
not  suffice  to  put  it  in  proper  order ;  that 
the  timber  work  was  of  a  most  rotten  and 
defective  construction ;  that  the  doors  and 
windows  were  rotten,  and  that  there  was 
not  a  floor  upon  which  he  could  reckon. 
This  condition  of  affairs  was  hardly  to  be 
wondered  at,  when  it  was  considered  how 
little  care  was  bestowed  upon  the  preserva- 
tion of  this  species  of  public  property.  A 
striking  example  of  this  was  presented  in 
the  fact,  that  after  the  departure  of  the  last 
Ambassador,  the  private  property  of  that 
nobleman  was  sold  at  a  public  auction, 
which  was  allowed  to  be  held  in  the 
State  apartments  of  the  Embassy  House, 
while  the  costly  carpets  and  satin  sofas 
and  chairs  were  left  wholly  unprotected 
from  the  damage  consequent  upon  an 
influx  of  the  populace  of  Paris.  The 
architect  found  the  rooms  dirty,  the  car- 
pets extremely  damaged,  and  stated  that 
he  had  reported  upon  the  auction  as  one 
of  the  causes  of  the  mischief  that  ought 
not  to  have  been  allowed.  He  (Mr.  Wise) 
thought  what  had  occurred  in  this  respect 
ought  to  be  a  lesson  to  the  Government 
not  to  purchase  Embassy  Houses  on  the 
Continent.  It  would  be  better  to  make 
an  allowance  to  the  Ambassador  of  even 
£2,000  a  year  extra  for  a  house,  than  to 
continue  such  wasteful  expenditure  and  to 
incur  such  uncertain  expenses.  •  A  portion 
of  this  Vote  was  for  the  decoration  of  the 
dining-room  as  a  chapel.  During  the  last 
three  years  £1,600  had  been  paid  for 
moving  the  chapel  from  room  to  room. 
He  thought  it  was  inconvenient  and  un- 
desirable to  have  the  service  at  the  Em- 
bassy, and  he  regretted  that  the  offer  of 
the  late  Bishop  Lascombe  to  sell  his 
chapel  in  the  Rue  d*Aguesseau  had  not 
been  accented.  For  one  year's  annuity 
of  £1,000,  the  Government  would  have 
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obtuned  a  ehapel  thai  had  cost  £10.000. 
The  eharges  incurred  for  the  Embassy 
House  at  Madrid  oflFered  another  instance 
of  the  glaring  defect  of  tbe  system  that 
had  been  porsaed  at  the  Board  of  Works. 
In  1848  the  GoTemment  took  a  lease  of 
an  old  house  for  twenty  years,  and  spent 
£3*000  upon  repairs.  The  rent  was  £400 
a  year,  bat  charges  were  perpetnally  arising, 
and  Mr.  Albano  had  been  twice  to  Madrid, 
so  that  no  less  a  sum  than  £756  had  been 
paid  to  that  gentleman  for  travelling  ex- 
penses and  professional  allowances,  inci- 
dental to  the  superintendence  of  an  expen- 
diture of  £574  upon  a  house  that  was 
designated  as  half- built  with  mud,  with 
sunken  foundations,  and  in  such  a  state 
that  it  might  come  down  any  day.  He 
really  trusted  that  this  sytem  would  be 
Tefonaed,  and  that  an  architect  receiving 
four  guineas  a  day  would  not  be  sent  to 
Madrid  to  superintend  such  works  as  had 
been  described. 

Mb.  STAFFORD  said,  he  rose  to  pro- 
test against  an  insinuation  attempted  to 
be  cast  upon  the  late  Sir  William  Moles- 
worth,  when  the  present  estimate  was  last 
before  the  Committee.  Although  he  had 
differed  in  politics  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  he  could  not  be  silent  while  an 
injustice  was  apparently  done  to  his  me- 
mory. No  doubt  a  vicious  system  had 
hitherto  been  pursued  in  the  Public  Works 
Department ;  but  a  caanM  examination  of 
the  matter  had  convinced  him  that  no 
blame  whatever  for  that  state  of  things 
fairiy  attached  to  the  late  Sir  William 
Moles  worth. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  that  on 
a  former  occasion  he  had  certainly  alluded 
to  the  bad  system  which  prevailed  in  the 
office,  with  which  he  was  connected,  for 
years  before  he  held  his  present  situation, 
and  expressed  his  determination  to  put  an 
end  to  that  system ;  but  nothing  could 
have  been  further  from  his  thoughts  than 
the  intention  to  cast  any  reflection  upon 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  preceded 
him  in  his  department.  He  was  now  en- 
deavouring to  correct  the  undoubted  defects 
of  the  system,  and  hoped  to  be  able  next 
year  to  present  these  estimates  in  a  form 
that  would  prove  satisfactory  to  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  was  glad 
to  find  that  the  old  system  was  amended. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  while  it  was 
clear  from  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
that  the  business  of  the  office  under  con- 
sideration had  been  conducted  in  a  very 
unsatisfactory  manner,  nothing  very  de- 
Mr.  Wise 


finite  had  been  indicated  to  the  Committee 
which  held  out  a  prospect  of  the  future 
amendment  of  the  system.      It  appeared 
that  nobody  was  responsible  for  whatever 
happened  to  the  property  at  the  Embassy 
Houses;   and  if  the  whole  of  their  con- 
tents were  walked  away  some  fine  morning, 
no  person,  he  apprehended,  could  be  held 
answerable  for  the  loss.    It  was  somewhat 
extraordinary  that  private  individuals  could 
have  buildings  erected  in  Paris  without  any 
of  the  difi&culties  encountered  by  those  who 
acted  for  our  Government ;  and,  indeed,  the 
allegations  made  on  that  head  implied  the 
prevalence,  in  that  gay  capital,  of  an  al- 
most universal  system  of  villany  where  the 
expenditure  of  public  money  was  concerned. 
He  hoped  to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
what  arrangements  were  contemplated  for 
the  future.     He  certainly  thought  it  quite 
unnecessary  that  an  architect  of  eminence 
should  be  sent  over  to  Paris  merely  to 
superintend  the  repair  of  floors  and  matters 
of  that  kind,  which  might  be  effected  un- 
der the  direction  of  a  person  of  very  in- 
ferior ability. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  that  as 
soon  as  the  Session  of  Parliament  closed, 
he  intended  to  send  to  Paris  one  of  the 
officers  attached  to  his  department,  who 
would  report  to  him  what  repairs  were  re- 
quired in  the  structure  of  the  Ambassador's 
bouse,  and  the  only  expense  with  which 
tbe  country  would  be  saddled  would  be  the 
travelling  expenses  of  that  individual.  He 
also  intended  to  appoint  a  practical  man  as 
resident  Clerk  of  the  Works  at  Paris,  who 
would  be  able  to  keep  the  house  in  repair 
with  the  assistance  of  tradesmen  on  the 
spot,  and  who  would  not  receive  a  high 
salary. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  felt  suffi- 
cient confidence  in  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  believe  that  under  his  control  an  end 
would  be  put  to  the  discreditable  state  of 
things  which  had  hitherto  existed. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  said,  he  thought 
the  Committee  did  not  look  at  the  archi- 
tect's expenses  fairly.  He  believed  they 
had  been  the  means  of  saving  money  in- 
stead of  incurring  a  loss. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £827,  British  Protestant  Ceme- 
tery, Madrid. 

Mr.  WISE  observed  that  this  Vote  had 
also  been  referred  to  the  Select  Committee. 
In  1854,  £1,400  had  been  voted  for  the 
purpose  of  a  cemeteiy,  and  Mr.  Albano 
had  been  sent  over  to  Madrid  to  super- 
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intend  tbe  buildiDg  of  a  small  lodge  and  a 
wall  Tonnd  the  cemetery,  on  the  under- 
standing that  he  ahould  receive  £300  as 
foil  compensation  for  his  services  and  tra- 
velling expenses.  A  few  days  after  Mr. 
Albano  arrived  at  Madrid  the  revolution 
broke  out,  and  he  was  detained  there  six 
weeks.  The  Government,  in  consideration 
of  the  loss  that  gentleman  sustained  in  his 
own  business  in  consequence  of  his  pro- 
longed absence  from  this  country,  granted 
him  an  additional  sum  of  £470  ;  and  al- 
though, under  the  circumstances,  he  (Mr. 
Wise)  did  not  complain  of  that  arrange- 
ment, he  thought  works  of  such  insignifi- 
cance might  have  been  effected  under  the 
soperintendence  of  some  of  the  attaches  of 
the  embassy,  or  of  the  Consul  at  Madrid. 
We  had  at  Madrid  a  Minister,  a  Secretary 
of  Lefration,  several  Attaches,  and  a  Gon- 
sd,  who  had  little  to  do  ;  and  surely,  if 
ve  employed  our  Minister  and  consuls  in 
the  United  States  in  recruiting,  it  would 
not  be  unreasonable  to  ask  our  representa- 
tive at  Madrid  to  employ  some  local  archi- 
tect and  inspect  the  building  of  a  wall 
round  the  cemetery.  The  Committee  up- 
stairs had  assented  to  this  Vote  as  a  fair 
compeosatioD,  but  whilst  they  thought  the 
charges  reasonable,  they  thought  it  most 
unreasonable  to  send  a  person  like  Mr. 
Albano  all  the  way  to  Madrid,  merely  to 
superintend  the  building  of  a  wall  round 
an  acre  of  ground  and  of  a  lodge  at  the 
entrance  to  the  cemetery. 
Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £228,950,  Disembodied  Militia. 
CoLOKSL  NORTH  said,  it  appeared 
from  the  Vote  now  before  the  Committee 
that  the  pay  of  tbe  permanent  staff  of  the 
miUtia  was  to  be  considerably  reduced,  and 
that  the  non-commissioned  officers  who  had 
for  the  last  two  or  three  years  been  occu- 
pying very  responsible  positions  were,  as  a 
reward  for  their  services,  to  receive  dimi- 
nished pay.  The  pay  of  these  non-com- 
nissioned  officers  had  been  —  for  a  ser- 
geant-major, Ss.  a  day  ;  quartermaster 
sergeant,  2s,  6d. ;  colour  sergeant,  2s.  5d, ; 
sergeant,  \s,  lOd.  It  appeared  that,  in 
^tnre,  the  sergeant-majors  were  to  receive 
ouly  Is,  \Od,f  the  quartermaster  sergeants 
!'•  Sd,  the  colour  sergeants  and  sergeants 
^s,  6d.  Now,  if  that  plan  were  carried  out 
the  country  would  be  in  the  same  position 
is  «hich  it  was  at  the  time  the  militia  were 
embodied  two  years  ago,  when  there  was 
iHH  a  militia  staff  throughout  the  kingdom 
vorthy  of  the  name  of  soldiers.  The  mem- 
Ws  of  that  staff  received  such  trifling  pay. 


that  most  of  them  had  been  compelled  to 
become  petty  dealers,  and  trafficked  almost 
as  hucksters.  Now,  the  non-commissioned 
officers,  during  the  last  two  years,  had  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties  given  the 
utmost  satisfaction  to  their  commanding 
officers.  Hon.  Gentlemen  were  aware  that 
they  could  not  get  what  were  called 
"  hedge  carpenters  or  hedge  masons  *'  to 
work  on  their  estates  for  less  than  35.  or 
3s.  6d,  a  day,  and  yet  it  was  proposed 
to  give  men  who  were  persons  of  educa- 
tion, and  who  had  filled  most  responsible 
situations,  the  miserable  pittance  of  Is.  lOd. 
a  day  for  performing  duties  of  a  most  im- 
portant and  responsible  nature.  If  that 
plan  were  carried  out,  could  they  expect, 
when  the  services  of  the  militia  were  again 
required,  to  find  in  its  ranks  men  worthy 
to  fill  the  position  of  non-commissioned 
officers  ?  He  thought  that  every  man  who 
wore  the  uniform  of  the  army  ought  to  be 
placed  under  the  orders  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief ;  but  when  the  militia  were  embo- 
died two  years  ago  the  officers  who  applied 
for  instructions  to  the  x  Home  Secretary 
were  referred  by  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  Horse  Guards  ;  they  were  sent 
by  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  the  War  De- 
partment, and  months  passed  before  they 
were  able  to  obtain  any  instructions.  At 
length  a  most  able  officer.  Colonel  Pierre- 
point,  was  appointed  assistant  adjutant 
general  of  the  militia  force.  That  officer 
had  given  universal  satisfaction,  but  now, 
having  filled  the  position  for  two  years, 
and  having  become  fully  conversant  with 
all  the  details  of  the  office,  he  had  received 
notice  that  the  appointment  was  to  be  dis- 
continued. In  the  case  of  the  permanent 
staff  of  the  militia  no  one  but  the  full 
colonel  could  interfere  with  the  adjutant ; 
and  the  lieutenant  colonel  who  had  com- 
manded a  regiment  for  five  years  might, 
the  day  after  it  was  disembodied,  be  re- 
fused admission  to  the  barracks  by  the  ad- 
jutant. He  would  ask  hon.  Members  whe- 
ther that  was  a  state  of  things  which 
should  be  longer  allowed  to  exist?  The 
next  point  to  which  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  was  the  posi- 
tion of  the  quartermasters.  In  some  regi- 
ments quartermasters  had  been  appointed, 
but  in  others  the  duty  had  been  done  by 
subalterns,  who  received  an  extra  allow- 
ance, and  only  thoso  men  who  had  been 
commissioned  as  quartermasters  were  now 
to  be  placed  on  the  permanent  staff.  There 
were  some  cases  in  which  quartermasters 
had  resigned  and  done  the  duty  as  subal- 
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terns,  in  order  to  receive  double  pay,  and 
those  men  most  of  course  be  satisfied  with 
the  arrangement ;  but  surely  men  who  had 
refused  the  appointment  of  quartermaster 
because  their  commanding  officers  wished 
to  have  the  benefit  of  their  services  as 
subalterns  ought  to  be  placed  on  the  per- 
manent staff.   He  understood  that  in  future 
there  were  to  be  two  sergeants  to  a  com- 
pany, but  he  would  suggest  that  the  num- 
ber should  be  increased  to  three,  or  that 
there  should  be  ooe  sergeant  and  two  cor- 
porals.  If  that  extension  of  the  permanent 
staff  was  not  approved  of  there  ought  at  all 
events  to  be  an  orderly  clerk,  an  armourer, 
a  sergeant-major,    and  a  drum  or  bugle 
major  to  every  regiment.     The  counties  at 
present  were  obliged  to  find  quarters  for 
half  the  staff,  and  he  wanted  to  know  what 
was  to  become  of  the  other  half  if  they 
were  to  be  allowed  no  billet-money.     The 
militia  ought  to  have  the  same  advantages 
with  regard  to  the  price  of  rations  as  the 
line.     He  would  next  call  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  some  of  the  regulations 
respecting  non-commissioned  officers  in  the 
army.    A  corporal  who  had  obtained  three 
or  four  good  service  badges  lost  his  Id.  a 
day  for  each  of  those  badges  directly  he 
became  a  sergeant.     In  consequence  of 
that  rule,  a  corporal  had  refused  his  offer 
to  be  appointed    sergeant,    because    his 
responsibility  would  be  increased  and  his 
remuneration   diminbhed.      A  sergeant*s 
pay  in  the  infantry  was  £2  17«.  6d.  a 
month,  a  corporal's  £2  2s.  6d.    The  de- 
ductions from  the  corporal's  pay  were  £1, 
leaving  him  £1  2«.  6d. ;  and  the  deduc- 
tions from  the  sergeants  were  £1  7s,  9<2., 
leaving  him  £1  9s.  9d,    But  if  the  cor- 
poral had  four  good-conduct  badges,  he  re- 
ceived, in  addition  to  his  pay,  lOs,,  in  all 
£1  I2s,  6d.,  while  the  sergeant  only  re- 
cei?ed  £1  9s,  9d,     In  the  case  of  a  ser- 
geant in  the  cavalry  the  injustice  was  still 
greater,  for,  while  a  corporal  with  four 
badges  received  £1  ISs.  9d,  per  month,  a 
sergeant  received  only  £1  3s.  3d.     There 
was  not  a  more  worthy  class  of  men  in 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  than  the  non- 
commissioned officers  of  the   army,  and 
they  ought  not  to.  be  treated  in  that  man- 
ner.  He  therefore  hoped  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  War  would  be  able  to  give  some 
satisfactory  explanation   with   respect   to 
this  gross  injustice. 

Mb.  FELL  ATT  said,  he  was  glad  the 

subject  had  been  fairly  brought  before  the 

Committee  for  the  injustice  was  so  great 

as  to  call  for  immediate  redress.     No  class 

Colonel  Norik 


of  men  were  so  ill  paid  as  the  officers  that 
had  been  referred  to.  Out  of  their  small 
pay  the  sergeants  had  to  pay  5d.  a  day  for 
clothing,  against  2d,  a  day  paid  by  a  cor- 
poral. Some  of  the  latter,  in  consequence 
of  good-conduct  marks,  as  has  been  stated, 
get  more  daily  pay  than  sergeants. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  FEEL  said,  his  bon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  North)  seemed 
not  to  be  aware  that  the  rate  of  pay  of  the 
disembodied  militia  was  different  from  that 
of  the  embodied  militia.  When  embo- 
died, all  ranks  received  the  same  rate 
of  pay  as  the  army ;  but  when  disembo- 
died, the  pay  of  the  various  ranks  was 
not  the  same,  and  if  we  were  to  pay  the 
staff  of  the  disembodied  ^militia  the  same 
as  the  embodied,  it  would  follow  as  a  ne- 
cessary consequence  that  all  ranks  of  the 
militia  would  claim  to  be  paid  the  same. 
[Colonel  North:  So  they  are.]  No,  that 
was  a  mistake.  If  it  were  so,  the  disem- 
bodied militia  would  cost  a  much  greater 
sum  than  they  now  did.  They  had  other 
sources  of  income  besides  their  disembodied 

f>ay.  Most  of  them  received  pay  in  the 
ine,  or  pensions  for  their  services  in  the 
line ;  and  he  saw  no  objection  to  a  non- 
commissioned officer  pursuing  a  trade  in 
those  intervals  of  time  which  were  not 
required  for  military  duty.  An  objection 
had  been  made  as  to  the  department  by 
whom  authority  should  be  exercised  over 
the  militia  when  disembodied.  When  era- 
bodied  it  was  under  the  authority  of  the 
Horse  Guards;  but  when  disembodied  it 
was  considered  to  be  a  sort  of  Farliamentary 
or  constitutional  force,  and  not  a  portion 
of  the  army.  He  did  not  see  what  advan- 
tage would  arise  from  transferring  it  to 
the  authority  of  the  Horse  Guards.  The 
advantage  of  inspection  had  been  referred 
to ;  but  if  the  colonel  of  a  militia  regiment 
thought  it  necessary  he  could  apply  to  the 
Horse  Guards  for  an  officer  to  make  a 
periodical  inspection ;  and  he  (Mr.  Peel) 
should  be  very  glad  if,  by  that  or  any  other 
means,  the  military  spirit  of  the  country 
could  be  kept  alive.  He  had  already  stated 
the  course  which  the  Government  intended 
to  take  as  to  quartermasters.  Where  they 
found  a  commissioned  officer  in  the  actual 
performance  of  duties,  he  would  be  placed 
upon  the  permanent  staff.  Had  not  that 
been  done,  those  officers  would  have  been 
left  without  any  provision  at  all.  It  waa 
very  easy  to  say  that  they  ought  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  the  permanent  staff 
of  the  militia ;  but  unless  very  cogent  rea- 
sons were  assigned  for  that  recommenda* 
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ttoB  it  wodd  he  impossible  for  the  Govorn- 
ment  to  agree  to  it.  He  did  not  believe 
that,  under  the  present  system,  the  duties 
to  be  performed  by  the  permanent  staff  were 
more  than  would  occupy  the  time  of  those 
already  on  the  staff.  Complaint  was  made 
bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Colonel 
North)  that,  under  the  present  law,  counties 
were  compelled  to  provide  quarters  for  half 
the  permanent  staff;  but  that  was  perfectly 
optional  with  the  magistrates,  for  they 
might  decline  to  provide  anything  beyond 
a  secure  store-house.  But  the  permanent 
staff  were,  however,  entitled  to  be  billeted 
just  the  same  as  if  the  regiment  were  in 
ao  embodied  state.  He  should  be  glad  if 
the  billet-money  could  be  collected  and  ap- 
plied to  the  supply  of  permanent  quarters. 
It  was  said  that  there  ought  to  be  a  drum 
or  bugle-major  on  the  permanent  staff. 
He  did  not  know  exactly  what  would  be 
the  duties  of  drum-major  in  a  disembodied 
regiment ;  but  if  it  were  merely  to  instruct 
the  drummers,  they  might  take  the  most 
expert  of  those  and  let  him  instruct  the 
others,  and  with  respect  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  sergeant-armourer  there  was  at 
present  a  weekly  sum  allowed  for  the  re- 
pair of  arms.  As  to  the  subject  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Pelliatt),  he  thought  it  quite  impossible 
that  a  corporal  should  receive  more  than  a 
sergeant.  The  pay  of  the  one  was  Is,  lOd,, 
of  the  other  Is.  4a.  a  day ;  and  if  a  private 
served  for  thirty  years,  he  would  only  then 
get  on  a  level  in  pay  with  the  sergeant. 
The  regulation  as  to  clothing  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question.  A  ser- 
geant was  allowed,  on  retiring  from  the 
army,  to  add  to  his  pension  any  additional 
pay  which  he  might  have  earned  as  a  pri- 
vate or  corporal  for  good  conduct,  and  in 
addition,  to  count  his  sergeant's  services 
for  extra  pay.  Supposing  that  a  sergeant 
had  served  ten  years  as  a  private  or  a  cor- 
poral, and  received  2d.  a  day  additional, 
and  that  bo  had  served  ten  years  as  a 
sergeant,  when  he  retired  he  would  be 
entitled  to  add  more  pence  to  his  pen- 
sion on  t£at  account.  It  did  seem  a  hard- 
ship to  mulct  the  man  in  respect  to  his 
^thing ;  and  he  would  certainly  take  that 
subject  into  consideration. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  those  members  of  the  militia 
staff,  to  whom  it  seemed  it  would  be  open 
to  sell  and  huckster,  would  be  allowed  to 
do  so  in  uniform  or  not  ? 

Ms.  FEEDERICK  PEEL  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  in  accordance  with  the 


regulations  which  had  hitherto  existed* 
those  soldiers  to  whom  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  referred  were  required  to  appear 
in  uniform  only  upon  certain  days. 

Loan  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
considered  that  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
to  maintain  a  body  of  men  in  a  state  of 
military  efficiency  upon  an  amount  of  pay 
which  was  less  than  that  which  the  hum- 
blest labourers  received.  Many  of  those 
men  who  were  to  be  retained  upon  the 
militia  staff  had,  owing  to  their  good  con- 
duct, risen  from  the  rank  of  privates  ;  and 
it  was  certainly  no  adequate  return  for 
that  good  conduct  to  place  them  upon  a 
footing  which  would  preclude  them  from 
being  able  to  keep  up  even  a  military 
appearance.  It  was,  however,  said  that 
those  men  might  add  to  their  resources 
by  pursuing  some  trade;  but  he  for  one 
thought  it  a  matter  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, whether  in  acting  upon  that 
principle  they  would  be  taking  the  best 
course  to  secure  the  services  of  an  efficient 
body  of  soldiers,  and  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  rather  to  diminish  the  number 
of  the  militia  staff,  and  maintain  their 
military  appearance  and  discipline,  than  to 
keep  up  a  larger  number  and  lose  sight  in 
a  great  degree  of  considerations  so  im- 
portant. There  was  another  matter  which 
he  thought  was  well  deserving  of  the 
attention  of  the  Committee,  it  was,  whether 
it  was  not  desirable  to  place  upon  an 
equality,  upon  the  score  of  pay,  the  ser- 
geant who  happened  to  have  -entered  the 
militia  as  a  private,  and  who,  by  his  good 
conduct,  had  gained  for  himself  his  present 
position,  and  the  man  who  happened,  in 
consequence  of  his  having  been  in  the 
army  before,  to  have  entered  as  a  sergeant, 
and  who  was  entitled  to  a  pension  for  his 
former  services  ?  He  did  not  wish  for  a 
moment  that  the  latter  should  be  deprived 
of  one  penny  of  that  pension.  All  he 
desired  was,  that  the  inequality  which 
must  necessarily  now  exist  between  the 
two  classes  of  men  with  respect  to  pay 
should  be  removed,  and  that  the  merit  of 
the  former  in  rising  bj  their  good  conduct 
to  the  same  rank  as  their  fellow  sergeants 
should  be  duly  recognised.  He  also  was 
of  opinion  that  the  Government  ought  to 
supply  provisions  to  the  soldiers  of  the 
militia  staff  at  contract  price. 

Colonel  BUCK  said,  he  was  extremely 
gratified  to  find  that  the  services  of  the 
militia  had  met  with  the  warm  approbation 
both  of  that  House  and  of  the  country. 
They  were,  he  thought,  deserving  of  that 
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approbation ;  and  not  the  less  so  because 
while  during  the  last  war  the  men  had 
been  balloted  for,  the  present  militia  force 
had  been  composed  entirely  of  volunteers. 
That  circumstance  had  entailed  upon  the 
oflScers  a  much  greater  amount  of  anxiety 
and  of  labour  than  they  had  under  the  old 
system  been  subjected  to ;  but  notwith- 
standing all  the  difficulties  with  which 
they  had  had  to  contend,  the  militia  re- 
giments had  not  only  been  filled,  but  in 
many  cases— *  and  in  that  of  his  own  re- 
giment among  the  number — the  comple- 
ment of  men  had  been  doubled,  the  places 
of  those  who  had  volunteered  into  the  line 
having  been  filled  up  as  soon  as  they  had 
been  vacated.  Having  said  thus  much  of 
the  readiness  with  which  volunteers  had 
come  forward,  he  would  now  beg  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  dis- 
advantages of  making  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  the  county  colonel  of  a  regiment  in  the 
case  in  which  there  happened  to  be  two  or 
three  regiments  of  militia  as  in  his  (Colonel 
Buck's)  own  county.  The  interests  of 
the  regiment  of  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  colonel  might  be  distinct  from  those 
of  another  regiment  belonging  to  the  same 
county,  and  the  consequence  would  be 
that  the  interests  of  the  one  might  in  some 
instances  be  postponed  to  those  of  the 
other.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  should  not, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  be  placed  in  a 
position  in  which  favour  or  bias  should  be 
supposed  to  actuate  his  decisions  with 
respect  to  that  arm  of  the  service  over 
which,  when  in  a  disembodied  state,  he 
exercised  so  extensive  a  control.  In  illus- 
tration of  the  disadvantages  of  that  policy 
he  might  observe,  that  while  the  South 
Devon  militia  was  No.  25  on  the  list  of 
militia  regiments,  the  East  Devon  being 
No.  41,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county 
having  been  colonel  of  the  latter  regiment, 
had  authority  conferred  upon  him  to  give 
to  it  that  precedence  to  which,  in  accord- 
ance with  military  regulations,  the  former 
was  entitled.  By  some  jugglery  the  latter 
regiment  was  now  called  the  1st  Devon, 
and  the  former,  which  by  age  and  position 
on  the  list  had  the  precedence,  the  2nd 
Devon.  Now  that,  he  must  contend,  was 
a  system  of  jobbing  which  must  operate 
very  injuriously  upon  the  efficiency  of  the 
service,  and  which  should  not  be  resorted 
to  out  of  considerations  of  deference  to 
any  individual,  however  high  might  be  his 
position.  Such  considerations,  however, 
were  but  too  frequently  found  to  prevail, 
and  that  such  was  the  case  had  upon  more 
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than  one  occasion  come  within  the  scope 
of  his  own  experience.  Lord  Monnt  Edg- 
curobe,  for  instance,  had  been  permitted 
to  interfere  very  materially  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  militia  artillery  practice 
at  Devonport  —  a  subject  in  connection 
with  which  he  (Colonel  Buck)  had  moved 
for  certain  Returns,  which  had  formed  the 
topic  of  a  conversation  at  an  interview 
which  he  had  had  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Clerk  of  the  Ordnance. 
One  of  the  papers  in  question  was  a  letter 
which  had  been  written  by  Lord  Mount 
Edgcumbe,  complaining  of  the  artillery 
practice  which  had  been  carried  on  within 
two  miles  of  his  house,  greatly  to  his 
annoyance,  and  at  a  spot  adjacent  to  some 
property  upon  which  it  was  his  intention 
to  build.  Such  was  the  usual  mode  in 
which  a  contemplated  job  was  introduced 
to  the  notice  of  the  Government.  In  the 
instance  to  which  he  referred  it  had  ema- 
nated from  a  great  man — Lord  Mount 
Edgcumbe,  and  had  been  backed  by  the 
influence  of  a  still  greater  man — Lord  Lana- 
downe.  While  calling  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  that  circumstance  he  might 
be  permitted  to  congratulate  those  with 
whom  he  had  the  honour  to  act,  that  it  was 
not  a  nobleman  of  the  Tory  party  whose 
assistance  had  either  been  solicited  or 
obtained  in  the  matter,  but  an  experienced 
Whig  nobleman  whom  the  Tory  noble- 
man selected  to  assist  him.  But  to  pro- 
ceed, the  letter  of  Lord  Monnt  Edgcnmbe 
had  been  submitted  to  Lord  Panmure  and 
to  the  colonel  of  the  Royal  Artillery  at 
Devonport,  and  the  result  had  been  that 
the  acquiescence  of  both  those  distin- 
guished individuals  having  been  obtained, 
the  artillery  practice,  at  the  spot  at  which 
Lord  Mount  Edgcumbe  had  objected  to 
its  being  held,  had  been  put  an  end  to. 
He  (Colonel  Buck)  having  complained  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Ordnance  of  the  injarj 
which  had  thus  been  done  to  the  public 
service,  had  had  his  objections  to  it  laid,  in 
the  first  place,  before  the  colonel  of  Ar- 
tillery at  Devonport,  and,  in  the  next  place, 
before  Lord  Panmure,  both  of  whom  had 
previously  acquiesced  in  the  representa- 
tions of  Lord  Mount  Edgcumbe,  and  the 
consequence  had  been,  as  might  very 
naturally  have  been  anticipated,  that  they 
had  adhered  to  their  original  views  in  the 
matter.  Indeed,  he  hardly  knew  of  an 
instance  in  which  objections  such  as  he 
had  advanced  had  been  so  dealt  with  be- 
fore, except,  perhaps,  in  the  case  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
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ment,  in  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  at 
present  sitting  to  try  an  appeal  from  his 
own  decisioD.  The  result  of  that  success 
of  Lord  Mount  Edgcumbe's  representations 
had  been,  that  the  militia  artillery  had 
been  driven  to  practice  at  Drake's  Island, 
which  was  three-quarters  of  a  mile  from 
the  shore ;  and  from  that  island  had  been 
obliged  to  go  to  the  citadel,  which  was  at 
a  still  more  considerable  distance.  Now, 
there  were  many  objections  to  prosecuting 
artillery  practice  at  the  citadel,  one  of  the 
most  important  being  that  the  range  for 
firing  was  across  the  harbour  of  Devon- 
port,  thus  causing  the  practice  to  be  at- 
tended with  considerable  danger  and  delay, 
owing  to  the  constant  sailing  of  vessels 
into  and  out  of  that  harbour.  That  view 
of  the  case  was  fully  borne  out  by  the 
major  of  the  regiment  to  which  he  had  the 
boooor  to  belong — a  man  who  bad  served 
nnder  the  Dnke  of  Wellington,  and  whose 
testimony  was  entitled  to  the  utmost  con- 
aideration;  and  the  consequence  of  the 
whole  transaction  had  been  that  much 
valuable  time  for  practice  was  lost  to  the 
militia  artillery,  and  of  course  the  efficiency 
of  the  service  so  far  impaired.  Another 
subject  which  he  deemed  to  be  well  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  the  Committee  was 
the  state  of  our  fortifications,  which  at 
Bevonport,  as  well  as  elsewhere,  he  be- 
lieved to  be  in  a  very  imperfect  condition. 
The  Government  authorities  were  at  pre- 
sent engaged  in  completing,  at  an  enor- 
mous cost,  what  were  called  the  lines  at 
Perooport.  Now,  it  appeared  that  the 
late  Duke  of  Wellington  had  given  it  as 
bis  opinion  that  those  lines  would  be 
wholly  useless,  and  the  works  had  in  con- 
sequence been  discontinued  until  within 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  when  they 
had  been  resumed.  But  a  general  im- 
pression still  prevailed  that  they  could 
be  of  no  use  to  keep  any  people  out  of 
Devonport  except  the  inhabitants  of  Ply- 
mouth. He  hoped  that  a  Committee 
would  as  soon  as  possible  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  the  defences  of 
tliis  country,  and  that  the  commission 
would  not  consist  exclusively  of  engineers, 
but  would  also  embrace  officers  in  the 
marine  artillery,  captains  in  the  navy,  and 
beatific  men,  such  as  Mr.  Fergusson. 
Before  resuming  his  seat  he  should  allude 
to  the  condition  of  Fort  Biddlecombe.  He 
had  every  reason  to  believe  that  that  fort 
would  be  naeless  for  defensive  purposes. 
It  was  exactly  snch  a  work  as  one  might 
expect  to  see  on  the  stage  of  a  theatre,. 


and  it  was  said  that  the  reason  why  it  had 
been  so  constructed  was  that  Lord  Mount 
Edgcumbe,  on  whose  property  it  was 
built,  required  that  it  should  be  of  an 
ornamental  character.  He  would  not 
trespass  any  further  on  the  time  of  the 
Committee,  but  he  would  Tcnture  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  would  give  the 
best  consideration  in  his  power  to  the 
observations  he  (Colonel  fiuck)  had  felt  it 
his  duty  to  make  upon  that  occasion. 

Mr.  M  on  SELL  said,  it  was  the  opinion 
of  Sir  John  Burgoyne  that  the  fort  at 
Biddlecombe,  which  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  so  severely  criticised, 
was  one  very  admirably  adapted  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  had  been  constructed ; 
and  it  was  impossible  for  the  agents  of  the 
Government  not  to  act  upon  the  opinion  of 
Sir  John  Burgoyne  in  preference  to  that 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  in  such 
a  matter.  It  was  true  that  there  was 
some  ornamental  work  on  it,  in  conse- 
quence of  Lord  Mount  Edgcumbe,  who 
bad  given  permission  to  have  it  built  in  his 
park,  having  requured  that  it  should  wear 
a  more  or  less  ornamental  aspect ;  but  it 
was  by  no  means  unreasonable  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  insisted  on  such  a 
condition.  With  regard  to  the  lines  at 
Devonport,  he  had  to  observe  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  in  that  case 
also  directly  at  variance  with  the  high  au- 
thority of  Sir  John  Burgoyne,  who  had 
decidedly  recommended  that  the  works 
should  be  proceeded  with.  In  reference 
to  the  removal  of  the  artillery  practice 
from  one  point  to  another,  he  readily  ad- 
mitted that  in  such  a  case  the  convenience 
of  a  Peer  ought  no  more  to  be  consulted 
than  that  of  anybody  else,  and  that  no 
distinction  ought  to  be  made  between  one 
class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  and  an- 
other. When  a  complaint  had  been  made 
by  Lord  Mount  Edgcumbe  of  the  incon- 
venience which  he  and  his  family  suffered 
from  the  practice  of  firing  at  a  particular 
spot,  that  complaint  had  been  referred  to 
the  Director  General  of  Artillery,  who, 
in  his  turn,  had  referred  it  to  the  consi- 
deration of  the  commanding  officer  of  artil- 
lery at  Devonport ;  and  the  latter  officer, 
after  having  carefully  inquired  into  the 
matter,  had  given  it  as  his  opinion  that 
no  injury  would  arise  to  the  public  service 
from  the  removal  of  the  practice  to  an- 
other spot.  Of  course,  the  commanding 
officer  of  artillery  was  not  infallible  any 
more  than  any  one  else.    The  views  of  the 
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hon.  and  gallant  Member  on  this  subject 
certainly  had  not  been  adopted ;  but  that 
circumBtance  ga?e  him  no  right  to  talk  as 
he  had  done  of  gross  jobs,  or  to  make  the 
most  unfounded  charges  against  a  depart- 
ment which,  in  this  instance,  had  only  fol- 
lowed its  usual  course  of  seeking  the  best 
advice,  and  then  acting  upon  it.  If  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  could  suggest  a 
better  plan  than  the  one  that  had  been 
pursued,  the  department  would  feel  ex- 
tremely obliged  to  him ;  but  he  ought  to 
remember  that  a  bad  case  could  never  be 
mended  by  the  flinging  about  of  random 
and  unjust  imputations. 

CoLOKEL  GILPIN  said,  he  had  to  com- 
plain that  the  paymasters  were  about  to 
be  treated  in  what  he  considered  a  very 
unfair  manner  on  the  occasion  of  the  dis- 
embodiment of  the  militia.  The  subalterns, 
generally,  were  to  be  dismissed  with  a 
gratuity  of  six  months'  pay ;  but  the  pay- 
masters, who  had  imposed  upon  them  pe- 
culiar responsibilities,  and  who  had  to  incur 
a  pecular  expenditure,  would  be  employ- 
ed three  months  longer  than  other  offi- 
cers, and  would  then  be  dismissed  with  a 
gratuity  of  only  three  months*  pay.  It 
seemed  to  him  to  be  manifest  that  the  fact 
that  they  had  extra  duty  to  discharge, 
with  the  usual  pay  during  the  period  they 
were  fulfilling  that  duty,  ought  not  to  dis- 
qualify them  from  receiving  the  six  months' 
gratuity  on  the  occasion  of  the  cessation 
of  their  labours. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  that 
the  treatment  of  the  paymasters  and  of 
the  subalterns  was  only  different  in  terms. 
The  paymasters,  from  the  special  nature 
of  their  engagements,  would  be  employed 
three  months  after  the  disembodiment  of 
the  militia,  for  the  adjustment  of  th^ir  ac- 
counts, and  would  then  receive  a  gratuity 
of  three  months'  pay.  They  would  thus 
receive  as  large  an  amount  as  the  subal- 
tern from  the  moment  the  disembodiment 
took  place. 

Colonel  GILPIN  said,  it  was  not  the 
less  true  that  the  paymasters  would  re- 
ceive only  a  gratuity  of  three  months'  pay 
from  the  period  at  which  their  work  was  to 
cease. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  thought  the 
position  of  captains  of  militia  was  one  of 
peculiar  hardship.  [A  laugh.]  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen might  laugh,  but  it  was  no  laugh- 
ing matter  for  the  officers  themselves.  The 
regulation  respecting  the  property  quali- 
fication of  militia  officers  had  been  relax- 
ed, and  the  Government  had  availed  them-< 
Mr.  Monsell 


selves  in  that  force  of  the  experience  of  offi- 
cers who  had  been  for  five  years  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's service.  Those  officers  had  toiled 
incessantly  for  the  last  two  years  to  bring 
the  militia  into  an  efficient  state,  and,  be 
believed,  in  consequence  of  the  expenses 
they  had  incurred  from  the  injury  done  to 
arms  by  recruits,  and  from  other  circam- 
stances,  there  was  hardly  a  captain  of 
militia  who  would  not  retire  from  the 
service  with  a  pecuniary  loss  of  at  least 
£50. 

Mr.  cowan  said,  he  thought  the  ad- 
jutants in  the  militia  had  special  griev- 
ances to  complain  of.  They  were  the  only 
officers  whose  families  were  entitled  to  no 
pensions,  and  they  had  no  allowance  made 
to  them  for  their  outfits.  But  he  had 
risen  principally  for  the  purpose  of  refer- 
ring to  anotner  topic.  Some  three  months 
ago  he  had  brought  forward  a  Motion 
against  the  system  of  billeting  in  Scotland, 
on  which  the  Government  had  been  de- 
feated. He  hoped  they  would  immediately 
proceed  to  adopt  measures  for  carrjtng 
out  the  Resolution  of  the  House  upon  that 
subject,  and  that  they  would  relieve  the 
people  of  Scotland  from  what  was  felt  to 
be  a  very  great  grievance. 

Sir  WILLIAM   JOLLIFFB  said,  he 
believed  it  was  generally  admitted  that  the 
militia  had  during  the  last  eighteen  months 
rendered   very  important  service  to    the 
country,  and  he  thought  that  the  present 
time  was  a  very  favourable  one  for  making 
a  liberal  recognition  of  their  merits.     He 
regretted  to  hear  it  stated  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  that  the  members  of  the 
militia  staff,  which  was  still  to  be  main- 
tained, should  depend  mainly  for  their  sub- 
sistence on  what  they  could  earn  in  addi- 
tion to  their  pay.     It  appeared  to  him  that 
it  would  be  both  wise  and  becoming  on  the 
part  of  the  State  to  place  them  in  a  more 
independent  position.     There  was  another 
point  to  which  he  also  wished  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Committee.     It  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman   the  Under 
Secretary  for  War  that  it  was   the  duty 
of  the  Lords   Lieutenant  of   counties  to 
order  the  training  of  the  militia.      But  the 
Act  required,  as  he  understood  it,  that  the 
training  of  the  militia  should   he   under- 
taken under  an  Order  in  Council ,  and  that 
the   Lords  Lieutenant  should    merely  de- 
termine what  were  to  be  the  precise  time 
and  district  at  which  it  was  to  take  place. 
No  Order  in  Council  had  been  issued  upon 
the  subject  last  year,  and  he  found  that 
only  thirteen  regiments  had  heen   trained 
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m  the  eourae  of  that  year,  and  that  at  an 
expeiue  of  jS  10,379,  which  was  about 
£A,  8f.  per  man. 

Mr.  FRBDERICK  PEEL  Baid,  the 
Act  required  that  the  Lords  Lieutenant 
sboold  appoint,  with  the  approbation  of 
the  Crown,  the  time  and  place  at  which 
the  exercise  of  the  militia  should  take 
place. 

Sm  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  that 
the  Lords  Lieutenant  had  the  power  of 
fixing  the  time  and  place  at  which  the 
treroittg  was  to  be  undertaken,  but  the 
order  for  the  training  ought  to  issue  from 
the  Queen  in  Council. 

Mb.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  he 
was  aware  of  that.  Each  regiment  should 
be  trained  once  a  year,  and  he  imagined 
that  the  object  of  the  Act  was  to  leave  it  to 
the  Lords  Lieutenant  to  decide  what  were 
to  be  the  time  and  the  locality  at  which  the 
tramings  were  to  take  place,  because  they 
were  naturally  the  best  judges  of  what 
would  suit  the  conyenience  of  the  men  in 
reference  to  those  points.  Of  course,  if 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  did  not  order  any 
truning  within  the  year,  it  would  be  the 
doty  of  the  Government  to  see  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  were  enforced. 

Sir  JOHN  BULLER  said,  the  dis- 
cussion  on  the  present  Vote  had  been  of  a 
very  diversified  character,  and  on  some  of 
the  points  alluded  to  he  had  a  remark  or 
two  to  offer.  In  the  first  place,  -he  felt 
bound  to  express  his  opinion  that  the  works 
on  the  bnea  atDevonport  touched  on  by  his 
boo.  aod  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Barnstaple  (Colonel  Buck),  notwithstand- 
ing the  authority  of  the  name  of  Sir  John 
Boigoyne,  were  the  greatest  absurdity 
«ver  witnessed.  There  was  a  story  at 
PlynoQth  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
nv  the  lines  in  operation,  that  he  spoke 
fo  the  people  employed  there  on  the  sub- 
j^f  that  he  then  went  to  luncheon,  that 
tbe  people  went  to  their  diouers,  and  that 
tbey  never  returned,  and  the  work  was 
sever  reaomed.  To  re-open  them,  there- 
fore, would  be  to  throw  away  money. 
Tbeo,  of  all  the  miserable  arrangements 
^«r  heard  of,  those  at  Fort  Biddlecombe, 
fiv  the  supply  of  water,  were  the  most 
B9iiersble.  There  was  a  small  tank  to 
t^h  the  rain  water,  but  it  would  not 
ttidi  enough  for  200  men,  and  when  the 
pomp  was  need,  the  liquid  came  up  unfit 
for  Qse.  Besides  which,  he  understood  that 
the  guns  could  not  be  sufficiently  depross- 
^  to  be  serrieeable.  He  wished,  before 
^cnming  his  seat*  to  call  the  attention  of 
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the  Government  to  the  system  of  billeting. 
He  did  not  see  how  to  get  rid  of  it  on  the 
march ;  but  unquestionably,  where  possi- 
ble, the  syBtem  should  be  dispensed  with, 
and  the  men  relieved  from  the  disagreeable 
position  in  which  they  were  now  placed. 
Nothing  could  be  worse  than  placing  very 
young  men— drummers,  for  instance,  and 
very  young  sergeants — in  common  public- 
houses  when  up  for  their  twenty-eight  days' 
training,  or  when  called  out  for  service ; 
and  if  the  Government  could  allow  the 
young  men  to  have  lodgings,  or  to  provide 
for  themselves,  instead  of  being  placed  in 
the  public-houses,  they  would  do  that  for 
which  the  men  and  boys  would  be  thank- 
ful. In  their  disembodied  state  there  were 
no  officers  to  look  after  them  except  the 
adjutant,  who,  at  the  utmost,  could  muster 
them  only  once  or  twice  a  day ;  and  the  rest 
of  the  time  they  were  under  no  restraint. 
He  would  not  venture  to  describe  the  state 
of  things  to  which  he  himself  had  been  an 
eye-witness  at  Plymouth.  He  quite  con* 
curred  in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  who 
had  preceded  him,  that  the  paymasters 
would  be  treated  unfairly  if  they  were  to  re- 
ceive a  gratuity  of  only  three  months'  pay 
after  the  termination  of  their  labours.  The 
adjutant  was  a  permanent  officer  of  the 
stafP,  always  with  his  regiment,  and  if  he 
were  active  and  looked  after  the  interests 
of  the  militia  and  recruiting,  he  would 
have  quite  enough  to  occupy  his  time.  He 
(Sir  J.  BuUer)  therefore  thought  that  his 
claim  for  an  additional  rate  of  pay  was 
worthy  of  being  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  Government.  He  had  no  doubt  the 
subject^  would  be  well  considered  by  the 
Secretary  for  War,  but  inasmuch  as  the 
office  of  adjutant  was  permanent,  his  claims 
might  be  brought  under  notice  on  a  future 
occasion.  Attention  had  been  called  to 
the  captains  of  the  militia.  As  that  force 
was  constituted,  generally  the  captains 
were  gentlemen  of  landed  property,  pos- 
sessing ample  qualification,  and  who  did 
not,  therefore,  he  thought,  have  a  very 
powerful  claim  for  additional  remuneration 
on  the  Government.  There  was  a  con- 
tingent fund,  and  if  they  did  their  doty 
there  was  hardly  any  case  in  which  that 
fund  was  not  able  to  cover  the  demand. 
But  there  was  another  class  of  militia  cap- 
tains, young  men  holding  commissions  in 
the  line  who  had  come  forward  to  assist  in 
training  the  militia,  in  the  hope  that  by 
doing  that  essential  service  to  the  country 
they  might  push  their  own  fortunes.  That 
class,  he  thought,  had  a  claim  upon  the 
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Government,  because,  on  many  occasions, 
they  were  forced  into  an  expenditure  be- 
yond their  means ;  and  having  come  at  the 
request,  at  least,  of  the  Government  to 
help  in  drilling  the  militia,  they  were  cer- 
tainly entitled  to  some  consideration  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  which  he 
hoped  would  be  shown  to  them. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
liord  at  the  head  of  the  Go?emment  to  the 
fatft;.  that  in  consequence  of  the  accounts 
having  to  pass  the  War  Office  it  was  not 
always  possible  for  the  paymaater  to  settle 
the  matter  within  three  months,  and  it 
would  be  very  hard  that  they  should  be 
deprived  of  ^e  month's  bonus,  because  it 
might  very  well  happen  that  they  would 
have  to  work  very  hard  after  they  had  sent 
in  all  their  accounts  in  checking  and  mak- 
ing the  disallowances  ordered.  They  had 
also  to  find  securities,  which  in  some  cases 
could  not  be  obtained  without  money,  so 
that,  in  addition  to  the  loss  of  their  pay, 
they  would  lose  the  interest  of  the  money 
expended  by  them. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
could  assure  the  Committee  that  the  Go- 
yemment  were  fully  sensible  of  the  great 
public  utility  and  value  of  the  militia,  and 
were  most  desirous  that  the  militia  should 
be  kept  in  such  a  condition  as  to  fully  meet 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  established. 
Any  fair  liberality  to  the  officers  on  bemg 
disembodied  would  be  entirely  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wishes  of  the  Government. 
With  regard  to  the  paymasters,  if  their 
accounts  were  properly  kept,  the  duty  of 
settling  those  accounts  would  not  be  a  very 
hard  one,  and  they  could  correspond  with 
the  War  Office,  as  well  from  one  place  as 
another,  so  that  they  could  select  their 
residence  where  they  pleased.  The  Go- 
vernment were  quite  sensible  of  the  great 
value  of  the  artillery  branch  of  the  militia. 
Indeed,  he  might  take  some  credit  to  him- 
self on  that  account,  because  as  it  was  his 
duty  as  Home  Secretary  to  arrange  the 
distribution  of  the  corps,  when  the  militia 
was  formed,  he,  for  the  first  time,  esta- 
blished a  large  number  of  artillery  regi- 
ments, amounting,  for  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  to,  he  believed,  between 
16,000  and  18,000  men.  No  doubt  they 
were  a  most  valuable  corps,  and,  having 
had  access  to  the  returns  of  practice,  he 
was  aware  that  the  regiment  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Barn- 
staple (Colonel  Buck)  had  shown  great 
efficiency  ;  indeed,  he  believed  no  part  of 
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the  regular  artillery  had  displayed  greater 
efficiency.     With  regard  to  the  forts  aud 
lines  at  Plymouth,  he  thought  gentlemen 
were  mistaken  in  the  opinion  they  enter- 
tained as  to  the  difficulty  of  completiog 
those  lines.     The   matter  had  received 
great  attention,  not  only  from  Sir  John 
Burgoyne,  but  from   Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  consultation   with  him,  and 
the  Government  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  whole  extent  of  those  defences 
should  be   completed,  and   that,  with  a 
view  to  defence  from  a  particular  quarter, 
they  would  form  a  very  valuable  addition. 
As  to  the  fort  to  the  seaward  of  Mount 
Edgcumbe,  Fort  Biddlecombe,  he  had  been 
within  it,  and  he  could  not  imagine  upon 
what  ground  it  could  be  pretended  that 
guns  could  not  be  fired  from  it.      The 
engineers  who  constructed  it,  so  far  from 
thinking  there  was  anything  to  prevent  it 
being   usefully  employed,    believed  that, 
from  the  manner  the  guns  were  placed 
near  the  line  of  water,  and  from  other  cir- 
cumstances, it  would  be  a  very  valuable 
addition  to  the  defenoes  which  commanded 
the  entrance  to  the  Sound  on  that  side  of 
the  Breakwater.     With  regard  to  billeting 
in  Scotland,  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edmburgh  (Mr.  Cowan),  he  wished 
to  state  that,  in  consquence  of  the  vote  of 
the  House,  the  Goverdment  contemplated 
introducing  a  provision  into   the    Mutiny 
Act  of  next  year,  placing  Scotland  on  the 
same  footing  as  England — namely,  that  it 
should  no  longer  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Government  to   billet  troops    on   private 
houses,  and  that  billeting  should  apply  to 
public-houses   only.      The    hon.    Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  Devonabire  (Sir  J. 
Buller)  wished   to   carry  that  exemption 
further.     He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet,  that,  consistently  with  a  doe  re- 
gard to  the  public  service,  it  was  impoasible 
altogether  to  exempt  public-honsea  from 
the  liability  to  receive  billets,  and  that  the 
military  service  of  the  country  cou\d  not 
be  carried  on  without  recourae  to  billets. 
But  it  was  unquestionably  true  that  it  was 
very  undesirable  to  billet  troopa,  and  more 
especially  militia  and  young  troops  in  pub- 
lic-houses if  it  could  be  avoided.    When  he 
was  at  the  Home  Office  he  received  great 
complaints  from    the   keepers  of   public- 
houses  in  one  part  of  Yorkshire  on  the 
conduct  of  the  militia  quartered  on  them. 
They  said  that  in  former  times  they  made 
a  very  good  profit  out  of  the  drinking  of 
militiamen,  but  that  the  present  militia- 
men were  so  very  sober  that  they  made 
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notbing  out  of  them,  and  were  losers  by 
tbe  sam  allowed  as  compensation  by  the 
Government.     That  showed,  however,  that 
the  conduct  of  the  militia  was  not  affected 
in  Torkshire  by  the  temptation  of  billets, 
as  seemed  to  be  the  case  in  Plymouth. 
The  Committee  would  see  that  there  were 
only  two  methods  of  providing  for  troops 
—either  in  barracks,  or  by  encampment. 
The  construction  of  barracks  he  considered 
to  be  a  most  important  object  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  House  of  Commons  ought 
to  be  directed,  and  the  assistance  of  Par- 
liament ought  to  be  afforded.     But»  at  the 
tame  time,  the  object  could  not  be  accom- 
plished without  a  very  large  expense,  when 
it  was  remembered  how  desirable  it  was  to 
raise  the  character  and  condition  of  the 
soldier  by   the  construction  of  barracks 
on  improved  principles,  which  would  give 
means  for  classification  and  healthful  exer- 
cise.   That  would  increase  the  expense  ; 
bat  he  could  assure  the  Committee  as  far 
as  the  means  of  putting  troops,  whether 
militia  or  regulars,  in  barracks  existed,  the 
Government  would    avail    themselves    of 
those  means,  because  it  was  desirable,  in 
tbe  first  place,  for  the  sake  of  the  disci- 
pline of  the  army,  and,  in  the  next,  for 
the  sake  of  relieving  innkeepers  from  the 
burden  of  which   they  complained.      He 
need  scarcely  say  that  the  various  sugges- 
tions which  had  been  thrown  out  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  would  receive  the 
attention  of   Her  Majesty's  Government. 
With  regard  to  the  permanent  staff  of  the 
milidBy  the  great  object  was  to  retain  that 
nnmher  of  non-commissioned  officers  which 
was  neceasary  to  take  charge  of  the  arms 
sad  clothing  during  the  period  the  regi- 
ments were  not  assembled  for  training,  and 
not  to  go  beyond  that,  because  whatever 
attention  was  paid  by  the  adjutant,  he  had 
noi  tbe  same  meana  of  keeping  a  small 
nnmher  of  sergeants  up  to  the  militaij 
point  which  existed  witn  regard  to  regi- 
ments embodied  or  assembled  for  training. 
It  wss  important  that  sergeants  should  not 
lose  their  efficiency,  and  it   appeared  to 
him  the  better  course  would  be  to  have  no 
larger  permanent  staff  than  was  absolutely 
neeesasry  ;   and  that,  when  the  militia  re- 
giments were  called  out  for  training,  they 
should  bsre    tbe  advantage  of   drill  ser- 
geants from  the  regiments  of  the  line,  who 
woald  bring  with  them  the  latest  improve- 
ments and  the  full  spirit  of  military  smart- 
aess,  and  if  at  any  future  time  it  should 
become  necessary  to  embody  the  militia, 
lergeanta  eouid   be   taken  by  promotion 


from  the  smartest  and  best  men  in  the 
line.  With  respect  to  armourer- sergeants 
he  was  inclined  to  believe  that  respectable 
gunmakers  could  be  found  to  keep  the 
arms  in  better  repair  than  any  armourer- 
sergeant.  The  Government  had,  he  con- 
ceived, shown  that  they  were  disposed  to 
treat  the  subject  with  as  much  liberality 
as  was  consistent  with  a  due  regard  to 
economy,  and  he  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Government  was  deeply 
sensible  of  the  great  value  of  the  services 
of  the  militia,  and  of  the  devotion  to  the 
public  interests  displayed  by  its  officers  in 
sacrificing  convenience  and  comfort  for  ser- 
vice at  home  and  abroad  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  training,  it  was  true  that  it  rested  with 
the  Lords  Lieutenant  to  ^x  the  time  and 
place  of  assembly,  but  undoubtedly  it  was 
for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  intimate  to 
the  Lords  Lieutenant  that  their  particular 
regiments  were  to  be  called  out  for  train- 
ing during  a  certain  period.  Last  year, 
however,  the  greater  part  of  the  militia 
was  embodied,  and  it  was  quite  possible 
that  with  respect  to  some  of  those  regi- 
ments that  were  not  embodied  there  might 
have  been  doubts  between  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  the  public  department  as  to  the 
period  for  calling  them  out,  and  that  somo 
of  the  regiments  might  have  been  over- 
looked. 

Sia  JOHN  BULLER  said  that,  with 
regard  to  paymasters,  they  were  required 
to  send  in  their  accounts  signed  by  the 
commanding  officer  and  the  adjutant,  and 
accompanied  by  a  declaration  before  a  ma- 
gistrate that  they  had  been  examined  in 
thepresence  of  all  three  parties. 

VISCOUNT  PALMERSTON  said,  the 
paymaster  was  to  send  in  his  accounts  as 
soon  as  possible  after  they  were  made  up, 
and  the  only  duty  remaining  after  that  was 
corresponding  with  the  Departments  in  re- 
spect to  any  disallowances  of  sums  charged 
in  those  accounts. 

Sir  JOHN  BULLER  said,  that  the 
paymaster  could  not  leave  head-quar- 
ters until  he  had  prepared  the  accounts, 
and  had  them  signed  by  the  commanding 
officer  and  the  adjutant. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  there  had 
been  a  former  Vote  of  £1,010,000,  and 
he  assumed  that  that  amount  could  not 
possibly  be  expended  on  the  embodied 
militia,  for  some  40.000  men,  or  there- 
abouts, for  a  period  not  exceeding  four 
months.  There  was  an  item  of  £18,500 
for  enrolling  and  attesting  20,000  men. 
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Surelj  they  did  not  expect  to  raise  20,000 
militiamea  in  the  course  of  the  present 
year.  Then,  again,  there  was  a  large 
sum  for  half-pay  or  retired  allowances  for 
no  less  than  2,999  lieutenants  and  sixty- 
six  ensigns.  He  wished  to  know  if  that 
was  to  be  a  permanent  charge,  or  a  charge 
for  the  current  year  only. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  the 
amount  voted  for  the  army  was  not  appli- 
cable to  the  disembodied  militia.  More 
than  half  of  that  sum  of  £288,000, 
namely,  £180,000  was  to  provide  for  the 
pay  and  allowances  of  the  permanent  staff 
of  the  disembodied  militia.  Every  regi- 
ment of  militia  ought,  as  a  matter  of  rule, 
to  be  trained  and  exercised  once  in  every 
year,  but  they  intended  during  the  pre- 
sent year  only  to  call  out  these  that  had 
not  been  embodied,  and  it  was  provided  in 
the  estimate  that  they  should  be  trained 
for  a  period  of  forty-two  days.  With  re- 
gard to  the  bounty  for  raising  20,000  men, 
as  the  militia  men  were  only  enlisted  for  a 
period  of  five  years,  of  course  a  number 
were  continually  receiving  their  discharge, 
and  it  was  calculated  that  for  the  present 
year  it  would  be  requisite  to  raise  20,000 
men  in  order  to  supply  the  deficiency. 
With  regard  to  the  half  pay,  it  was  for  old 
allowances,  and  those  lieutenants  and  en- 
signs were  those  who  were  in   the  late 


war. 


Colonel  DUNNE  said,  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  observation  that  the  officers  of 
the  militia  would  be  satisfied  with  the  libe- 
rality of  the  Government,  he  must  say  that 
he  was  far  from  contented  with  the  lavish 
expenditure  of  the  Government.  The 
noble  Lord  (the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown)  had  told  them  that  they  were  to 
have  a  staff  who  were  to  do  nothing  but 
take  care  of  the  arms.  It  was  monstrous 
that  the  sum  of  £288,000  should  be  thrown 
away  for  that  purpose.  Forty  years'  ex- 
perience had  proved  the  inutility  of  that 
staff,  and  what  was  required  was  a  new  or- 
ganisation. In  thirty  years  £8.000,000, 
and  in  forty  years  £11,000,000  had  been 
spent  on  those  useless  staffs  of  militia. 
It  was,  he  considered,  so  much  money 
thrown  away.  He  thought  the  training 
of  the  twenty  regiments  alluded  to  would 
be  also  money  thrown  away.  In  the  mean- 
while there  was  a  large  force  of  foreign 
legions  doing  nothing,  though  they  cost 
£58  per  man.  Those  troops  were  brought 
to  Aldershot,  whereas  they  ought  to  have 
been  disbanded  ;  or  if  not,  they  ought  to 
bo  kept  on  the  edge  of  the  country,  ac- 

Mr.  W.  Williams 


cording  to  the  promise  of  the  Government 
when  the  foreign  legion  waa  raised.  He 
would  give  every  assistance-  to  any  finan- 
cial reformer  who  would  seek  to  rectify 
those  abuses. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
must  explain  that  he  did  not  say  the  mili- 
tia staff  had  nothing  to  do,  but  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  retain  a  larger  number  of 
sergeants  than  necessary,  and  that  when 
they  were  embodied  it  was  better  to  make 
up  the  number  by  soldiers  from  the  line. 

House  resumed. 

WILLS  AND  ADMINISTRATIONS  (STAMPS). 
Order   read,    for   resuming   Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2nd  July] — 

"  That  the  Resolution  <  That  it  is  expedient  to 
authorise  the  collection,  by  means  of  Stamps,  of 
the  Fees  to  be  payable  in  Her  Majesty's  Court  of 
Probate  and  Administration,  and  the  Testamen- 
tary and  District  OfRoes  to  be  established  by  any 
Act.  of  the  present  Session  relating  to  Wilis  and 
Administrations,'  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolution  read  2°,  and  agreed  to, 

WILLS  AND  ADMINISTRATIONS  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the 
chair." 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  make 
a  few  observations  on  the  position  in  which 
the  Bill  now  stood.     He  had  been  unable, 
through  indisposition,  to  be  present  when 
the  subject  was  last  discussed,  on  which 
occasion  the  House,  he  thought,   took  a 
somewhat   unusual  course.     A   Bill    was 
then  read  a  second  time  which  nobody  in- 
tended to  proceed  with,  and  which  was  so 
read  on  the  clear  understanding,  that  as 
soon  as  that  operation  should  be  duly  per- 
formed, the  measure  was  to  vanish,  and 
another  to  accomplish  the  same  end,  but 
differing  wholly  in  its  details,  was  forth- 
with to  be  substituted.     Accordingly  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  was  as  different 
as  chalk  from  cheese  from  that  originally 
introduced  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General.     He  should  say   that   the 
transmogrification  was  the  result  of  what 
he  might  almost  call  a  sort  of  illicit  inter- 
course between  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  East  Suffolk  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gontleman  opposite 
(the  Solicitor  General).     When    the  hou. 
and  learned  Gentleman  brought  in  the  Bill 
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it  did  not  contain  the  name  of  the  Coart  of 
Chancery,  because,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
GenUeman  was  well  aware»  that  name  had 
no  Tciy  good  repute  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.   The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
therefore,    with    considerable    adroitness, 
orifl^ioallj  proposed  to  constitute  a  Court 
with  all  the  powers  and  without  the  name 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery ;  but  his  (Mr. 
Henley *ft)  hon.   and    learned   Friend   the 
Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Sir  F.  Kelly), 
who  bad  a  great  dislike  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  refused  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  Bill,  unless  some  other  sort  of 
Court  were  substituted    for  that   Court. 
The  clause  by  which  the  Court  was  con- 
atitated  now   conferred    upon  it  all  the 
powers  at  first  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  the  powers  of  a 
CoQit  of   Common   Law    besides.     The 
powers  now  to  be  given  to  it  were  suffi- 
cieotly  large  to  make  it  a  tribunal  of  any 
aort  or  nze,  and  they  were  left  entirely  in 
the  dark  as  to  what  was  to  be  its  practice 
or  procedure.     Rules    for   its  regulation 
were  to  be  framed  by  the  Judge,  subject 
to  the  approbation  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  Lords  Justices,   the   Master  of  the 
BoUs,  and  the  Chief  Justices  of  the  Com- 
mon Law  Courts ;   and  whether  it  would 
tarn  out  to  be  a  Court  of  Common  Law, 
as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Suffolk  said,  or  a  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, according  to  the  wish  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral) no  one  could  tell.     The  present  Bill, 
too,  dealt  a  great  deal  more  with  the  sub- 
ject of  real  property  than  the  original  Bill 
of  the  hon.    and   learned  Gentleman ;  it 
went  even  further,  he  apprehended,  than 
the  recommendations    of    the    Commis- 
aioners ;  but  remembering  that  not  many 
years  ago  a  measure  had  been  shipwreck- 
ed in  another  place  upon  that  very  ground, 
he  doubted  whether  that  part  of  it  would 
facilitate  its  progress  through  Parliament. 
He  was  willing  and  anxious  that  the  law 
(hoold  be  so  altered  that,  when  probate 
had  been  granted  to  any  instrument  deal- 
ing with  either  real  or  personal  property, 
eTerytbing  within  the  four  corners  of  that 
instrument   should   be  concluded   by   the 
jodgment   of    the    Court    which    granted 
probate ;  double  litigation  upon  the  same 
instrument  ought  not  to  be  necessary,  but 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  prudent  to  go 
farther  and  to  risk  the  loss  of  a  good  mea- 
«are  by  dealing  with  real  property  to  a 
Sweater  extent  than  was  required,  in  order 
to  get  rid  of  the  evils  of  the  present  sys- 


tem. Another  great  and  very  beneficial 
change  in  the  Bill  was  that  which  extend- 
ed the  jurisdiction  to  country  districts.  No 
measure  which  did  not  enable  people  to  get 
their  own  business  done  in  their  own  neigh- 
bourhood would  have  a  chance  of,  or  even 
deserved,  success.  But  he  felt  a  difficulty 
as  to  going  into  Committee  that  evening, 
and,  from  some  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  J.  Graham)  the 
other  night,  he  thought  the  proposal  he 
was  about  to  make  to  obviate  that  diffi- 
culty, would  probably  meet  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman *s  sanction.  It  would  be 
quite  impossible  at  that  hour  (a  quarter  to 
eleven)  to  make  any  great  progress  with 
the  Bill,  and  they  certainly  could  not  dis« 
cuss  it  with  any  advantage  until  the  ques- 
tion of  the  constitution  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  a  Court  of  Appeal,  had  been  in 
some  way  or  other  settled.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  give  suitors  in  the  new  Court  the 
option  of  a  double  appeal ;  they  would  be 
able  either  to  go,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
the  Lords  Justices,  and  then  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  or  to  go  direct  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  if  they  so  wished  it.  Surely  that 
proposition  could  not  be  properly  consider- 
ed ;  no  sound  decision  upon  it  could  be 
arrived  at,  unless  they  knew  how  the  Ap- 
pellate Court  of  the  House  of  Lords  was 
for  the  future  to  be  constituted,  and  whe- 
ther it  would  be  constituted  in  a  manner 
that  would  give  confidence  to  the  public, 
and  enable  them  to  resort  to  it  without 
being  put  to  a  ruinous  expense.  If  the 
Court  of  ultimate  Appeal  could  be  reached 
at  a  moderate  expense,  it  might,  perhaps, 
be  desirable  to  have  no  intermediate  Court 
of  Appeal.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  the 
House,  to  postpone  going  into  Committee 
until  after  Monday,  when  the  Appellate 
Jurisdiction  Bill  would  be  brought  under 
their  consideration.  Another  reason  for 
postponement  was,  that  he  had  learned, 
through  those  indirect  channels  from 
which  they  sometimes  obtained  informa- 
tion, that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  »:>olicitor  General  intended  to  propose 
still  further  alterations.  For  these  rea- 
sons he  earnestly  hoped  that  the  House 
would  agree  to  his  Motion  not  to  go  into 
Committee  until  after  they  had  considered 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  inform  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Motion  can 
not  be  put  in  that  form. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  would  then 
move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  in  Com- 
mittee on  Tuesday  next. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  "this  House 
will,  upon  Tuesday  next,  resolve  itself  into 
the  said  Committee,"  instead  thereof. 

Mr.  collier  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill  would  not  be  post- 
poned ;  the  question,  as  to  whether  the 
appeal  should  be  given  to  the  House  of 
Lords  or  to  the  Privj  Council  was  one 
wbioh  might  easily  be  discussed  at  a  sub- 
sequent stage  of  the  measure,  and,  reserv- 
ing that  question,  it  would  be  very  de- 
sirable to  proceed  at  once  with  the  mea- 
sure. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said, 
he  thought  that  the  House  was  wasting  a 
great  deal  of  time,  inasmuch  as  there  was 
not  the  slightest  prospect  of  carrying  the 
measure,  which  was  one  of  the  greatest 
importance,  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion 
during  the  present  Session.  The  Bill  was 
one  formed  from  the  combination  of  three 
other  Bills,  and,  if  the  Committee  upon  it 
were  postponed  until  Tuesday  next,  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  interested  in  those  three 
Bills  would  be  able  to  determine  whether 
It  would  be  possible  to  proceed  with  it 
during,  the  present  Session,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Henley) 
would  be  acceded  to. 

Mb.  ATHERTON  said,  he  sincerely 
hoped  that  the  House  would  consent  to  go 
at  once  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill.  Con- 
siderable delay  had  already  taken  place, 
and  much  mischief  had  thereby  resulted 
in  dealing  with  this  important  subject,  and 
he  did  not  consider  it  advisable  that  fur- 
ther delay  should  be  allowed,  and  further 
mischief  consequently  submitted  to.  He 
did  not  imagine  that  any  great  progress 
would  be  made  in  the  Bill  that  evening,  if 
the  House  went  at  once  into  Committee ; 
but  still  the  fact  of  going  into  Committee 
was  progress  in  itself ;  and  if  the  Bill  could 
be  carried  to  a  conclusion  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  a  very  great  advantage  would 
be  obtained.  It  ought  to  be  remembered 
that  before  another  week,  probably  before 
next  Tuesday,  hon.  Members  of  that  House 
who  belonged  to  the  legal  profession  would 
have  gone  circuit,  and  he  ventured  to  think 
that  on  a  subject  of  that  description,  the 
study,  and  still  more  the  experience  of 
Members  of  the  legal  profession*  might 
be  useful  in  enabling  the  House  to  arrive 
at  a  satisfactory  result. 

Mr.  KEATING  said  that,  if  he  were 
assured  that  it  was  the  bond  fide  intention 


of  the  Government  to  proceed  with  the  Bill 
during  the  present  Session  of  Parliament, 
he  would  have  no  objection  to  go  at  once 
into  Committee,  but  upon  that  subject  he 
entertained  grave  doubts.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  had  obtained  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  by* promising  to 
introduce  into  it  certain  provisions  contain- 
ed in  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Collier)  and  in  that 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  East 
Suffolk  (Sir  F.  KeUT).    That  pari  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Plymoudi  which  was  to  have  been  ineo^ 
porated  in  the  present  Bill  gave  a  juriedio- 
tion  to  County  Courts,  and  diat  part  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
East  Suffolk,  which  ought  to  have  been  in- 
troduced, related  to  a  simplification  of  the 
mode  of  procedure.    Now,  looking  at  the 
present  Bill,  it  was  his  firm  conviction  that 
the  drawer  of  it  never  intended  to  give 
effect  to  the  viewa  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth,  or  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Suffolk.     One  clauBe, 
it  was  true,  gave  a  contentious  jurisdiction 
to  the  County  Court,  but  then  the  rest  of 
the  machinery  of  the  Bill  rendered  it  im- 
possible that  a  contentious  cause  could 
ever  be  settled  in  those  Courts ;  and  in  the 
same  way  the  views  of  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Plymouth  were  not  carried 
into  effect.     Probably  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Solicitor  General  had  not  had  time  to 
look  very  carefully  to  the  construction  of 
the  Bill,  but  he  hoped  that,  if  it  was  bis 
intention  to  carry  out  the  views  of  the  two 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  to  whom  he 
had  referred,  he  would  before   Tuesday 
next  carefully  consider  the  clansea  of  the 
Bill. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL :  Sir,  I 
have  never  experienced  in  so  practical  a 
way   the  wisdom  of   the    old    adage, — 
"  Heaven  preserve  one  from  one's  friends," 
— for  the  attack  which  has  just  proceeded 
from  what  I   imagined  to  be   a  friendly 
quarter  is  even    more  unwarranted  and 
more  unjust  than  any  which  has  proceeded 
from  any  other  quarter  of  the  House.    I 
cannot  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  can  concnr  in  that 
attack,  nor  do  I  think  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  East  Suffolk  will  bo 
ready  to  defend  it ;  for  the  dausea  in  the 
present  Bill  which  refer  to  the  mode  of 
procedure  are  so  similar  to  those  in  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  F. 
Kelly)  that  they  might  have  been  cut  out 
of  that  Bill  with  the  scissors,  perhaps  even 
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bj  die  Imnd  of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman  himaelf*    and    pasted    upon    the 
draaght   of  the    present    measure.      So 
much  for  the  attack  which  has  been  made 
upon  the  Bill  because  it  departs  from  the 
onderstaDding  I   had  with  the  hen.  and 
learoed  Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Plj- 
iDoath  and  East  Suffolk.     I  admit,  Sir, 
that  I  hATe  fallen  into  a  great  error  in 
Attempting  to  please  all  the  world.     An- 
other mistake  has  been  this,  that  I  ima- 
g'med   there  was  some  agreement,   some 
eoocert,  smne  mutual  understanding,  some 
harmony  between  right    hen.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  «t  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House.     Yet  the  fault  was  not  whollj 
mine,  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
£s8t  Suffolk  professed  to  be  the  exponent 
of  their  combined  wishes  and  desires,  and 
mj  error  lay  in  innocently,  but  as  it  ap- 
pears most  erroneously,  confiding  in  his 
representation  that  he  spoke  their  senti- 
ments.     My  hon.    and    learned   Friend 
claimed  to  act  on  their  behalf ;  but  now  I 
find  that  upon  this  subject,  as  recently  the 
House  has  seen  upon  many  others,  there  is 
no  agreement  between  any  two  Gentlemen 
on  ^e  opposite  side.    What  to  do  under 
such  circumstances  I  really  am  at  a  loss  to 
eonjeoture.      But  I  have  not  yet  told  the 
House  all ;    for,  assailed  in  front  and  in 
rear,  I  hare  still  another  enemy  to  en- 
counter.    I  had  imagined  until  now  that  it 
was  one  of  the  fondest  wishes  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  that  he  might  lire  to  see  the 
day  when  these  Ecclesiastical  Courts  should 
be  abolished.     On  former  occasions  I  have 
imbibed  from  him  a  great  number  of  correct 
principles,   and  received  from  him   most 
▼aloable  adrice  with  respect  to  the  accom- 
plishment of  this  great  undertaking.     Yet, 
if  I  may  jndge  from  a  speech  which  I  had 
the  misfortune  to  hear  the  other  night,  the 
right  hon.   Baronet  has  changed  all  his 
opinions,  and,  by  some  wonderful  process 
which  I  hare  not  the  wit  to  understand,  he 
has  anrired  at  a  conclusion  exactly  the  op- 
posite of  that  which  he  has  entertained  for 
the  last  twenty  years.    Now,  in  this  predi- 
cament, what  to  do,  as  I  have  just  said,  is 
exceedingly  difficult  to  determine.     With 
regard  to    the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ozfonlshire  (Mr.  Henley),  if  I 
do  not  violate  any  confidence  in  referring  to 
a  eoareraation  which  1  had  with  him  some 
time  ago,  I  may  state  that  I  was  so  much 
impressed  with  a  desire  he  appeared  to  en- 
tertain to  proride  for  the  country  districts 
that  1  inlrodttced  his  suggestions  upon  that 


point  into  the  Bill.  I  have,  therefore, 
sincerely  endeavoured — and,  perhaps,  this 
will  be  accepted  as  a  proof  of  my  want  of 
Parliamentary  experience -« to  make  the 
Bill  a  measure  that  would  be  acceptable  to 
all.  With  reference  to  the  debate  the 
other  night,  the  House  wiU  do  me  the 
justice  to  recollect  that  I  did  not  ask  them 
to  take  the  Bill  upon  trast,  because  I  was 
careful  to  point  out  that  there  were  three 
Bills  at  the  present  time  before  the  House, 
describing  what  I  intended  to  borrow  from 
one,  and  for  what  I  meant  to  be  indebted 
to  another.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  House 
will  acquit  me  of  having  in  any  manner  de- 
sired to  lead  them  into  the  second  reading, 
without  giving  them  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering all  the  provisions  of  which  my  Bill 
would  ultimately  be  composed,  especially 
when  I  recall  to  their  recollection  that  I 
stated  at  the  time  that  I  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  any  hon.  Gentleman  discussing 
the  principle  of  the  measure  again  upon 
going  into  Committee.  Now,  unfortu- 
nately. Sir,  I  have  another  antagonist  to 
which  I  have  not  yet  referred,  though 
it  is,  perhaps,  the  most  formidable  of 
all — I  mean  time.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  surrounded  by  enemies  on  all 
hands,  I  can  do  nothing  but  yield  to  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  and  defer  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  in  Committee  till 
Tuesday  next,  trusting  that  on  that  occa- 
sion I  shall  have  his  concurrence,  and,  I 
hope,  the  concurrence  of  at  least  some 
Gentlemen  who  may  be  pleased  to  act  with 
him  on  the  other  side,  in  endeavouring  to 
advance  a  measure  which  I  firmly  believe 
calculated  to  confer  great  benefits  upon  all 
classes  in  the  country. 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM :  Sir,  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  given 
us  practical  proof  that  the  advice  which 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment tendered  to'  a  right  hon.  Friend  of 
mind  the  other  night,  cannot  in  all  cases 
be  followed  with  success,  and  that  half  an 
hour's  conversation  with  Gentlemen  who 
sit  on  the  opposite  side  does  not  always 
lead  to  satisfactory  results.  I  also  think  I 
may  infer  from  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place,  that  what  a  very  great  lawyer 
— Lord  Clarendon--calls  the  "  impossible 
faculty  of  pleasing  everybody,"  does  not 
help  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  in  his  endeavours  to  pass 
his  Wills  and  Administration  Bill  through 
the  House.  Now,  Sir,  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  since  he 
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qompeld  me  to  speak,  whether  the  House  is 
yet  in  possession  of  his  own  ultimate 
views  ?  To  be  more  pointed  in  mj  ques- 
tion, I  will  ask  him  whether  it  be  true  or 
not  that  it  is  his  intention  to  propose  that 
a  district  probate  shall  be  granted  where 
the  sum  does  not  exceed  £1,500  or 
£2,000.  Unless  I  am  misinformed,  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  fulfilment  of  a  pledge  which 
he  has  already  given  out  of  doors,  to  pro- 
pose such  a  provision,  which,  I  need  hardly 
say.  would  be  a  great  alteration  of  the  Bill 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  thought  fit  to  eharge  me 
with  a  change  of  opinion  on  this  subject. 
Let  me  illustrate  to  the  House  what  is  the 
position  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
himself  with  respect  to  change  of  opinion 
from  the  Report  of  the  Chancery  Commis- 
sion. I  served  with  him  on  that  Commis- 
sion, and,  led  by  him,  I  joined  in  some  of 
his  recommendations,  though  with  much 
doubt  and  hesitation,  but  influenced  by  the 
confidence  which  I  then  reposed  in  his 
judgment.  The  Report  of  the  Chancery 
Commission  recommended  distinctly  that 
the  new  Court  should  be  connected  with 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  That  was  the 
advice  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General.  I  followed  his  lead  to  the  extent 
that  with  him  and  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
I  joined  in  protecting  against  the  recom- 
mendation of  a  majority  of  the  doromis- 
sion.  that  there  should  be  a  separation  in 
the  jurisdiction  between  probate  and  admi- 
nistration, and  construction  and  adminis- 
tration. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
talks  of  change  of  opinion,  and  yet  he  pro- 
poses in  his  Bill,  that  up  to  £200  and 
£300  respectively  jurisdiction  should  be 
given  to  County  Courts  in  matters  testa- 
mentary! Let  me,  however,  read  to  the 
Uouae  what  is  the  opinion  of  the  Chancery 
Commission  upon  this  point  from  a  Report 
signed  by  the  Solicitor  General. 

"  We  have  considered,"  gay  the  Commissioners, 
**  the  expediency  of  transferring  the  testamentary 
jurisdiction  to  the  CJourts  of  Common  Law,  but  it 
appears  to  us  that  the  machinery  of  those  Courts 
is  not  adapted  for  the  transaction  of  such  busi- 
ness." 

And  there  is  a  separate  paragraph  with  re- 
spect to  the  County  Courts.  Now,  after 
what  I  have  said,  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  need  not  have  compelled 
me  to  speak  in  defence  of  myself  with  re- 
spect to  a  change  of  opinion.  He  proposes 
to  sever  the  testamentary  jurisdiction  from 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  Ue  proposes  to 
8ir  James  Graham 


transfer  up  to  a  limited  amount  a  con* 
tentious  jurisdiction  in  matters  testa- 
mentary to  the  County  Courts.  Tet  ia 
the  Chancery  Commission  he  opposed  both 
measures,  and,  relying  on  his  judgment,  I 
was  induced  to  join  in  that  opposition. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  was  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which  he  was  de- 
termined to  resist  by  every  means  in  his 
power.     He  was  both  sorry  and  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Geoersl 
should  still  ding  to  the  vain  hope  of  psss- 
ing  the  Bill  during  the  present  Session. 
The  Bill  had  not  been  circnlated  through 
the  country,  and  those  affected  by  it  bad 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  conaidering  its 
provisions.     During  the  short  time  that  he 
had  been  in  that  House,  the  present  was 
the  fourth  Bill  introduced  on  teatamentary 
jurisdiction,  each  one  differing  from  its 
predecessor ;  and,  now,  aa  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  had  tried  to 
please  everybody  he  had,  aa  might  have 
been  expected,  ended  in  pleastng  no  one. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that 
no  two  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  appeared  to  agree  on  anything; 
but  assuredly  there  did  not  appear  to  be 
much  unanimity  on  the  other   side.     In 
1854,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentieman  pat 
his  hand  to  a  Report  declaring  that  the 
machinery  of  the  Common  Law  Courts  was 
not  adapted  to  the  purpose  of  testamentary 
jurisdiction,  and  stating  that  it  was  not 
expedient  to  confer  any  testamentary  juris- 
diction on  the  County  Courts.     Now,  be 
(Mr.  Malins)  unlike  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  adhered  to  the  opinion  that  no 
part  of  this  business  should  be  transferred 
to  the  County  Courts.     He  was  no  party 
to  any  arrangement  which  had  been  come 
to  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
East  Suffolk  (Sir  F.  Kelly),  and  should  con- 
tinue to  oppose  the  further  progress  of  the 
Bill  at  the  present  period  of  Uie  Session. 
For  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that  a  Bill 
containing  157  clauses  could,  under  such 
circumstances,    be  carried  that   Session. 
He  would  therefore  suggest  that  the  Bill 
should  be  now  abandoned,  and  that  the 
matter  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com* 
mittee  next  Session. 

Sir  ERSKINE  PERRT  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  agree  to  the  aogges- 
tion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wallingford  (Mr.  Malins), 
though  he  feared  they  would  not  get 
the  Bill  through  Committee  that  Session. 
He  (Sir  E.  Perry)  was  in  favour  of  the 
local  jurisdiction  provided  by  the  measure. 
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and  ihoogfat  that  the  County  Courts  had 
given  great  saliBfaction.  He  would,  there- 
fore, aupport  the  propositioD  to  give  them 
joriadietion  in  testamentary  matters. 

Ma.  HADFIELD  said,  that  not  one  great 
measure  for  the  good  of  the  general  public 
had  been  passed  during  the  Session.  The 
expenses  of  the  Ecelestastical  Courts  fell 
open  the  bereaved  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity—they fell  upon  the  weak.  He  called 
on  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of-  Her 
Mi^ty'a,  Government  to  say  would  he 
give  the  measure  a  real  support  by 
making  it  take  precedence  of  all  other 
Government  business  on  Tuesday.  The 
proposed  measure  was  the  greatest  reform 
ihat  ever  the  country  prodaced  in  the  law, 
and  it  was  a  shame  that  it  should  receive 
such  obstruction. 

QoeatioDy  **  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  aad  nsffoUved^ 

Wwdm  added. 

Main  Questiftny  as  amended,  put  and 
agreed  to. 

Committee  drferred  tiU  Tuesday  next. 

CUURCH.BUnJ^ING  OOBiMISSION  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair." 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  should  move 
that  the  Committee  be  deferred  for  three 
months.  The  Acts  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject  amounted  to  nineteen  in  number  ; 
and  80  complicated  and  confused  were  they, 
that  eonaolidation  was  out  of  the  question. 
It  waa  impossible,  therefore,  that  at  that 
hour  of  the  night  (half-past  eleven  o'clock) 
the  House  could  give  the  matter  the  con- 
sideration it  required  ;  bat  there  was,  in 
his  opinion,  quite  enough  on  the  face  of  the 
present  Bill  to  show  that  it  was  not  cal- 
eolated  to  effect  the  object  that  he,  and 
those  who  thought  with  him,  desired.  The 
Commiaeion  had  now  been  in  existence 
thirty-eight  years,  and  the  legislation  con- 
nected with  it  had,  as  he  bad  just  men- 
tioned, got  into  such  inextricable  confusion 
that  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to  reduce 
it  to  an  J  order  or  system.  He  had  the 
strongest  possible  objection  to  the  con- 
tiauanee  of  the  Commission,  which  cost 
the  eooniry  annually  a  large  sum  of  money, 
without  producing  any  adequate  advan- 
tage. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  'Hhis  House 
viUy  upon  this  day  three  months,  resolve 


itself  into  the  said  Committee,*'  instead 
thereof. 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  he  thought 
that  some  misapprehension  was  entertain- 
ed with  respect  to  the  Bill.  Its  object  was 
to  give  effect  to  the  Church-Building  Acts, 
and  to  enable  the  Church-Building  Com- 
mission to  carry  out  its  powers.  It  was 
intended  originally  that  the  Commission 
should  be  continued  for  ten  years ;  but,  in 
deference  to  the  wishes  that  had  been  ex- 
pressed on  the  subject,  the  Government 
had  consented  to  a  shorter  period.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  with  a  view  to  the 
execution  of  powers  and  the  performance  of 
duties  which  were  necessary  to  be  perform- 
ed under  the  Church-Building  Acts.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  there 
was  only  a  very  small  sum  in  the  hands  of 
the  Commission  ;  but  the  funds  rem&ining 
to  be  distributed  amounted  to  £18,000, 
part  of  which  was  conditionally  granted,  it 
was  true.  Then  there  were  sums  repay- 
able to  the  Commission,  and  there  were 
many  powers  vested  in  the  Commission. 
It  was  a  question  whether  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  consolidate  the  Church-Build- 
ing with  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission^ 
in  order  to  avoid  the  continuance  of  the 
Church-Building  Commission  under  exist- 
ing Acts,  and  thus  do  away  with  a  mul- 
tiplicity of  Commissions. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.*' 

The  House  dieided : — Ayes  159 ;  Noes 
9 :  Majority  150. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

The  House  resumed. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  JvJy  4, 1856. 

MivuTSB.]  Public  Bills. — 1*  Metropolis  Local 
Management  Act  Amendment  (No.  2} ;  Turn- 
pike Acts  Continuance. 

2*  Evidence  in  Foreign  Suits;  DwellingB  for 
Labouring  Clasaea  (Ireland);  Exchequer  Bills 
(£4,000,000). 

S*  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes ;  Grand 
Juries;   Survey  of  Great  Britain,  dko. 

LEGISLATIVE  COUNCIL  OF  INDIA. 

The  Earl  of  ALBEMARLE  presented 
a  petition  from  the  Landholders,  Planters, 
Merchants,  and  others  interested  in  the 
agriculture,  commerce,  and  trade  of  tho 
lower  Provinces  of  Bengal,  praying  for  an 
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enlargement  of  the  Legialatiye  ConooQ  by 
the  admission  into  it  of  p^sons  seleoted 
from  the  Indian  communities  without  dis- 
tinction of  race  or  creed  ;  and  to  call  the 
•tteotion  of  the  House  to  the  exolosi^e 
and  UDsatisfaotorj  constitution  of  the  exist- 
ing Legislatiye  Council.  The  noble  Barl 
said  that  the  LegisIatiTc  Couocil  was  com- 
posed entirely  of  the  servants  of  the  Crown 
and  of  the  East  India  Company,  thus  ex- 
eluding  all  the  Natives  and  10,000  resident 
Ettropeaas.  He  doubted  whether  in  the 
annals  of  the  whole  world  a  prooedent 
could  be  found  of  a  set  of  officials  eneross- 
ing  in  this  way  the  whole  poKticar  and 
legislate  functions  of  a  vast  empire.  It 
was  not  too  much  to  say  that  this  Council 
was  as  remarkable  for  its  ignorance  and 
inefficiency  as  for  its  exclusiTeness.  Com- 
posed of  a  few  officers  of  reTcnne  and  jus- 
tice, it  had  to  legislate  for  eight  nations 
without  any  absistance  from  the  Native 
Powers.  A  few  weeks  ago  he  had  called 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  legislation 
of  this  Council  with  regard  to  the  people 
of  Singapore.  He  had  shown  that  their 
legislation  had  thrown  the  whole  of  the 
zponetary  system  of  the  thriving  settle- 
ments in  the  Straits  of  Malacca  into  a  state 
of  the  utmost  confusion.  It  was  impossi- 
ble, indeed,  to  conceive  the  absurdities  and 
follies  perpetrated  by  this  Council.  He 
had  received  a  letter  within  the  last  few 
days  from  a  gentleman  in  India,  stating 
that  no  act  promulgated  by  the  CouncU 
had  given  satisfaction,  and  that  their  pro- 
ceedings had  excited  dismay,  disgust,  and 
opposition  from  all  parties.  He  had  on  a 
former  occasion  implored  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  extend  to  India  the  privi- 
leges which  had  been  successfully  intrusted 
to  Ceylon,  Trinidad,  and  other  Crown  colo- 
nies— ^far  inferior  in  numbers,  wealth,  and 
intelligence.  The  Act  of  1853  was  passed 
at  a  time  when  they  did  not  know  the  East 
India  Company  as  well  as  they  did  now. 
and  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  see  the  necessity  of  introducing  a 
measure  at  an  early  period  for  extinguish- 
ing the  monopolising  character  of  legisla- 
tion for  India,  and  making  their  measures 
more  popular,  more  practical,  and  more 
useful. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

THE  CHIMNEY  SWEEPERS'  ACT. 
Thb  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  Edward  Shipley 
Ellis,  of  Leicester,  worsted  spinner,  pray- 
ing for  an  amendment  of  the  Chimney 
Sweepers'  Act.      The  noble  Earl  said, 

yjhe  Earl  of  Albemarle 


there  coidd  be  no  doubt  the  Act  was  very 
grossly  evaded  in  all  parts  of  the  coiratrj, 
although  in  the  metropolis,  contaming  a 
population  of  2,500,000,  it  was  duly  ob- 
served.     There  was  no  reason  whatever 
why  the  Act  should  not  be  observed  in 
every  part  of  the  kingdom,  and  its  non- 
observance  entailed  upon  children  great 
cruelty  and  suffering.    He  woold  not  de» 
tain  their  Lordshipa  by  a  long  nanative  of 
cases  of  disease  and  mutilation ;    it  was 
saffleient  to  laT  that  maoy  chilfdren  were 
crippled  in  eany  life  and  rendered  whoQy 
incapable  of  earning  a  liveKhood.    It  was 
manifest  that  while  these  children  were 
handed  over  to  absolute  and  unqualified 
slavery,  it  was  impossible  they  could  re> 
ceive  the  first  rudiments  of  education,  and 
that  treatment  of  a  most  disgusting  and 
cruel  character  must  have  a  depressing 
influence  on  their  moral  feelings.      He 
hoped  the  Government  would  pay  attention 
to  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  and  take  into 
consideration  the  inefficieifey  of  the  Act. 
Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONUL  CAUSES 

BILL. 
Bill  read  3*  (according  to*  Order), 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  be 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  dividing 
their  Lordships  ;  but  merely  to  move  the 
omission  of  a  proviso  inserted  in  this  Bill 
last  evenmg,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  him- 
self an  opportunity  of  recording  his  opinion 
against  that  proviso.     The  proviso  to  which 
he  alluded  was  the  one  providing  that  the 
party  divorced  should  not  marry  the  party 
with  whom  he  or  she  had  committed  adal- 
tery.     Now  he  thought  that  this  clause 
was  a  mistake,  and  would  eneoorage  rather 
than  discountenance  adoltm'y.     It  would 
be  a  great  inffiction  on  the  guilty  woman, 
but  it  would  be  very  favourable  to  the 
guilty  man.      There   had    been  in  that 
House  a  standing  order  to  the  same  effect 
as  that  proviso ;  but  their  LordahipaseeiDg 
that  its  insertion  in  divoroe  BilLi  might 
lead   to  very  injurious   conaequenees  to 
women,  it  had  invariably  been  atmck  out. 
Such  a  clause  would  either  eneoorage  the 
adulterer  to  abandon  the  woman,  marry 
some  one  else,  and  enter  aociety,  when 
probably  he  would  be  forgiven,  and  suffer 
nothing  for  bis  culpability ;    or  it  would 
lead  to  the  guilty  parties  living  together, 
not  in  a  state  of  marriage.     &uilty  men 
might,  in  many  instances,  be  glad  of  such 
a  clause,  as  it  would  prevent  them  from 
doing  that  which,  but  for  the  legal  enact- 
ment,  feelings  of  honour  might  compel 
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them  to  do.  Under  these  cireumstanees 
lie  looked  upon  the  proYiso  in  question  as 
calculated  to  work  mach  mischief ;  hat  as 
their  Lordships  had  already  expressed  their 
opinions  npon  it,  he  would  not  divide  the 
House  on  his  Motion  to  omit  it. 

Amendment  negaiived ;  an  Amendment 
made ;  Bill  paaedf  and  sent  to  the  Com- 
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House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

Claoses  1  to  5  agreed  fo. 

On  Clause  6, 

LoBB  LTTTELTON  rose  to  more  two 
Amendments,  the  first  that  the  limit  re- 
qoiring  the  Members  of  the  Council  of  the 
Senate  should  be  elected  from  the  electoral 
roll  diould  be  removed  ;  and  the  object  of 
thia  Amendment  was  to  assimilate  this 
Bill  to  the  Oxford  Act.  The  electoral  roll 
in  the  Cambridge  Bill  oorresponded  with 
the  Congregation  in  the  Act  relating  ^ 
the  sister  University,  and  in  that  Act  there 
vat  no  limitation  requiring  that  the  Heb- 
domadal Council  should  be  members  of 
Congregation,  but  simply  that  they  should 
be  members  of  the  Senate.  It  had  fur- 
ther been  suggested  to  him  that  there  was 
a  fisfegoard  against  the  non^residence  of 
the  meoabers  of  the  Senate  in  the  Oxford 
Act,  which  it  might  be  well  to  adopt  in  the 
present  case,  and  if  he  carried  his  Amend- 
ment in  Teference  to  the  electoral  body,  he 
should  naove  to  add  the  proviso  from  the 
Oxford  Act,  which  enacted  that  if  any 
member  of  the  Senate  other  than  the 
Chancellor  should  roside  at  the  University 
for  a  less  period  than  fourteen  weeks  in 
any  one  jear,  his  seat  should  be  declared 
▼old  and  become  vacant. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  opposed 
the  Amendment,  thinking  it  would  involve 
aooeeessarj  complications  in  the  working 
of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived;  Clause  agreed  to, 

Chnsea  7  to  30  agreed  to. 

On  Claiise  31,  providing  that  the  Com- 
missioners may  frame  University  statutes, 

LoBD  LTTTELTON  said,  he  could  not 
at  all  lee  whj  Cambridge  should  be  treated 
so  differently  from  Oxford  in  rospect  to  the 
legislative  powers  given  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. In  the  Oxford  Act  no  such  gene- 
ral powers  were  given,  but  by  the  Cam- 
bridge Bill  the  Commissioners  might,  for  a 
period  of  two  years,  frame  statutes  for  any 
of  the  purposes  mentioned  in  the  preced- 
ing clanses.  in  ease  the  University  itself 
should  not  harre  done  so.  Now,  he  did  not 
fropose  to  take  away  that  power,  but  the 


clause  provided  that  only  statutes  passed 
by  the  Commissioners  affecting  certain 
gifts  or  endowments  should  be  laid  beforo 
the  Council  of  the  Senate.  He  thought 
this  limitation  ought  not  to  exist,  and  that 
all  the  statutes  framed  by  the  Commission- 
ers should  be  laid  beforo  this  body.  He 
therefore  proposed  the  omission  from  the 
clause  of  the  words  which  restricted  the 
statutes  to  be  so  submitted  to  the  Council 
of  the  Senate  to  such  "  as  shall  be  for  the 
altering  or  modifying  any  of  the  said 
trusts^  statutes,  or  directions  affecting  any 
gifts  or  endowment  held  or  enjoyed  by  the 
University,  or  by  any  professor,  lectnrer» 
reader,  preacher,  or  scholar  therein,  or  the 
said  endowments  of  Lady  Sadler,  or  of  the 
offices  of  Christain  Preacher  and  Christian 
Advocate,  or  of  William  Worts." 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  opposed 
the  Amendment. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Powis, 

On  Question,  that  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question, 
their  Lordships  divided : —  Content,  26  ; 
Not  Content,  51 :  Majority,  25. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrud  to. 

On  Clause  44  (That  it  shall  not  be  ne- 
cessary to  make  a  declaration  or  take  an 
oath  on  matriculating  or  taking  a  degree). 

LoBD  LYNDHURST  said,  it  was  his 
intention  to  move  an  Amendment  for  re- 
storing the  elause  to  the  state  in  which  it 
was  originally  proposed  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  by  reinserting  the  words  which 
had  been  struck  out  in  Committee,  ex- 
cluding Dissenters  from  seats  in  the  Senate 
of  the  University.  He  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  the  alteration  was  carried 
by  a  very  small  majority  in  a  very  small 
House.  Theur  Lordships  would  under- 
stand the  effect  of  the  alteration.  It  was 
to  admit  Dissenters  from  the  Choroh  of 
England  to  the  Senate — that  was,  to  the 
governing  body  of  the  University.  That 
body  passed  the  laws  of  the  University ; 
it  dected  the  Council  of  the  University ; 
it  elected  the  officers  of  the  University, 
and  among  other  officers  those  connected 
with  religion  and  with  religious  education. 
The  question,  therefore,  was  one  of  vexy 
great  importance.  They  all  understood 
the  close  connection  that  existed  between 
the  Universities  and  the  Chureh  of  Eng- 
land. The  whole  ministration  of  the 
Churoh  proceeded  from  the  Universities. 
It  was  a  most  important  thing,  therefore, 
to  take  care  that  those  who  governed 
the  University  should  be  members  of 
the  Church  of  England.     If  their  Lord- 
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Bhips  adopted  this  change,  thej  woald  be 
adopting  a  most  important  alteration ;  and 
they  might  depend  npon  it,  it  would  have 
a  decided  influence  upon  the  religion  of  the 
country.  He  would,  therefore,  earnestly 
recommend  their  Lordships  to  reinsert  the 
words  which  had  been  struck  out  of  the 
clause.  He  would  repeat  that  the  altera- 
tion was  made  in  a  comparatively  small 
House,  and  was  carried  by  a  small  ma- 
jority, and  carried  by  surprise.  He 
thought  it  impossible  that  the  GoTem- 
ment,  in  the  othe|  House  of  Parliament, 
could  sanction  this  change.  His  belieJF 
was,  that  the  Government  was  on  that 
occasion  also  taken  by  surprise.  But 
with  respect  to  the  nature  of  the  Amend- 
ment itself,  he  did  not  wish  to  rely  upon 
his  own  opinion.  He  had  been  much 
struck  with  certain  observations  which  he 
had  understood  to  have  been  used  in  an- 
other place  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  was  there  carried.  An  hon. 
Member  had  said  that — 

"  The  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
confer  upon  Dissenters  who  took  the  higher  de- 
grees  &  right  of  interference  in  the  aflktrs  of  the 
Uniyersity  and  a  vote  for  Members  of  Parliament. 
He  feared  that  it  would  mar  the  usefulness  of  the 
Bill  by  exciting  a  feeling  of  hostility  and  alarm 
in  the  minds  of  those  whose  cooperation  was 
necessary  for  the  efficient  working  of  the  mea- 
sure. It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  there  was  a 
strong  connexion  between  the  Church  of  England 
and  the  Universities,  and  a  proposal  to  allow 
Dissenters  to  interfere  in  fixing  the  theological 
studies  to  be  pursued  in  those  Uniyersities  would 
excite  great  alarm  in  the  minds  of  many  persons. 
He  opposed  the  Amendment,  believing  that  it 
would  tend  to  impair  the  practical  useMness  of 
the  Bill.''— [3  Bangard,  cxllj.  1765.] 

Now,  with  those  observations  he  entirely 
concurred.  They  were  observations  as- 
cribed, and  he  believed  justly  ascribed,  to  a 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  (Mr. 
Bouverio),  that  Member  being  the  Gentle- 
man who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament ;  and  he  thought, 
therefore,  that,  taking  those  observations 
in  connection  with  the  fact  that  the  Vote 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  was  ob- 
tained by  surprise,  their  Lordships  would 
agree  to  the  restoration  of  those  words  in 
the  clause  which  prevented  Dissenters  from 
taking  any  part  in  the  government  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge  which  had  been 
expunged  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  con* 
eluded  by  moving,  as  an  Amendment,  the 
restoration  of  certain  words  in  the  clause, 
the  effect  of  which  was  to  prevent  Dis- 
senters taking  part  in  the  government  of 
^University. 

Lord  Lyndhunt 


The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
would  admit  that  it  was  true  that  such  a 
restriction  was  contained  in  the  Bill  which 
was  before  their  Lordships  two  years  ago, 
and  also  that   the  Bill  which  had  been 
introduced  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment during  the  present  Session  contained 
the  words  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  now  wished  to  restore.     For  his  own 
part,  he  should  have  been  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  Bill  if  those  words  had  been 
retained  ;  but,  as  they  had  been  strock 
out  by  the  House  of  Commons,  he  ven- 
tured to  submit  to  their  Lordships,  that 
unless  it  could  be  clearly  shown  that  their 
omission  created  any  serious  evil,  or  gave 
rise  to  any  real  apprehension  of  danger  to> 
the  Church  of  England,  it  would  not  be 
advantageous  that  upon  a  question  of  tbia 
description  their  Lordships  should  place 
themselves  in  antagonism  with  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.     [Lord  Ltndhurst: 
There  is  no  such  omission  from  the  Oxford 
Bill.]     There  was  not ;  but  still  it  would 
not   be  creditable  to  their  Lordships  to 
place  themselves  in  antagonism  with  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  subject.     It 
was  only  a  fortnight  back  since  an  argu- 
ment was  pressed  upon   their  Lordships 
which  appeared  to  him  to  be  germane  to 
the    present    question.      The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  thenr  occupied  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  for  a  length 
of  time  upon  a  qnestion  upon  which  he 
regretted  to  say  that  he  was  defeated,  and 
the  argument  employed  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  singularly  applicable  to 
the   present   question.      If    it   were  not 
dangerous  —  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord   argued  that  it  was  not  —  to  the 
Christian   legislation   of   the   country  to 
admit   Jews    into   Parliament,    surely  it 
could  not  be  dangerous  to  the  Church  of 
England  character  of  the  University  of 
Cambridge  to   admit  Dissenters  into  its 
Senate.     For  his  own  part,  ho  believed- 
that  the  admission  of  Dissenters  would  not 
be  dangerous  to  the  Church  of  England, 
but  to  the  Dissenters  theraselres.     It  had 
been  said  by  a  popular  writer  -•he  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  Dr.  Aiken  or  Mrs. 
Barbauld — Dissenters  never  remained  so 
during  two  generations,  and  they  would 
be  more  likely  to  become  members  of  the 
Established  Church  than  to  induce  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  to  dissent  from  it. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  he  had  a 
great  respect  for  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  and  also  for  Mrs.  Barbauld,  but  he 
did  not  think  that  her  opinion  could  be 
relied  upon  to  guide  the  decisions  of  their 
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Lordships  in  the  present  case.      He  re- 
greUed  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  rest 
his  argument  upon  the  speech  made  by 
his  oohle  and  learned  Friend  on  a  pre- 
vious  occasion,    to   the    effect    that    the 
admission   of   Jews  would  not  endanger 
the  Christian  character  of   the  House  of 
Commons.     He  conld  not  tell  whether  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  acutely  felt  the 
sarcasm,  but  he  begged   to  remind   the 
Boble  and  learned  Lord  that  there  were 
inany  members  of  their  Lordships'  House 
who  had  not  agreed  in  that  opinion,  and 
who,  therefore,  could  consistently  maintain 
that  the  exclusion  of  Dissenters  from  the 
gOTcming  body  was  necessary  to  preserve 
the  Church  of  England  character  of  the 
TIniyersitj.     His  Dohle  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Lyndhnrst),  on  the  present  occasion, 
asked  their  Lordships  to  do,  and  the  6o- 
Temment  to  do,  that  which  both  one  and 
the  other    had   declared   would  be   most 
adrantageous,  and  to  adhere  to  a  principle 
which  tney  had  estahlished  in  the  Oxford 
Bill.     He  could  not  conceive  upon  what 
ground  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  Chan- 
cellor could  sanction  the  introduction  of  a 
Bin  to  amend  the  Oxford  University  Bill, 
tad  still  leas  how  the  Government  could 
reconcile  themselves  to  adopting  an  impor- 
tant principle  in  one  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  then  to  be  ready  in  the  follow- 
ing Session  to  be  guided  upon  the  subject 
hj  a  chance   majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons.      He  would  be  most  unwilling 
to  see  their  Lordships  in  antagonism  with 
the  House  of  Commons,  but  upon  an  im- 
portant principle  their  Lordships  would  be 
departing  from  their  duty  if  they  consented 
to  abandon  that  which  they  felt  to  be  right 
for  gaj  such  consideration.    It  so  happened 
that  in  the  present  instance,  not  only  were 
the  Government  antagonistic  to  the  views 
which  they  had  expressed  two  years  ago, 
and  again  daring  the  present  year,  but  tKe 
House  of  Commons  had  proved  itself  an- 
tagonistic  to    itself   within   the   last  two 
years.     Two    years  ago,  in  the  case  of 
the  Oxford  Bill,  the  House  of  Commons 
deeided  by  a  large  majority,  and  wisely 
decided,    in    favour  of  the  admission  of 
Dissenters   to    the   University,   but   they 
decided  also  that  they  should  not  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  governing  body.     It  was, 
ID  fact,  the  declarations  repeatedly  made 
in  both  Houses    of   Parliament  to   that 
effect,  made  and  supported   by  the  Go- 
Ternment,   which    went    far   to   reconcile 
the  members    of    the  University  to  the 
proposed  change,  because  they  felt  that 


in  retaining  the  Church  of  England  cha* 
racter  of  the  University,  they  would  re- 
ceive the  support  of  Parliament  and  of 
Her  Hajesty  s  Government.  That  prin- 
ciple had  now  been  reversed  in  a  thin 
House  of  130  or  140  Members,  and  then 
by  a  small  majority,  although  it  had  been 
originally  affirmed  by  a  large  majority  in 
a  House  of  no  less  than  400  Members. 
He  would  implore  their  Lordships  not  to 
be  guided  in  their  decision  by  the  feeling 
evinced  by  a  stolen  vote  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  nor  by  the  willingness 
displayed  by  the  Government  to  play 
fast  and  loose,  but  to  adhere  to  the  prin" 
ciple  which  they  had  laid  down.  If  the 
principle  were  right  with  regard  to  Oxford* 
it  could  not  be  wrong  with  respect  to  Cam- 
bridge ;  and  he  earnestly  trusted  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  permit  the  Govern- 
ment to  go  back  from  the  ground  which 
they  had  adopted,  and,  out  of  considera- 
tion, for  a  trifling  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  induce  them  to  shrink  from 
that  course  in  a  manner  not  creditable  to 
their  consistency. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  considered  that 
the.  Bill  as  it  at  present  stood  was  more 
consistent  with  wise  legislation  than  it 
would  be  if  altered  in  the  way  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyndhurst). 
The  assimilation  of  system  in  the  two  Uni- 
versities was  not  necessarily  either  expe* 
dient  or  probable.  He  maintained  that 
from  the  earliest  times  there  had  been  a 
wide  difference  between  the  University  of 
Cambridge  and  that  of  Oxford  with  re- 
spect to  Dissenters.  In  the  days  of  Elisa- 
beth, at  Cambridge,  a  Dissenter  was  not 
excluded  from  taking  his  degree  or  be- 
coming a  member  of  the  University.  Dur- 
ing the  reign  of  James  I.  the  authorities  of 
the  University  were  forced  by  a  royal  letter 
written  from  Newmarket  to  do  that  which 
they  would  not  have  done,  except  under 
the  compulsion  of  a  monarch  who  was  not 
attached  to  the  laws  or  liberties  of  Eng- 
land :  long  after  that  time  the  cases  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  entirely  differed. 
The  Dissenter,  no  doubt,  had  cause  of 
complaint  in  both  Universities ;  but  at 
Cambridge  the  course  of  education  was 
opened  freely  to  him,  and  it  was  only  upon 
his  going  up  in  the  Senate  House  to  take 
his  degree  that  he  was  refused  that  evi- 
dence and  outward  recognition  of  the  ho- 
nour to  which  his  industry  and  talent  en- 
titled him.  But  at  Oxford  the  prohibition 
against  Dissenters  took  effect  in  limine-^ 
it  was  applied  when  the  candidate  present- 
ed himself  for  matriculation — and  the  Dis- 
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senter,  refusing  the  offered  test,  wai  not 
admitted  to  the  benefits  of  the  same  edu- 
cation which  he  enjoyed  at  the  sister  Uni- 
yersitj.  At  Oxford,  education  was  re- 
fused to  the  Dissenter.  At  Cambridge, 
education  was  granted,  but  the  degree  was 
refused*  This  was  under  the  old  system. 
He  contended,  further,  that  there  would  be 
no  analogy  between  the  two  Universities 
even  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  suc- 
ceeded in  carrying  his  Amendment.  By 
the  Oxford  Bill  a  Dissenter  could  take 
only  a  B.A.  degree.  By  the  present  Bill, 
even  as  amended  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  he  would  be  admitted  at  Cambridge 
to  the  M.A.  degree,  although  he  wotdd 
be  excluded  from  the  privileges  of  the 
Senate.  The  question  had  been  argued 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  upon  a  right 
principle.  Could  the  noble  Lord  show 
any  objection  to  the  admission  of  Dissen- 
ters to  the  Senate,  except  the  cry  of  ex- 
clusion, on  the  grounds  of  religious  faith, 
which  of  all  cries  was,  in  his  opinion,  the 
one  most  abhorrent  from  the  constitution 
of  England  ?  What  were  they  afraid  of  ? 
There  were  above  3,000  members  of  the 
Senate,  and  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that 
any  real  danger  could  arise  to  the  Church 
of  England  from  the  admiesion  of  a  few 
Dissenters  to  that  body.  But  this  did  not 
rest  on  theory.  The  experiment  had  al- 
ready been  tried.  Mr.  Pitt,  in  1793,  with- 
out objection  from  the  then  exclusively 
Protestant  Parliament  of  Ireland,  had  re- 
commended the  admission  of  both  Dissen- 
ters and  Roman  Catholics  to  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  degrees  conferred  by  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin ;  and  he  appealed  to  their 
Lordships  whether,  while  the  result  of  that 
experiment  had  furnished  them  with  the 
best  argument  against  the  Ultramontane 
doctrines  entertained  by  a  portion  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  party  m  Ireland  with  re- 
Boect  to  the  system  of  united  education, 
they  had  ever  heard  a  complaint  from  the 
Irish  University  or  the  Church  arising  from 
the  intermixture  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
with  the  Protestants  ? 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE  re- 
marked that  Dissenters  did  not  form  part 
of  the  governing  body  of  the  University  of 
Dublin. 

Lord  MONTE  AGLE  was  aware  of 
that,  but  that  only  referred  to  the  scholar- 
ships, fellowships,  and  the  privileges  of  the 
foundation.  As  Masters  of  Arts,  the  Dis- 
senters and  Churchmen  were  equal ;  they 
took  the  same  degi'ee  as  Churchmen,  and 
voted  for  Members  of  Parliament  in  the 
e  manner.     But  it  was  said,  that  by 

ItCrd  MarUeagle 


previous  clauses  of  the  Bill,  they  had  ad- 
mitted Dissenters  to  the  advantages  of 
the  University  by  giving  them  halls.  This 
was  not  a  correct  statement.  Equality  was 
not  conceded.  The  creation  of  three  sepa- 
rate halls  was  also  questionable.  He  re- 
gretted that  these  halls  had  been  establish- 
ed, because  some  inconveniences,  if  not  dan- 
gers, might  arise  from  the  establishment  of 
small  Dissenting  communities  in  the  Uni- 
versity, very  possibly  representing  the  ex- 
treme and  exclusive  opinions  of  that  body  ; 
whereas  if  Dissenters  were  admitted  fully, 
freely,  and  unreservedly  to  the  Colleges  and 
to  the  '*  University"  itself,  the  tendeney 
would  be  of  Dissenters  towards  the  Church, 
not  of  Churchmen  towards  Dissent.  But 
he  relied  upon  "  living  authorities,"  aa 
well  as  on  that  of  the  great  statesmaa 
whom  he  had  named,  and  he  begged  their 
Lordships  to  observe  that  the  argument 
which  he  was  about  to  quote  was  not 
founded  upon  any  temporary  or  trumpery 
ground,  but  upon  eternal  principles  which 
were  at  all  times  equally  just  and  true. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Derby),  on  the  occasion  of  the  presen- 
tation of  the  memorable  Cambridge  pe- 
tition in  the  year  1832,  said  that  he 
was  confident  that  the  Church  would  not 
be  strengthened  by  keeping  up  the  system 
of  exclusion  at  the  universities.  The 
noble  Earl  then  expressed  an  opinion  that 
it  was  not  by  exclusion,  but  by  admission, 
that  the  interests  of  the  Church  were  best 
supported.  If  those  arguments  were  good 
then,  they  were  equally  good  now.  He 
begged  to  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
petition  of  1832,  entrusted  to  him  (Lord 
Monteagle)  in  1832,  recommended  the  ad- 
mission of  Dissenters  to  a  full  and  free 
admission  to  degrees.  That  petition  was 
signed  by  the  present  Archbishop  of  York, 
the  late  Bishop  of  Lichfield,  and  by  a  dis- 
tinguished Prelate  now  present,  the  Bishop 
of  St.  David's.  It  also  bore  the  signatures 
of  the  Dean  of  Ely,  and  many  other  leading 
members  of  the  Church  and  of  the  Univer- 
sity. He  could  not  understand  how  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Lyndhurst) 
could  consistently  advocate  the  admission 
of  those  who  were  not  Christians  to  the  Le- 
gislature of  this  country,  and  at  the  same 
time  object  to  the  admission  of  a  Dissent- 
ing Christian  as  one  of  the  Senate  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge.  He  could  not 
admit  that  the  alteration  in  the  Bill  which 
admitted  Dissenters  to  the  Senate  on  terms 
of  perfect  equality  wa^  carried  in  the 
other  House  by  surprise,  since  the  Amend- 
ment upon  which  the  Vote  was  taken 
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had  been  printed  and  placed  in  the  usual 
manner  in  the  hands  of  Members^  and 
in  fact  two  diTisions  took  place  upon  it. 
The  House  of  Commons  might  hare  re- 
Tersed  its  vote  on  the  third  reading, 
had  it  been  carried  by  surprise;  but,  on 
the  oontnuy,  it  was  acquiesced  in,  with- 
out dirision,  and  the  House  unanimouslj 
passed  the  Bill  with  the  Amendment.  He 
implored  their  Lordships  not  to  unsettle 
this  question  afresh  by  agreeing  to  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
This  was  only  continuing  a  cause  of  irri- 
tation, and  it  was  certain  that  an  imper- 
fect concession  would  lead  to  a  protracted 
struggle,  which  could  only  terminate  by 
the  concession  of  a  just  demand  of  that 
which  was  now  unwisely  refused.  He 
would  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  against  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  in  farour  of  the  Amend- 
ment introduced  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, thus  rendering  the  admission  of 
Dissenters  into  the  Senate  final  and  sa- 
tisfactory. 

The  Ear!  of  DERBY  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  quoted  from  a  speech  of 
his  delivered  twenty-^four  years  ago,  which 
represented  him  as  ha?iog  been  opposed  to 
the  system  of  exclusion,  and  pledged  to  the 
question  under  their  Lorships'  consideration 
— namely,  whether  the  Dissenters  ought 
to  be  admitted  to  the  gOYerning  body  of 
^e  Universities.  He  adhered  to  the 
opinion  he  then  expressed,  that  Dissenting 
youths  ought  not  to  be  excluded  from  the 
benefits  of  a  Uniyersity  education  ;  and  to 
the  imposition  of  an  oath  on  matriculation 
he  had  always  objected ;  but  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  admission  of  the 
Dissenters  to  the  governing  body  of  the 
University  ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
read  the  whole  of  his  speech  he  would 
have  found  that  he  proceeded  to  state  that 
he  would  not  enter  upon  details  as  to  how 
far  aad  in  what  manner  it  might  be  desir- 
able to  modify  the  admission  of  Dissenters 
—whether  they  ought  to  be  admitted  to 
all  the  honours  and  none  of  the  powers  of 
Government,  and  whether  there  should  be 
any  restriction  with  regard  to  the  inter- 
nal government  of  the  University.  Their 
Lordshtpe  would  therefore  see  that  he  had 
carefully  guarded  himself  then,  as  he 
guarded  himself  now,  against  declaring 
his  opinion  with  respect  to  the  modifica- 
tions or  relaxations  under  which  Dissenters 
ought  to  be  admitted  to  all  the  privileges 

of  the  University.     He  had  always  said 
Dissenters  ought  to  be  admitted  to  matri- 


culation and  to  the  bachelor's  degree ;  but 
he  did  not  think  they  ought  to  be  included 
in  the  government  of  the  University,  and 
in  favour  of  that  opinion  there  had  been 
recorded  during  the  present  Session  the 
vote  and  opinion  of  almost  every  Member 
of  the  Government  in  the  House  of  Com- 
gnons,  including  the  Prime  Minister  him* 
self. 

The  Bishop  of  ST.  DAVID'S  said,  he 
did  not  feel  himself  bound  by  his  recollec- 
tion of  the  petition  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Monteagle)  had  alluded,  and  which 
he  (the  Bishop  of  St.  David's)  had  had 
the  pleasure  of  signing,  since  he  did  not 
remember  that  one  of  the  objects  of  that 
petition  was  to  give  the  Dissenters  a  share 
m  the  governing  body  of  the  University. 
He  desired  to  extend  to  Dissenters  the 
fullest  share  in  the  honours  of  the  Univer- 
sity that  was  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  its  constitution  in  connection  with  the 
Church  of  England.  He  did  not  think 
that  a  change  so  important  should  have 
been  introduced  into  the  Bill  in  the  House 
of  Commons  in  the  manner  which  had  been 
described.  At  the  same  time  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  clause,  as  it  stood,  would 
enable  Dissenters  at  the  University  of 
Cambridge  to  exercise  any  injurious  in- 
fluence on  the  government  of  the  Univer- 
sity, because  their  numbers  were  very 
small  and  insignificant  in  proportion  to  the 
numbers  of  members  of  the  Established 
Church.  To  the  Dissenters,  therefore,  the 
boon  in  question  was  of  the  smallest  pos- 
sible value.  The  alteration  proposed  would 
not  deprive  them  of  that  which  would  confer 
upon  the  Dissenters  ai^  substantial  power, 
but  it  might  infuse  elements  of  discord  and 
ill-feeling  into  the  University.  It  was  with 
very  great  reluctance,  because  he  shrank 
from  the  appearance  of  withholding  from 
the  Dissenters  any  privileges  which  might 
be  safely  and  usefully  conferred,  that  he 
dissented  from  a  change  which  he  believed 
would  be  to  them  perfectly  useless,  while 
it  would  have  a  detrimental  effect  on  the 
social  state  of  the  University,  and  give 
members  of  other  Universities  some  right 
to  complain. 

On  Question  their  Lordships  divided: — 
Content  73 ;  Not  Content  26 :  Majority  47. 


DUKSS. 


Beaufort 
Buooleuoh 
Cleveland 
Richmond 


List  of  the  Content. 

KABQUES8X8. 

Bath 

Camden 

Exeter 

Salisbury 

Winchester 


319 


lVoop$i»Ae 


■ABLB. 

MelTiUe 

Aberdeen 

St.  Vinoent 

Bandon 

BIBHOPB. 

Bantry 

Bangor 

Bathurst 

Lichfield 

Beauohamp 

Salisbury 

Bradford 

St  Dand's 

Cbichetter 

BABOBB. 

Delawarr 

Abinger 

Derby 

Bagot 

Donooghmore 

Bayning 

Egmont 

Boston 

Galloway 

Bemers 

flardwioke 

Chorohil] 

Harrington 

Clarina 

Haddington 

Clinton 

Lanesborongb 

ColviUe  of  ColroBB 

Luoan 

Denman 

Mansfield 

Oelamere 

Morton 

Do  Rob 

Nelson 

DynoTor 

Fowls 

Diinsandle 

Portarlington 

FoTersham 

Sbaftesbnry 

Gray 

Stanhope 

Kenyon 

Sheffield 

Lyndhurst 

Verulam 

Lyttelton 

WUton 

Redesdale 

TIBOOUVTS* 

Sandys 

Bangor 

Southampton 

Dungannon 

Tenterden 

Doneraile 

Walsingham 

Gage 
Middleton 

WiUoughby  de  Broke 

Wynford 

List  qf  ike  Not  Coktevt. 

The  Lord  Chaneellor 

Strangfbrd 

DUKB. 

Sydney 

Argyll 

MABQUBBBBB. 

BABOBB. 

Broughton 

Byron 

Campbell 

Ailesbury 
Headfbrt 

Lansdowne 

Congleton 

Sligo 

Daere 
Foley 

Manners 

BABLB. 

Besborongh 

•   Monteagle 
Panmure 

Granard 

Rivers 

Harrowby 

Sayo  and  Sole 

TisoomrTB. 

Stanley  of  Alderley 

Falkland 

Wrottesley 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendments  made :  The  Re- 
port thereof  to  he  received  on  Monday 
next. 

Hoase  adjoamed  to  Mondaj  next 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 

Friday,  July  4,  1856. 

MnruTBs.]    Nbw  Wbit. — For  Cabe,  v.  the  Earl 
of  Shelbnme,  Steward  of  Hempholme. 
Pvbuo   Biu..  — I®  DiToroe   and   Matrimonial 
Causes. 
3*   Incumbered    Estates   (Ireland) ;    Reyenuo 
(Transfisr  of  Charges). 
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8®  Chnroh  Building  Coinmiiwrion ;  Parochial 
Schools  (Scotland) ;  Militia  Ballots  Suspen- 
sion ;  Deeds  (Scotland) ;  Procedure  bdBora 
Justices  (Scotland). 


LIABILITY  OF  CAB  PROPRIETORS-* 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  D.  WADDINGTON  said,  he  wish- 
ed to  inquire  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, whether  his  attention  had  heen  call- 
ed to  a  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  bj  which  cab  proprietors  were  held 
to  he  liable  in  respect  of  luggage  lost  in 
their  cahs,  and  whether  he  intended  to 
take  any  measure  to  relieye  the  cab  pro- 
prietors from  that  Hahility  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  the  ef- 
fect of  a  recent  decision  in  the  Court  of 
Queen *s  Bench  was  to  fix  an  unlimited  lia- 
bility in  respect  of  goods  conveyed  hy  rail- 
way companies,  and  that  the  suhjeet  was 
then  under  the  consideration  of  GoTcm- 
ment ;  hut  he  was  not  at  that  moment 
prepared  with  any  measure  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  affording  relief  to  those 
companies. 

COUNTT  COtJRT  JUDGES'  SALARIES- 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  a  ques- 
tion  to  put  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. A  Bill  now  stood  for  Monday,  to 
regulate  the  salaries  of  the  County  Court 
Judges.  That  Bill  placed  the  salaries  to 
the  charge  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He 
therefore  desired  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  would  he  ahle  to 
lay  on  the  tahle  of  the  House  an  estimate 
of  the  amonnt  which  would  he  placed  to 
the  charge  of  the  Consolidated  J?nnd  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  he  had  no  ohjection  to 
lay  on  the  tahle  the  best  estimate  tbe 
Government  were  ahle  to  form  as  to  the 
charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  those 
salaries.  The  Bill  would  not  be  taken  till 
Friday  next,  and  before  that  time  he  would 
endeavour  to  lay  the  estimate  on  tbe 
table. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  hoped  that  tbe 
estimate  would  show  the  distinction  be« 
tween  the  amount  paid  hy  the  Consolidated 
Fund  and  the  amount  paid  by  fees. 

TROOPS  IN  THE  WEST  INDIES- 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  SCHOLE field  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Under-Secretary  for 
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War  whether  the  three  regiments — the  '  income  should  be  for  life,  though,  nccord- 
36th,  67th,  and  69th,  which  have  now  ing  to  all  precedent,  it  might  surely  with 
been  about  ^ye  years  stationed  in  the  fairness  be  understood  to  be  for  life.  But 
West  India  islands — were  shortly  to  be  ;  within  the  last  two  years  the  income  had 
relieTed  ?  The  usual  time  for  such  ser-  been  wholly  stopped,  and  the  bishop  left 
Tice  was  only  three  years.  i  without  the  means  of  support  in  his  epis- 

Mb.  FREDBRICK  PREL  said,  that '  copal  capacity.  Reference  was  made  by 
the  delay  bad  been  caused  by  the  necessity  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  6. 
of  concentrating  the  troops  in  the  Crimea:  ;  Grey),  when  at  the  Colonial  Office,  to  the 
The  GoYernment  had  no  wish  to  detain  colony  itself,  but  the  colony  refused  to  act 
those  troops  in  the  West  Indies  beyond  upon  it  ;  and,  if  he  remembered  rightly, 
their  time.  They  were  at  present  on  their  •  their  refusal  was  given  about  the  time  that 
way  to  this  country.  It  was  impossible  at  the  new  constitution  for  Now  Zealand  came 
present  to  say  what  would  be  their  desti-  '  into  operation,  and  the  Government  of  the 
nation.  colony  could   hardly  be  considered   in    a 

settlf^d  state.     How  far  that  circumstance 
SALARY  OF  THE  BISHOP  OF  NEW  ZEA- 1  gave  better  hope  of  the  result  of  any  fresh 

LAND.  '  reference  to  the  colony  he  could  not  say ; 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  at  its  but  he  would  submit  to  the  Government 
rising  should  adjourn  until  Monday,  •  whether  it  was  creditable  to  the  Church  or 

Sir  JOHN  PARINGTON  rose,  and  honourable  to  the  country  that  in  conse- 
uid  that  he  could  not  allow  the  Session  quence  of  a  minunderstandlng  of  the  nature 
to  close  without  putting  a  question  to  the  he  had  described  a  bishop  should  be  de- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  prived  of  the  income  he  had  a  ri<;ht  to  ex- 
the  Colonies  with  respect  to  the  subject  to  pect  at  the  time  of  his  appointment,  and 
which  he  had  already  called  the  attention  left  without  any  means  of  supporting  his 
of  the  House  on  more  than  one  occasion,  position  in  the  colony.  If  the  right  hon. 
namely,  the  salary  of  the  Bishop  of  New  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere)  could  not  hold 
Zealand.  His  object  in  putting  the  question  out  any  prospect  of  the  salary  of  the  bi- 
was  to  ascertain  what  was  the  intention  of  shop  b<>ing  renewed,  he  (Sir  J.  Pakington) 
the  Government  with  regard  to  a  state  of  should  certainly  bring  forward  a  Motion 
things  which  they  must  allow  was  not  on  upon  the  subject  early  in  the  next  Session. 
the  whole  a  creditable  one,  and  which  to  In  conclusion,  he  wished  to  ask  whether 
them,  as  it  was  to  him,  must,  he  was  sure,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
be  matter  of  great  regret.     In  former  dis-    make  any  arrangement  for  restoring  to  the 


eussions  that  had  taken  place  upon  the 
sabjeci,  blame  had  been  thrown  upon  him 
in  consequence  of  some  words  which  fell 
from  his  lips  in  moving  the  Colonial  Esti- 
mates m  the  year  1852 ;  but  he  had  never 
acknowledged  the  justice  of  that  blame, 
and  even  supposing  that  in  the  first  three 
weeks  of  his  holding  office,  daring  which 
it  was  natural  that  his  mind  should  have 
been  much  occupied  by  matters  of  varied 
interest,  and  whilst  moving  the  Colonial 
Estimates,  he  had  used  expressions  which 
applied  to  the  Bishop  of  New  Zealand, 
nevertheless,  he   had   subsequently,  over 
and  over  again,  declared  that  it  was  not 
his  ioteoiion  to  convey  the  meaning  that 
had   been  subsequently   put  upon   them. 
The  facts  of  the  case  were  these: — Tho 
Bishop  of  New  Zealand  was  appointed  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
(Lord  John  Russell)  when  the  noble  Lord 
waa  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  in 
)839  or  1841,  with  the  distinct  intimation 
that  hia  salary  was  to  be  £600  per  annum. 
^o  promise  was  made,  however,  that  that 

VOL.  CXLIII.    [thi&d  series.] 


Bishop  of  New  Zealand  the  moderate  and 
necessary   income  of  £600   per  annum, 
which  was  provided  for  him  when  he  fir^b 
accepted  the  position  he  has  so  well  filled, 
and  was  continued  till  the  last  two  years  ? 
Mr.  labouchere  said,  that  he  could 
not    avoid    confessing    that    the    subject 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Droitwich  was  one  which  he  alwavs 
approached   with    pain    and    concern,    be- 
cause he  readily  admitted  that  the  Bishop 
of  New  Zealand  had  been  hardly  treated. 
But  he  was  also  quite  sure  that  it  was  not  the 
result  of  design  on  the  part  of  any  one  who 
had  had  to  do  with  the  transaction,  though 
that  result  was  equally  certain  as  if  it  had 
been  ;  and  he  must  repeat  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  review  the  proceedings  without 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that,  so  far  as  tho 
Bishop  was  concerned,  he  had  been  some- 
what harshly  treated.     He  must  also  con- 
fess that  the  pain  he  felt  was  aggravated 
by  the   circumstance   that   nothing  could 
have   been    more    disinterested    or   high- 
minded  than  the   conduct  of  the  Bishop 
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himself  with  regard  to  the  whole  matter. 
When  applied  to,  and  asked  if  he  consi- 
dered he  had  a  right  to  the  money  on  ac- 
count of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been 
appointed,  he  answered,  in. writing,  in  these 
terms  : — 

"  I  admit  the  oorreotness  of  the  statement 
which  IB  reported  to  have  been  made  by  Lord  John 
Russell,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  that  no  stipu- 
lation  or  agreement  was  made  by  me  in  1841  re- 
specting the  amount  or  continuance  of  the  salary; 
for  I  did  not  then,  nor  do  I  now,  consider  it  to  be 
a  part  of  my  office  to  make  any  such  stipulation 
or  agreement,  either  with  the  home  or  the  colo- 
nial Goyemment ;  and  I  must  leaye  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  responsibility  of  inter- 
fering with  prerions  arrangements  without  making 
any  provision  for  me." 

Than  such  language  nothing  could  be  more 
becoming  or  suitable  to  the  sacred  station 
which  the  Bishop  of  New  Zealand  held,  or 
more  in  consonance  with  the  whole  cha- 
racter and  conduct  of  that  right  rev.  per- 
son ;  and  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  could  as- 
sure the  House  that  if  he  himself  had  come 
to  the  cooclusiou  that  he  ought  not  again 
to  put  upon  the   Colonial    Estimates   tho 
snlary   of   the   Bishop   of    New   Zealand, 
which    had  now   been   omitted   for   three 
years,  it  was  from  no   disrespect  to  the 
Bishop,  nor  any  insensibility  to  the  manner 
in  which   he  had  filled   his   sacred   ofSce 
during  the  time  he  had  been  in  New  Zea- 
land, or  the  benefits  which  the  community 
there  had  received  at  his  hands  ;  but  he 
must  remind  the  House  of  what  were  the 
real  facts  of  the  case.     It  was  in  1841 
that   the   bishopric  of   New  Zealand   was 
founded,  and  placed   upon  the  Estimates 
with  a  salary  of  £^00  a  year.      But  it 
could  not  be  said  that  any  right  to  that 
salary  was  created  by  what  then  took  place, 
although  he  was  willing  to  admit  that  the 
Bishop  had  every  reasonable  expectation 
that  it  would  be  continued.     In  point  of 
fact,  the  salary  was  continued  until  1852, 
but  from  that  period  it  was  omitted  from 
the  Estimates.     At  that   time  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  opposite  (Sir  J.  Paking- 
ton)  filled  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  ;  and  in  referring  to  what 
he  then  stated  it  was  not  his  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore's)    intention  to  offer   any  personal 
taunt  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  a  distinct  pledge  was  then  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  salary 
should  not  again  appear  in  the  Votes.     In 
a  matter  of  that  kind  he  did  think  that 
when  the  House  was  asked  to  agree  to  an 
Estimate  with  the  distinct  understanding 
^hat  it  should  not  be  repeated,  it  was  a 
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pledge  to  the  House  of  Commons  which 
ought  not  to  be  broken  without  tho  strong- 
est and  most  justifiable  reasons  for  doing  so. 
Well,  now,  what  was  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  movitig  the  Esti- 
mates in  1852  ?  There  was  a  sum  of 
£10,000  proposed  to  be  voted  that  year 
for  New  Zealand,  and  he  found  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  addressing  the  fol- 
lowing inquiry  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man : — 

Mr.  W.  Williams  said,  he  was  glad  to  observe 
that  there  was  a  reduction  in  this  Vote  as  com- 
pared with  previous  years,  and  he  hoped  that  they 
might  look  forward  to  a  ftirther  and  a  considerable 
reduction  next  year.  The  charge  of  £600  for  the 
Bishop  of  New  Zealand,  and  £590  for  chaplains 
and  schools,  he  must,  however,  object  to,  on  the 
ground  that  the  people  of  this  country  ought  not 
to  be  taxed  for  providing  Bishops  and  clergy  for 
New  Zealand,  or  any  other  colony,  and  added, 
that  unless  a  pledge  were  given  that  these  items 
should  not  appear  again,  be  should  divide  the  Com- 
mittee against  them.'*— -[3  Hanaard^  cxxii.  106.] 

The  House  would  observe  that  the  special, 
and,  indeed,  only  ground  upon  which  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lambeth  ob- 
jected to  the  Vote  was  that  a  certain  por- 
tion of  ecclesiastical  expenditure  was  in- 
cluded in  the  amount : — 

"  Sir  John  Pakinoton  said,  ho  was  decidedly 
averse  to  giving  any  distinct  pledge  ;  but  seeing 
the  reduction  already  made  in  the  Vote,  and  that 
next  year  it  would  be  further  reduced,  it  was 
hoped,  to  £5,000,  and  that  after  that  time  proba- 
bly no  grant  at  all  would  be  required  on  account 
of  New  ZeaUnd,  he  would  suggest  that  it  would 
be  hardly  reasonable  to  divide  against  the  amount 
now  proposed." 

Upon  that — 

"  Mr.  W.  Williams  said,  that  after  the  gratify- 
ing statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  con- 
sidering that  the  Vote  was  now  reduced  to 
£10,000,  and  would  be  only  £5,000,  after  which 
no  grant  would  be  required,  he  would  not  press 
his  Amendment." — [3  Hamard,  oxxii.  100.] 

After  such  observations  as  the  above  he 
could  hardly  conceiTo  a  more  distinct  pledge 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  that  the  whole 
of  the  expenditure  for  New  Zealand  should 
in  future  be  defrayed  by  the  colony  itself« 
and  that  the  House  of  Commone  should 
not  be  called  upon  to  meet  it  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  mother  country.     He  roust 
also  confess  that,  finding  such  a  pledge  had 
been  given  to  the  House  of  Commons  by 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  three  years 
ago,  and  that  that  pledge  had  ever  since 
been  acted  upon,  he  assuredly  should  not 
feel  himself  at  liberty  to  propose  such  a 
grant  to  the  House  of  Comniona,  except 
for  the  strongest  reasons — unless,  indeed, 
it  were  a  gross  and  palpahle    breach  of 
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faith  to  do  otherwise.     In  previous  discus- 
sions  on   the   Buhject,  allusion  had  been 
made  to   the    case    of    North   American 
Bishops  ;  but  he  did  not  consider  that  they 
stood  at  all  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
Bishop  of  New  Zealand.     The  whole  of 
the  Vote  for  New  Zealand  to  which  he  had 
alluded  was  made  on  temporary  grounds  ; 
and  the  House  was  told  that  New  Zealand 
would  be  a  self-supporting  colony,  and  no 
chars;e  to  this  country  ;  whereas  the  eccle- 
siastical  establishments  in   America  had 
always  been  defrayed  out  of  the  revenues 
of  the  mother  country.     Every  effort  had 
been  made  by  the  Government  to  induce 
the  Le^slature  of  New  Zealand  to  con- 
tin  ae  the  salary  during  the  lifetime  of  the 
esisting   Bishop;   but  whilst  the  Legisla- 
ture spoke  in  the  most  respectful  t^rms  of 
that  right  reverend  person,  and  expressed 
a  high  sense  of  his  merits  and  services, 
they  stated  that  as  a  matter  of  principle 
they  did  not  feel  that  they  ought  to  sup- 
port the  Bishop  of  one  religious  denomina- 
tion to  the  exclusion  of  another.     He  had 
now  stated  the  reasons  why  he  was  afraid 
he  must  return  a  negative  reply  to   the 
question  of   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
but  be  coald  not  sit  down  without  observing 
that  he  should  be  astonished  indeed  if  the 
Bishop  of  New  Zealand  were  in  any  way  a 
sufferer  by  the  refusal  of  that  House  to 
continue  his  salary.     For  what  was  going 
00  in  the  colony  at  the  present  moment  t 
By  the  spontaneous  efforts  of  Churchmen 
io  New  Zealand  they  were  absolutely  found- 
iDg  new  bishoprics.     It  was  only  the  other 
day  that   he  himself  advised  the   Grown 
to  assent  to  the  establishment  of  a  new 
bishopric  in  the  district  of  Canterbury,  for 
which  an  endowment  of  £500  a  year  had 
already  been  secured  from  private  sources 
alone  ;  and   there  was  now  a  proposal  be- 
fore him  for  constituting  another  see  for 
the  district  of  Wellington,  where  the  en- 
dowment was  equally  liberal  and  secure. 
He    could    not    imagine,   therefore,   that 
Churchmen  in  New  Zealand  would  be  guilty 
of  the  inconsistency  and  injustice  of  pro- 
viding for   New  Bishops  before  they  had 
made  provision  for  the  old  ;  and  he  should 
hope  there  was  no  fear  of  that  excellent 
prelate.  Dr.  Selwyn,  suffering  in  pecuniary 
circumstances    from   the   state   of    things 
which  had  arisen  ;  but  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
J.  Pakington)  having  stated  the  particu- 
lars of  the  case,  he  could  only  say,  and 
he  said  it  with  the  deepest  regret,  that  he 
eould  not  hold  out  any  expectation  of  his 


advising  that  the  salary  of  the  Bishop  of 
New  Zealand  should  again  be  placed  on  the 
Estimates. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  man- 
ner in  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had  spoken  of 
Dr.  Selwyn  was  as  worthy  of  the  object 
of  his  commendation  as  of  hiy'own  charac- 
ter and  station  ;  but  he  had  not  a  word  of 
objection  to  urge  against  the  course  taken 
by  Her  Miyesty's  Governnient  up  to  that 
period  ;  because  he  himself  was  respon- 
sible for  having  concurred  in  the  propriety 
of  that  course.  Undoubtedly  it  was  the 
case,  and  there  should  be  np  mistake  about 
it,  that  the  difficulty  in  which  the  Goveni- 
ment  of  Lord  Aberdeen  was  placed  in  re- 
ference to  the  subject  arose  entirely  and 
exclusively  out  of  the  effect  of  the  words 
which  were  understood  to  be  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Pakington)  at 
the  time  he  was  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the 
Colonies.  They  construed  the  words  used 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet — whether  in- 
tended by  him  or  not  was  obviously  not 
the  question — as  constituting  a  distinct 
pledge  to  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
Vote  for  the  salary  of  the  Bishop  of  New 
Zealand  should  not  be  renewed,  and  it  cer- 
tainly appeared  to  them  that  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  departing  from  that 
pledge.  If  the  Government  had  at  the 
period  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  in  office  as 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  placed  a  Vote 
upon  the  Estimates,  and  had  used  their  in- 
fluence as  a  Government  to  procure  the 
assent  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
ordinary  manner  to  that  Vote,  then  he 
thought  that  while  they  might  have  been 
doing  what  was  most  desirable  in  regard 
to  the  Bishop  of  New  Zealand,  they  would 
have  given  fair  ground  of  complaint  to  the 
House  of  Commons  on  account  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  pledge — the  involuntary 
pledge,  perhaps — of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  in  that  case  have  been  violated. 
He  did  not  see,  then,  though  there  was 
something  to  regret,  that  there  was  any- 
thing to  find  fault  with  on  the  part  of  the 
Government ;  because  ho  held  this  sound 
parliamentary  doctrine,  that  there  were  no 
words  of  higher  authority  than  words  used 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  when  giving 
answers,  in  his  place,  to  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons was  accustomed  to  repose  the  most 
implicit  reliance  in  such  verbal  assurances; 
and  cases  occurred  every  year  in  which  the 
Votes  of  that  House  were  determined  by 
the  simple  effect  of  those  verbal  assurances, 
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giyen  at  that  moment.  Therefore  thej 
ought  to  he  considered  as  of  the  highest 
aathoritj,  and  the  pledge  they  involved 
oaght  to  he  strictly  helieved.  But  how 
Btood  the  case  ?  Grant  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Memher  for  Droitwich  was 
not,  at  the  moment,  fully  aware  of  the 


hreadth  oL  the  engagcn)ent  which  his 
words  mighrhe  suppo(>ed  to  imply — grant 
that  the  Government  which  succeeded  that 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
Memher  were  hound  to  refrain  from  using 
their  authority  to  procure  the  continuance 
of  the  Bishop's  salary,  did  the  case  stand 
in  a  position  that  was  satisfactory  to  the 
Memhers  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
Both  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  him- 
self  now  spoke  in  the  capacity  of  inde- 
pendent Memhers  of  that  House  ;  hut  the 
testimony  on  hoth  sides  of  the  House  was 
the  same.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  state  in  which  the  question  now 
Btood  was  not  altogether  honourable  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  whilst  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Colonial  Secretary,  in  following 
him,  commenced  hh  remarks  with  an  em- 
phatic assertion  that  the  Bishop  of  New 
Zealand  had  been  "  harshly  treated.** 
Now,  without  determining  where  the  blame 
might  rest,  he  fully  felt  the  pressure  of 
those  declarations  that  between  them  all 
the  Bishop  of  New  Zealand  had  been 
harshly  treated.  Let  it  be  granted  that 
Dr.  Selwyn  left  this  country  without  any 
agreement  or  stipulation.  Well,  so  he  did  ; 
but,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Colonial 
Secretary  had  observed,  he  had  a  fair 
title  to  expect  the  continuance  of  hia 
salary.  Now,  what  was  the  rule  upon 
which  Parliament  acted  with  regard  to  the 
recipients  of  public  money  ?  It  did  not 
inquire  whether  they  had  a  written  cove- 
nant or  a  positive  legal  right ;  but  wher- 
ever there  was  a  moral  claim  there  Parlia- 
ment invariably  discharged  it  in  the  fullest 
and  most  liberal  manner.  The  question 
was,  then,  whether  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, not  being  under  the  influence  of  a 
Government,  or  of  pledges  of  any  sort,  but 
as  a  collection  of  English  Gentlemen  sitting 
there  to  discharge  their  duties,  could,  or 
could  not,  with  respect  to  those  declara- 
tions and  to  the  general  rules  of  adminis- 
tration, refute  and  contradict  what  had 
been  observed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Pakington) — namely,  that  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  was  not  honourable  to 
the  House  of  Commons:  besides  that,  what 
had  been  said  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Colonial  Secretary  ? — why,  that  the  Bishop 
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of  New  Zealand  had  been  harshly  treated. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  provision  whicli 
the  Colonial  Secretary  thought  the  Cliunh- 
men  of  New  Zealand  ought  to  have  made 
for  the  Bishop,  he  was  afraid  that  that 
provision  did  not  exist,  but  he  must  say 
that  it  weighed  upon  his  conscience,  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that 


the  subject  under  consideration  remained 
in  the  position  in  which  it  now  did.    It 
seemed  that  no  remedy  could  be  applied 
to  it  without  the  general  assent  of  that 
House.      Speaking,  therefore,  in  his  in- 
dividual capacity,  he  would   say  that  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory,  and  at  the 
same  time  more  consonant  with  the  princi- 
ples of  justice,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
rule  upon  which  Parliament  usually  acted, 
if   they  encouraged   the   Government  by 
their  general  assent  to  propose  a  renewal 
of  the  grant,  than  by  holding  the  Govern- 
ment down  to  the  letter  of   the  pledge, 
which  was  apparently  unconsciously  given 
in  the  first  instance,  and  since  reluctantly 
acknowledged,  they  permitted  the  existing 
state  of  things  to  continue,  and  left  the 
Bishop  of  New  Zealand  entirely  dependent 
on  private  and  voluntary  contributions  for 
his  support. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  it  had 
been   stated    that   Bishop    Selwyn   would 
rather  labour  with  his  own  hands  to  ob- 
tain a  living  than  apply  to  the  House  of 
Commons.     If  he  did  so,  he  would  only  do 
what  better  men  than  himself — what  the 
apostles  themselves  had  done  before  him. 
They,  too,  had  laboured  with  their  hands. 
He  could  not  see  why  the  people  of  New 
Zealand   should    not    support    their    own 
Bishop.     The  colony  had  always  been  un- 
derstood to  be  a  self-supporting  one.    It 
was  founded  at  a  considerable  expense  to 
this  country.     That  expense  had  not  been 
thrown  away,  and  the  colony  was  now  in  a 
most  prosperous  condition,  and  was  cer- 
tainly in  a  condition  to  support  its  own 
ministers.     He  hoped  that   House  would 
never   be  called  upon  to  support  ao  un- 
christian a  proposition  as  that  for  making 
the  people  of  England  pay  for  a  Bishop  of 
New  Zealand. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  he  did  not 
consider  that  the  present  moment  was  a 
convenient  one  to  enter  into  any  discussion 
of  the  principles  on  which  the  Colonial 
Church  was  formed  or  how  it  should  be 
supported,  and  he  should  not,  therefore, 
touch  upon  .that  subject.  With  regard  to 
the  incident  in  question,  however,  he  looked 
upon  it  as  a  case  which  ought  to  be  consider- 
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ed  entirely  in  reference  to  the  claim  of  the 
JDclividua].  His  impression  was — though  he 
bad  not  then  the  opportunity  of  consulting 
the  documents,  as  they  were  in  the  Secre- 
tary of    State's  office — that  the  post  of 
Bishop  of  New  Zealand  had  heen  accepted 
by  the  eminent  divine  who  held  it  on  the 
clear  understanding  that  a  decent  provi- 
sion was  to  be  made  for  the  support  of  the 
Church  in   the  colony.      He  would   ask, 
therefore,  assuming  that  to  be  the  case, 
whether  the  House  of  Commons  had  not 
entered  into  an  engagement  on  the  sub- 
ject ?  and  that  being  the  case,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  whatever  might  bo 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  on  the  gene- 
ral question  of  Church  endowment,  if  such 
an  engagement  was  entered  into,  involving 
as  it  did  such  a  peculiar  responsibility,  it 
ought  to  be  fulfilled.     The  only  real  ob- 
stacle to  a  large  and  liberal  interpretation 
of  the  question  was,  it  appeared,  a  pledge 
which  it  wns  alleged  had  been  given  by 
his  right    hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Droitwich  when  he  held  office.     Now,  he 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  had,  however,  no  recollec- 
tion of  auy  words  which  fell  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  would  bear  suclf  an  inter- 
]>retation.    He  was  much  surprised,  there- 
fore, to  hear  it  alleged  as  such  against  his 
right  hon.  Friend,     lie  found,  however,  on 
the  contrary,  in  the  only  authentic  record 
of  the  proceedings  of  that   House  which 
was  to  be  had,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  said,  at  the  very  outset  of  his  remarks, 
**  that  he  was  averse  to  giving  any  dis- 
tinct pledge  on  the  subject.'*     His  right 
hon.  Friend,  therefore,  could  not  be  held  as 
having  given  a  distinct  pledge  when  he  pro- 
fessed his  aversion  to  it  at  the  very  outset. 
He  was   therefore  surprised  to  hear  the 
nght  hoD.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone)  speak  of  a  "  dis- 
tinct pledge."     But  bis  right  hon.  Friend, 
in  his  subsequent  observations,  stated  that 
'*  probably,  after  the  next  jear,  no  further 
grant  would  be  required."    Now  *•  proba- 
bly'* is  one  of  the  most  vague  expressions 
io  the  language,  and  certainly  could  not 
by  any  process  be  converted  into  a  dis- 
tinct pledge.     Therefore  he  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
eoDld  not  but  think  that,  as  regarded  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  observations,  it  was  a 
mo3t  severe  and  erroneous  interpretation 
to  charge  him  with  having  made  a  distinct 
pledge  to  Parliament  on  the  subject.    Still 
he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  thought  that  even  if  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  given  the  pledge,  it 
ought  to  be   no  obstacle  to  a  large  and 


generous  dealing  with  the  Bishop  of  New 
Zealand.  It  was,  as  he  had  stated,  a  case 
which  should  be  considered  in  the  light  of 
an  engagement  as  between  Parliament  and 
the  individual  in  question.  That  being  so, 
he  must  protest  against  the  introduction 
into  its  settlement  of  questions  of  politics 
or  of  Ecclesiastical  Government.  In  his 
opinion  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
consider  it  in  that  spirit ;  and  he  therefore 
contended  that  the  observations  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  in  1852,  even  if  they  were  made 
as  alleged,  should  be  construed  into  a  dis- 
tinct pledge  as  against  the  arrangement. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  had  no 
desire  to  oppose  the  consideration  of  any 
well-founded  claim  which  the  Bishop  of 
New  Zealand  might  have ;  but  he  must 
correct  the  misapprehension  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Disraeli)  that 
the  only  obstacle  to  the  renewal  of  the 
grant  was  a  casual  expression  dropped  in 
debate,  without  sufficient  consideration,  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Droitwich  (Sir  J.  Pakington).  Wheh  he 
(Sir  G.  Grey)  became  Colonial  Secretary, 
his  attention  was  called  to  the  Estimates 
whicl|  were  prepared  in  the  Colonial  Office 
in  the  year  lo52,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  the  right  boo.  Baronet  was 
Secretary  for  the  Colonics,  and  which  were 
signed  by  Lord  Desart  as  Under  Secretary. 
The  Estimate  for  New  Zealand  amounted 
to  £  1 0,000  made  up  of  several  items,  one 
of  which  was  £600  for  the  salary  of  the 
Bishop.  To  that  Estimate  there  was  ap- 
pended a  note  which  was  in  exact  accord- 
ance with  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  reported  to  have  afterwards  stated  in 
that  House,  and  which  had  been  added  in 
the  Colonial  Office  by  the  directions  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  transmitted  to  the 
Treasury,  and  by  the  Treasury  submitted 
to  Parliament  with  the  Estimates,  in  order 
to  induce  Parliament  more  readily  to  agree 
to  the  Vote.  That  note  was  in  these 
terms,  *'  This  Estimate  is  less  by  £10,000 
than  that  of  last  year.  The  Governor  re- 
presents that  this  reduced  amount  is  re- 
quired for  the  present  year,  but  it  is  pro- 
posed that  it  should  be  reduced  to  £5,000 
next  year,  after  which  it  is  hoped  no  fur- 
ther aid  will  be  needed."  He  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  was  willing  to  admit  that  the  ex- 
pression of  a  hope  did  not  amount  to  a 
distinct  pledge,  but  there  was  no  exception 
made  with  regard  to  the  salary  of  the 
bishop,  and  the  expectation  was  held  out, 
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that  if  the  revenue  of  New  Zealand  were 
sufficient,  none  of  the  earns  included  in 
the  Vote  would,  in  future,  he  asked  for 
from  Parliament.  In  according  with  that 
distinct,  he  would  not  say  pledge,  hut 
intimation,  the  succeeding  Government 
thought  it  its  duty  not  to  place  the  salary 
of  the  Bishop  of  New  Zealand  upon  the 
Estimates,  hecause,  hy  doing  so,  it  would 
have  broken  faith  with  Parliament. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  several  speakers 
had  observed,  that  it  was  dishonourable  in 
the  House  of  Commons  to  do  as  they  had 
done.  Now  let  them  see  who  it  was  that 
was  hound  to  pay  tho  money.  The  person 
who  appointed  the  Bishop  was  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  (Lord  J. 
Russell),  and  then  he  came  down  to  the 
House  and  asked  the  House  to  pay  the 
salary,  and  the  House  acoeded  to  it  for 
one  year.  It  appeared  to  him,  therefore, 
that  the  person  who  appointed  the  Bishop 
was  the  person  really  responsible,  and, 
consequently,  he  would  call  upon  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  to  pay  here- 
after the  salary  of  the  Bishop.  But  the 
question  went  much  further.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  said,  he  did 
not  want  the  question  of  the  Colonial 
Church  to  be  discussed  with  the  question 
now  under  consideration,  but  he  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) apprehended  that  they  were  obliged 
to  discuss  it.  The  Colonial  Church  was 
increased  in  this  way  :  there  were  certain 
persons  in  this  country  who  wanted  to  see 
the  English  Church  spread  over  the  globe, 
and  they  would  efifect  that  if  they  could  by 
making  the  Colonies  pay  ;  but  if  the  Colo- 
nies would  not  pay,  this  country  must. 
The  Colonies,  it  appeared,  would  not  pay, 
and  this  country  would  not  pay  either.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Droit wich  had  been  acted  upon  by  succes- 
sive Governments.  It  was  to  be  presumed 
that  the  Minister  in  his  place  endeavour- 
ing to  induce  the  House  of  Commons  to 
pass  an  Estimate  knew  the  words  which 
he  was  employing,  and  he  did  not  think 
any  Member  of  that  House  would  put  the 
interpretation  upon  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Droit  wich  that  had  been  I 
put  upon  them  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  that  the 
colony  of  New  Zealand  would  pay,  but  he 
was  mistaken,  and  because  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  chose  to  appoint  a  Bishop  of 
Now  Zealand,   it   was  assumed   that  the 
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House  of  Commons  would  vote  his  salary 
out  of  the  taxes  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HILDYARD  said,  he  rose  to  make 
a  suggestion  which,  if  acted  upon,  might 
prevent  any  practical  injustice  being  done 
to  the  Bishop  of  New  Zealand.  That  indi- 
vidual was  one  of  the  first  scholars  that  the 
University  of  Cambridge  had  produced,  he 
was  a  most  excellent  divine,  and  possessed 
every  virtue  which  ought  to  adorn  a  Chris- 
tian prelate.  It  was  scarcely  to  be  ex- 
pected that  the  colony  of  New  Zealand 
should  have  the  means  of  rewarding  so 
eminent  a  person  in  a  manner  suitable  to 
his  deserts,  but  England  could  well  afford 
to  do  so  ;  and  though  there  might  be  some 
difficulty  in  continuing  to  him  the  salary 
originally  granted,  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  bear  his  claims  in 
mind,  and  not  neglect  to  requite  them  when 
the  opportunity  arose. 

Subject  dropped. 

UNIVERSITY  OF  EDINBURGH- 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  cowan  said,  he  wished  to  inquire 
what  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  professorship  of  military 
surgery  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh  ? 
The  office  had  become  vacant  upwards  of 
six  months  ago,  through  the  lamented 
death  of  Sir  John  Ballingall,  and  no  steps 
had  been  taken  as  yet  towards  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  successor.  The  chair  left  vacant 
by  the  death  of  Sir  William  Hamilton,  he 
understood,  was  to  be  filled  up  in  about 
a  fortnight.  He  would  take  that  oppor- 
tunity also  of  bearing  testimony  to  the 
devoted  heroism  of  Dr.  Mackenzie,  who 
perished  in  the  Crimea  after  the  battle  of 
the  Alma.  He  hoped  the  condition  of  the 
University  of  Edinburgh,  justly  prizing,  as 
it  did,  its  medical  school,  would  be  consi- 
dered by  the  Government. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  replied,  that 
the  chair  of  Military  Surgery  would  be  re- 
tained, and  the  authorities  of  the  Univer- 
sity had  made  provision  for  a  course  of 
lectures  pending  the  appointment  of  a  new 
professor. 

IMPROVEMENT  OF  LANDS  COMMIS- 
SIONERS—QUESTION. 

LoBD  LOVAINE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  to  the  following 
efifect : — A  sum  of  £5,000  had  been  ap- 
plied for  by  the  town  council  of  Alnwick 
for  the  improvement  of  lands  belonging  to 
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the  corporatioD,  and  the  improvement  was 
eommenced  accordingly.  But  the  town 
eoancil  found  it  impossible  to  get  the 
money  from  the  Treasury,  because  the 
Commissioners  would  not  certify,  though  a 
year  and  a  half  had  elapsed.  The  result 
was,  that  proceedings  had  been  taken 
against  twenty-three  members  of  the  town 
council. 

Mb.  WILSON  said,  that  in  so  far  as 
eertain  improTcments  referred  to  in  a  peti- 
tion from  the  freemen  of  the  town  of  Alu- 
wick  came  within  the  terms  of  the  Act 
which  aathorised  advances  for  purposes  of 
drainage,  the  Drainage  Commissioners 
would  be  prepared  to  lend  money  to  the 
amount  of  JC5,000,  but  this  transaction 
was  limited  to  arable  lands,  and  did  not 
extend  to  pastures. 

PAYMASTEELS  OF  THE  IRISH 
CONSTABULARY. 

Me.  Serjbakt  O'fiRIEN  said,  he  now 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  ease  of  the  late  paymasters  of  consta- 
boliiry  in  Ireland,  and  to  the  compensation 
allowed  to  them  on  the  abolition  of  their 
oflke.  The  oflSce  had  been  created  in 
1836,  when  eighteen  paymasters  were  ap- 
pointed at  salaries  of  £200  a  year  each, 
and  a  conaiderable  expense  was  incurred 
by  the  gentlemen  appointed,  as  the  regu- 
lations required  they  should  reside  in  the 
respective  eoanties  to  which  they  were  ap- 
pointed. Their  offices  were,  howcYer,  abo- 
lished in  1851»  by  which  means  a  consi- 
derable saving  was  effected  to  the  public 
revenue ;  but  as  they  bad  been  led  to  ex- 
pect that  their  situations  would  be  perma- 
nent, and  as,  moreover,  they  were  removed 
for  reasons  wholly  irrespective  of  their  own 
eondoet  or  fitness,  it  was  obvious  that  they 
vere  entitled  to  liberal  treatment  at  the 
lianda  of  the  Government.  In  1850,  when 
the  abolition  of  these  offices  was  in  contem- 
platioD,  a  correspondence  on  the  subject  of 
the  elaims  of  their  occupants  passed  be- 
tween the  Irish  Government,  the  Lords  of 
tbe  Treasury,  and  Lord  Clarendon,  then 
l^>rd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  that 
■Kible  Lord  had  recommended  that  they 
should  be  liberally  dealt  with.  Sir  Dun- 
can M*Gregor  also  had  recommended  that 
the  genUemen  so  situated  should  get 
£100  a  year  each.  The  recommenda- 
tion of  Lord  Clarendon,  however,  through 
Sir  Thomas  Bedington,  then  Secretary  to 
tbe  Lord  Lientenant,  was  that  they  should 
get,  in  proportion  to  their  former  salaries 
ukd  length  of  service,  the  sums  respec. 


tively  of  £150,  £120,  and  £100,  per  an- 
num  each.  The  sums  given  to  them  never- 
theless were — those  officers  who  had  serv- 
ed fourteen  years  and  a  half  £42  per  an- 
num, instead  of  £150  ;  and  those  who 
had  served  ten  years  £36  per  annum  ; 
while  those  who  had  served  less  than  six 
years  got  no  annual  payment,  but  were 
paid  gratuities  respectively  of  £104,  £77, 
£63,  £51,  £34,  and,  as  if  the  Treasury 
meant  to  try  every  possible  scale,  the  last 
got  nothing  at  all.  That  was  not  the  way 
in  which  the  Government  had  dealt  with 
the  Irish  Poor  Law  Inspectors  at  the  com- 
mencement of  last  Session,  for  those  gen- 
tlemen had  got  £400,  £330,  and  £200  a 
year,  upon  salaries  of  £700,  £500,  and 
£300,  their  services  ranging  from  three  to 
fifteen  years.  There  was  a  provision  in 
the  Act  of  1851,  abolishing  the  office  of 
paymaster  of  the  Irish  Constabulary  to 
the  efiect  that  the  retirement  should  be 
regulated  by  the  Superannuation  Act  of 
1834  ;  and  in  that  Act  there  was  also  a 
power  given  to  the  Treasury  to  award  com- 
pensation even  beyond  the  scale  laid  down 
in  the  Act.  He  was  surprised  that  the 
Treasury  should,  in  this  case,  not  have 
exercised  the  power  given  by  that  Act  in  a 
manner  more  favourable  to  claims  of  those 
gentlemen  whose  diligence  and  good  ser- 
vice had  been  so  highly  commended  by  the 
Irish  Government  in  the  correspondence 
which  took  place  on  the  subject.  Again, 
in  reference  to  the  retirement  of  four  gen- 
tlemen who  had  held  office  under  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Health,  the  Govern- 
ment had  proposed,  and  the  House  had 
granted,  allowances  to  two  of  them  who 
had  served  eleven  years,  and  whose  sala- 
ries were  £1,000  a  year  each,  of  £800  a 
year  each,  and  to  two  who  had  served  nine 
years  £500  a  year  each.  There  was  abun- 
dant authority  in  the  cases  he  had  referred 
to,  and  in  the  Estimates,  to  prove  that  per- 
sons whose  claims  were  not  stronger  than 
were  the  claims  of  the  parties  for  whom 
he  pleaded  had  obtained  compensation. 
He  only  asked  the  House  to  apply  to  those 
gentlemen,  without  being  unmindful  of  the 
public  service,  the  same  principle  as  had 
been  applied  to  so  many  other  similar 
cases.  He  hoped  Government  would, 
under  the  circumstances,  give  an  assur- 
ance that  they  would  reconsider  their  de- 
cision, and  not  conceive  themselves  bound 
by  what  had  taken  place. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORRIS  said,  he 
thought  the  case  of  the  paymasters  of 
constabulary  was   exceed'mgly  hard,   and 
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showed  the  absolute  neceBsity  of  Adminis- 
trative reform.      It  was   impossible   that 
the  ciril  service  of  the  country  could  be 
eond acted  in  a  satisfactory  manner  unless  ' 
all  classes  of  emphySs  felt  that  if  it  were  i 
found  necessary  to  abolish  the  ofBoes  which  j 
they  held,  they  would  be  dealt  with  opon 
the  same  principle.     When  the  office  of 
paymasters    of    constabulary    was    esta- 
blished  the  appointments  were   regarded 
as  permanent;   while  the  office  of  Poor- 
Law  Inspectors,  which  was  subsequently 
established,  was  regarded  as  merely  tem- 
porary.    The  office  of  paymasters  of  con- 
stabulary  had    been    abolished,   and   the 
number  of  Poor  Law  Inspectors  had  been 
considerably  diminished ;    but  those  who 
had  held  what  bad  been  regarded  as  per- 
manent offices  did   not  receive  as  com- 
pensation more  than  one-sixtieth  or  one- 
seventieth   of    their   salaries,    while    Mr. 
Dillon,  who  had  been  only  three  years  a  | 
Poor- Law  Inspector,  at  £500  a  year,  had  > 
retired  upon   half  his  salary.      He  con- . 
sidered  that  such  inequality  of  treatment 
in  the  case  of  public  servants  could  by  no 
means  be  justified. 

Viscount  MONCK  said,  it  was  not  in 
his  power  to  hold  out  any  hope  that  the 
Treasury,  as  at  present  constituted,  would 
reverse  the  decision  which  had  already  been 
given  upon  the  subject,  and  he  thought 
great  public  inconvenience  would  arise  if 
one  Board  of  Treasury  were  to  reverae 
the  decisions  of  their  predecessors  without 
Tory  good  reasons.  In  1848  provision 
was  made  to  enable  this  class  of  officers 
to  take  a  pension  on  retiring,  and  the 
option  was  given  them  of  placing  them- 
selves under  the  operation  of  the  Act  by 
which  the  pension  was  provided.  Those 
individuals  whose  case  was  now  before  the 
House  distinctly  refused  to  be  placed  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  but  two  years 
afterwards  those  offices  were  abolished, 
and  the  Treasury  then  agreed  to  give 
them  such  compensation  as  they  were 
fnirly  entitled  to.  It  was  rather  too  much 
for  those  gentlemen,  after  having  refused 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  provision  for  a 
pension,  to  come  forward  now  and  com- 1 
plain  that  they  had  not  received  greater 
consideration.  He  tinisted  the  House 
would  support  the  Treasury  in  this  in- 1 
stance  on  a  matter  which  affected  the  | 
expenditure  of  the  public  money.  I 

Lonn  NAAS  said,  the  noble  Lord, 
treated  the  question  as  one  of  superan- , 
nuation,  whereas  the  question  was  one  of ; 
compensation   for  the  abolition   of    their 
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offices.  It  was  true  that  in  1841  those 
gentlemen  applied  to  be  put  on  the  super- 
annuation fund  and  were  then  refssed,  but 
seven  years  afterwards  the  offer  was  cer- 
tainly  made  to  them,  but  eoupled  with 
such  conditions  as  to  induce  them  to  de- 
cline it. 

CAPE  OF  GOOD  HOPE— QUESTION. 

Mb.  LIDDEliL  said,  he  wished  to  put 
a  question  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  of  which  he  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  giving  him  notice, 
but  which  he  hoped  he  wonld  pardon  him 
for  putting,  considering  the  personal  in- 
terest he  took  in  the  matter.  He  alluded 
to  the  sinister  rumours  which  had  appeared 
in  the  morning  joumalB  respecting  the  state 
of  affairs  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope;  and 
he  wished  to  ask  whether  the  noble  Lord 
considered  those  rumours  correct,  and  whe- 
ther any  orders  had  been  given  to  reinforce 
the  military  stations  on  the  frontiers,  which 
he  could  say,  from  personal  knowledge, 
were  very  slenderly  provided  with  troops. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  Certainly, 
Sir,  my  right  bun.  Friend  the  Colonial  Se- 
cretary received  yesterday  some  accounts 
which  led  to  the  apprehension  that  dis- 
turbances might  occur  ou  the  frontiers, 
such  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded 
to.     I  do  not  understand  that  there  was 
any  actual  outbreak,  and  such  stepa  had 
been   taken  as  would  guard  agaiuat  the 
possibility  of  the  recurrence  of  anything 
unpleasant.     I  do  not  understand  that  the 
accounts   contain   any   reports  of    actual 
occurrences,   but   simply  that  there   had 
been  indications  of  disturbances  between 
the  Dutch  settlers  and  the  natives,  and 
there  was  an  apprehension  that  thoae  dis- 
turbances might  extend    to  the  English 
settlers. 

MILITIA  REWARDS— QUESTION. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
wished  to  know  what  was  the  specific  rule 
for  distributing  rewards  to  the  Militia  regi- 
ments which  had  been  disembodied  ?  Ap- 
plications had  been  made  to  him,  stating 
that  officers  and  men  had  not  receired  the 
usual  gratuities. 

ViscoiTNT  PALMERSTON  said,  if  the 
officers  and  men  of  any  regiment  had  not 
received  the  gratuities  they  were  entitled 
to,  it  must  be  owing  to  some  mistake,  and 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  make  appli- 
cation to  the  Department  of  War.  He 
was  not  aware  that  any  distinction  had 
been  established  that  would  shut  out  any 
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one  regiment  from  the  largesa  which  it  had 
been  agreed  to  give  to  the  Militia. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Hottse,  at  ita  rifling,  to  adjourn  till 
Mtmdajf. 

CHURCH-BUILDING  GOMBilSSION  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  wished  to 
fioint  out  the  necessity  for  consolidating 
the  whole  of  the  Church-Building  Acts. 
At  the  same  time  he  strongly  objected  to 
the  compensation  clause  which  the  Bill 
eontained.  Originally  the  Commission 
WAS  intended  to  continue  only  ten  years, 
bat  the  time  had  extended  to  thirty-eight 
years.  Nevertheless,  it  could  hardly  be 
avserted  that  the  parties  who  had  served 
under  the  Commission  received  their  ap- 
pointments under  the  expectation  that  at 
the  expiration  of  the  Commission  they  wouM 
be  entitled  to  compensation  for  life.  He 
thought  that  if  the  Commission  were  to 
cease  altogether,  that  would  be  the  best 
tiling  that  conld  happen. 

Siu  6E0R6B  6RET  said,  he  would 
admit  that  it  was  desirable  that  the  nume- 
rous Churoh-Building  Acts  should  be  con- 
solidated, hut  the  present  Bill  could  not 
operate  to  obstruct  such  consolidation. 

Bttl  read  3^ 

On  the  question  that  the  Bill  pass, 

Lou>  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  he  objected 
that  eertain  payments  which  had  formerly 
been  made  out  uf  the  Consolidated  Fund 
would  now  be  placed  by  the  Bill  on  the 
annual  Estimates  in  the  shape  of  com- 
pensations. He  should,  therefore,  move 
the  omission  of  the  words  transferring 
those  charges  to  the  annual  Estimates. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  thought  it 
«ouId  be  better  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  clause  altogether. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  way 'to 
peq)etrate  jobs  was  to  get  a  Bill  passed 
throogh  the  House  at  two  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  and  to  afford  no  time  for  the  pro- 
visions inserted  in  the  Bill  to  be  overhauled. 
His  riew  of  the  salaries  in  the  Bill  was,  that 
sQcb  matters  ought  to  come  annually  under 
the  review  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  wished  to  know 
vby  the  persons  to  be  compensated  were  to 
baTe  compensation,  when  they  took  their 
situations  with  the  full  knowledge  that  the 
places  were  to  be  only  temporary  ? 

SiB  GEORGE  GRBY  said,  the  persons 
to  be  compensated  had  been  servants  of 
the  Comniisaion  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  it  was,  therefore,  thought  that  long 


service  entitled  them  to  compensation. 
With  regard  to  the  salaries  not  being 
brought  under  annual  revision,  the  reason 
was  that  they  were  never  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund ;  and  it  was  thought  to 
be  more  in  conformity  with  the  established 
rule  to  transfer  them  to  the  Estimates. 
Bill  passed. 

PARTNERSHIP  AMENDMENT  (No.  2) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair," 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  the  more  he  saw  of 
the  Bill  the  worse  be  thought  of  it,  for  he 
was  satisGed  it  was  one  of  the  worst  mea- 
sures that  had  ever  been  introduced  into 
Parliament.  Instead  of  being  called  a 
Partnership  Amendment  Bill,  it  ought  to 
be  called  a  Bill  for  the  encouragement  of 
fraud,  collusion,  and  robbery.  Who  was 
it  that  wanted  the  Bill  ?  -  Certainly  not 
the  commercial  coofmunity.  He  saw  no 
reason  why  they  should  be  dragooned  into 
a  Bill  by  the  Board  of  Trade  which  was 
not  wanted.  If  he  were  to  take  upon 
himself  the  business  of  a  Chancery  re- 
former, he  would  be  called  a  conceited  fool 
for  his  pains,  and  he  did  not  see  much  dif- 
ference between  that  and  the  Board  of • 
Trade  undertaking  to  legislate  in  matters 
about  which  it  knew  nothing  at  all.  A 
man  in  business,  who  was  in  bad  odour 
and  had  little  credit,  could  not  do  much 
harm ;  but  if  he  got  somebody  of  whom 
the  world  was  to  know  nothing,  to  lend 
him  capital  secretly,  he  would  be  able  to 
get  credit  on  the  strength  of  it,  and  then, 
the  capital  being  quietly  withdrawn,  he 
might  suddenly  break  and  cheat  his  credi- 
tors in  the  most  barefaced  manner.  He 
was  satisfied  that  the  commercial  world 
did  not  want  the  Bill,  and  he  should  there- 
fore move  that  it  be  committed  that  day 
three  months. 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  '*  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words,  "This 
House  will  upon  this  day  three  months 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee,*' 
instead  thereof. 

Mr.  WILKINSON  said,  he  would  re- 
mind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  all  the 
great  reforms  which  had  been  effected  of 
late  years  had  been  carried  in  opposition 
to  persons  of  experience,  and  therefore  he 
did  nut  think  the  hon.  Gentleman's  re- 
marks on  the  Board  of  Trade  wei^e  well 
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founded.  Free  trade  and  the  penny  post 
had  been  opposed*  the  one  bj  the  growers 
of  corn,  and  the  other  by  the  officials  of 
the  Post  Office;  but  both  measures  had 
proved  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the  com- 
munity, notwithstanding  the  predictions  of 
those  whose  opinion  might  have  been  sup- 
posed deserving  of  attention.  He  thought 
the  Bill  would  turn  out  to  be  a  most  valu- 
able measure,  and  in  his  belief  it  was  one 
generally  desired  by  the  trading  commu- 
nity. 

Mr.  biggs  said,  that  so  far  from  agree- 
ing with  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Muntz), 
he  thought  the  Bill  the  most  valuable  one 
of  the  Session ;  and  he  would  appeal  to 
the  House  whether  there  was  not  a  uni- 
versal feeling  in  its  favour.  He  regarded 
the  present  law  as  antiquated  and  semi- 
barbaric,  and  he  must  consider  the  Bir- 
mingham school  very  doubtful  authorities 
in  monetary  matters. 

Mr.  SPOONER,  for  his  own  part,  had 
not  conversed  with  any  person  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Bill  who  had  not  denounced  it 
in  the  terms  in  which  it  had  been  so  pro- 
perly described  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Muntz). 
He  might  illustrate  the  working  of  the 
measure  by  supposing  a  case  which  was 
very  likely  to  occur  if  the  Bill  became 
law.  Three  persons  might  enter  into 
partnership,  two  openly,  the  third  secretly. 
The  first  two,  it  might  be,  had  no  money, 
and  the  funds  were  advanced  by  the  third, 
who  thus  gave  the  concern  a  status  and  a 
credit  which  it  could  never  without  his 
assistance  have  obtained.  The  secret 
partner,  having  free  access  to  the  books, 
might  discover  that  the  trade  was  not 
going  on  well,  and  cautiously  withdraw 
his  capital  little  by  little.  In  that  way 
he  might  get  back  all  he  had  advanced, 
in  addition  to  the  sums  he  had  withdrawn, 
in  the  form  of  imagined  profits.  The 
partnership  would  then  collapse,  and  the 
creditors  who  had  been  seduced  into  trust- 
ing the  firm  on  the  faith  of  appearances, 
arising  from  the  advances  of  the  secret 
partner,  would  thus  be  defrauded  of  their 
money.  If  the  House  went  into  Com- 
mittee, he  should  propose  a  clause  com- 
pelling any  secret  partner  to  refund  all  he 
had  withdrawn  during  the  three  years  pre- 
vious to  the  insolvency  of  the  firm  of  which 
he  had  beeti  a  member. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  could  not  con- 
Rent  to  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  in  so  sum- 
mary a  manner.  To  the  general  principle 
of   the  Bill,  by  which  it  was  sought  to 

Mr.  Wilkinson 


enable  a  man  to  obtain  a  capital  by  sub- 
scriptions from  various  quarters,  be  en- 
tirely assented  ;  but  there  were  one  or  two 
precautions  which  he  thought  were  abso' 
lutely  requisite.  The  evils  apprehended 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Spooner),  that  a  man*  might  improperly 
obtain  a  reputation  and  credit  by  trading 
upon  a  loan,  might  be  guarded  against  by 
requiring  all  loans  made  under  the  Act  to 
be  registered  in  some  public  record,  a  pro- 
vision which  might  easily  be  inserted  in 
Committee.  If  such  a  clause  as  this 
were  adopted  they  would  have  all  the 
benefits  of  combination  without  any  dan- 
ger to  the  public;  and  be  should,  there- 
fore, support  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee. 

Mr.  GLYN  said,  that  if  he  had  the 
slightest  idea  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Lowe)  would  aasent  to  the  intro- 
duction of  any  such  precaution  as  that  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck),  he  would  not  sup- 
port the  Amendment ;  but  as  the  Bill  now 
stood,  and  remembering  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee  of  1850-1.  he  most 
avail  himself  of  every  opportunity  to  get 
rid  of  what,  in  his  belief,  was  a  most  ob- 
noxious measure.     Although  that  Commit- 
tee made  no  Report  except  to  recommend 
the  issuing  of  a  Royal  Com  mission,  yet  the 
evidence  taken  before  it  was  of  great  value, 
and  fully  established  three  points.      The 
first  point  was,  that  the  repeal  of  the  usury 
laws  had  rendered  it  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  persons  in  trade  that  there  should 
be  an  alteration  of  the  laws  of  partnership; 
the  second  was  the  necessity  of  an  altera- 
tion of  the  bankruptcy  laws  contempora- 
neously with  that  of  those  of  partnership ; 
and  the  third  was  that,  while  it  was  right 
that  persons  dealing  in  money  should  be 
allowed  to  make  contracts  exactly  like  per- 
sons dealing  in  other  articles,  that  permis- 
sion must  be  accompanied  with  a  provision 
for  the  necessary  publicity  of  each  contracts. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  during  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  relative  to  the  difficulties 
and  frauds  of  legislation ;  but  he  was  not 
aware  of  any  other  means  by  which  that 
publicity  could  be  attained.     None  of  the 
points  established  by  tbe  evidence  had  been 
provided  for  in  the  Bill.     Another  reason 
why  he  objected  to  the  further  progress  of 
the  Bill  was  that,  in  moving  the  second 
reading,   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Lowe)  said  that  the  proposed  measure  was 
not  to  be  considered  as  an  alteration  of  the 
law  of  partnership,  but  only  as  a  remedy 
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for  somethiDg  which  had  accidentally  oc- ;  The  Bill  would  put  an  end  to  the  contra- 
curred  from  a  legal  decision  with  that  law, '  dictions  and  inconsistencies  of  the  present 
to  which  be  (Mr.  G\yn)  could  not  assent ;   system,  and  would  not  fail  to  operate  he- 
nnd  that  if  he  were  encouraged,  he  should   neficially  on  the  general  interests  of  com- 
be happy  to  hring  in  an  extended  Bill  upon  j  merce.     It  was  no  uncommon  thing  for  a 
the  subject.     [Mr.  Lowe:  Would  the  hon. .  trader  to  employ  a  confidential  person  to 
Member  move  for  a  Select  Committee  ?]   carry  on  his  business  for  him,  yet  such  was 
To  oiu?e  for  a  Select  Committee  was  the  !  the  absurdity  of  the  law  as  it  now  stood, 
very  thing  which  he  (Mr.  Glyn)  wanted    that  if  that  servant  received  a  share  of  the 
and  had  recommended,  but  if  he  were  pre- ,  profits  he  was  a  partner,  whereas  if  he  re- 
pared  to  take  that  course,  why  should  the  ,  ccived  a  sum  equivalent  to  a  share  in  the 
right  boa.  Gentleman  endeavour  to  force  \  profits  he  was  not  a  partner.    The  distinc- 
opon  the  House  a  measure  of  which  he   tion,  therefore,  was  preposterous,  and  the 
(Mr.  Gljn)  had  heard  no  commercial  man  i  Bill  under  consideration  very  properly  con- 
eipress  a  favourable  opinion  ?     The  right  <  templated  its  abolition.     The  principle  of 
hoQ.  GeoUeaian  had  not  made  the  slightest ;  the  measure  was  undoubtedly  sound,  and, 
pro?i&ioa  for  the  summary  punishment  of  |  as  there  was  no  reasonable  cause  to  appre- 
frauds.     In   all  countries  where  the  law   liend  that  it  would  have  any  other  than  a 


at  all  resembled  the  proposed  measure,  as 
in  France  and  Holland,  there  were  very 
itringent  bankruptcy  laws;  but,  while  in- 
troducing the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  leave 
the  bankruptcy  laws  of  the  country  pre- 
cisely as  thej  were,  although  their  strin- 
gency was  being  daily  diminished.  He 
hoped  that  (he  House  would  take  the 
matter  into  its  own  hands,  and  would 
iodace  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  postpone 
the  measure  to  another  Session. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  he  regretted  that 
his  hoo.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kendal 
(Mr.  Glyn),  who  had  hitherto  supported 
the  principles  of  limited  liability,  had  made 
&  retrograde  movement,  and  was  now  op- 
posed to  them.  Notwithstanding  what  his 
hoo.  Friend  had  stated,  he  would  assure 
the  House  that  he  had  scarcely  met  any- 
^j  who  was  not  in  favour  of  limited  lia- 
I'iiity,  and  he  would  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
Lhat  that  principle  was  supported  by  three 
out  of  five  of  the  eminent  commercial  men 
^'ho  were  examined  before  the  Committee 
of  iSoO^l^  The  usury  laws  having  been 
repealed,  a  man  might  advance  mouey  for 
otliera  to  trade  with  at  the  rate  of  20,  30, 
or  lUO  per  cent,  might  stand  in.  the  place 
of  a  creditor,  and  might  take,  not  only  the 
Property,  but  the  persons  of  his  debtors, 
leaving  the  other  creditors  to  whistle  for 
^eir  money,  not  once  only,  as  in  the  case 
'Apposed  bj  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner),  but  ten  times. 
Nov,  aU  that  the  Bill  under  consideration 
proposed  was,  that  the  money  might  be 
*dvApced,  not  at  a  fixed  rate  of  interest, 
W  in  eonsideration  of  the  reception  of  a 
^<^rtaio  share  of  any  profits  which  might 


salutary  operation,  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
the  House  would  not  hesitate  to  sanc- 
tion it. 

Mb.  CROSSLEY  said,  he  must  deny 
that  the  Bill  had  any  connection  whatever 
with  the  principle  of  limited  liability,  for  a 
partner  under  its  provisions  would  have  no 
liability  at  all.  It  was  said  that  a  man 
might  lend  money  at  any  rate  of  interest ; 
but  there  was  thi«  difference  in  the  two 
cases — that  a  creditor,  unlike  a  partner, 
had  no  right  to  examine  the  books. 

Mr.  BASS  said,  that  millionaires  might 
be  opposed  to  the  Bill,  but  men  of  mode- 
rate capital  were  generally  in  favour  of  it. 
The  evils  apprehended  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwickshire  from  the  Bill 
were  every  day  in  operation  under  the 
present  law.  The  objections  taken  to  the 
Bill  were  entirely  of  a  nature  for  discussion 
in  Committee.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  go  into  Committee. 

Mr.  6.  BUTT  said,  he  was  really  sur- 
prised to  hear  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wallingford  (Mr.  Malins) 
contend  that  the  Bill  embodied  the  prin- 
ciple of  limited  liability.  Its  principle,  as 
had  been  truly  observed,  was  no  liability. 
Had  it  carried  out  the  principle  of  limited 
liability,  he  would  have  supported  it ;  but 
he  denied  that  it  did  so.  He  would  put 
a  case.  Suppose  a  man  advanced  to  a 
trader  £1,000  on  condition  of  receiving 
seven-eighths  of  the  profits,  he  would  re- 
ceive his  money  back  over  and  over  again; 
and  when  the  trader  failed,  he  would  still 
be  a  creditor  for  the  amount.  He  was  as 
friendly  to  limited  liability  as  any  one,  but 
the  Bill  would  enable  persons  to  take  away 
the  profits  of  business  without  incurring 


W  made  by  the  traiding.     Nothing  could   any  liability  at  all.      Under  the  second 
W  more  reasonable  than  such  a  proposal.  !  clause,  an   agent   or   factor  who   took  a 
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share  of  profits  was  exempted  from  part- 
nership liabilities.  The  result  of  that 
would  be,  that  men  would  engage  as 
agents,  servants,  or  factors,  on  such  terms 
as  to  receiTe  the  greater  share  of  the  pro- 
fits, and  would  escape  liability  altogether. 
The  third  clause  was  no  less  mischierous. 
It  would  enable  retiring  partners  to  pay 
themselves,  in  the  shape  of  profits,  the 
capital  they  professed  to  leave  in  the  con- 
cern over  and  over  again.  Where,  then, 
was  the  principle  of  limited  liability  ?  It 
was,  in  fact,  a  Bill  to  enable  persons  to 
share  in  the  profits  of  business  without 
being  liable  for  a  single  farthing.  It 
would  give  facilities  for  all  sorts  of  fraud. 
Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  go  into  Com- 
mittee, and  there  continue  that  discussion, 
which  appeared  to  be  carried  on  by  anti- 
cipation on  the  Motion  that  Mr.  Speaker 
should  leave  the  chair.  Most  of  the  ob- 
jections taken  by  bou.  Gentlemen  applied 
to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and  not  to  its 
principle.  It  was  said  that  the  measuib 
was  not  founded  on  limited  liability ;  but, 
at  all  events,  it  was  founded  on  the  pro- 
priety of  doing  away  with  unlimited  lia- 
bility. It  was  needless  to  remind  the 
House  of  instances  illustrative  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  such  a  change ;  yet  he  might  be 
permitted  to  cite  a  somewhat  remarkable 
one— namely,  that  of  Sir  Walter  Scott, 
who,  if  he  mistook  not,  was  a  dreadful 
sufferer  from  the  prejudicial  operation  of 
the  law  of  unlimited  liability.  It  was  said 
that  public  opinion  was  opposed  to  the  Bill. 
Now,  he  must  confess  that  he  thought, 
on  the  contiary,  that  public  opinion  was 
strongly  in  its  favour.  The  country  was 
convinced  that  the  law  of  partnership  re- 
quired fundamental  alteration;  and  nothing 
would  tend  more  to  relieve  a  large  portion 
of  the  community  from  the  impediments 
that  now  prevented  them  from  turning 
their  small  capital  to  profitable  account 
than  the  Bill  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  introduced.  It  was  somewhat  singular 
that  the  opponents  of  this  measure  were 
chiefly  the  great  capitalists,  or  individuals 
whose  position  enabled  them  to  wield  a 
large  capital;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  its 
warmest  advocates  were  persons  connected 
with  that  more  numerous  class  who  were 
possessed  of  small  capital.  He  thought 
thAi  primd  facie  the  inference  to  be  drawn 
from  that  fact  was,  that  the  Bill  was  a 
good  one.  Be  that,  however,  as  it  might, 
it  was  certainly  remarkable  that  the  hos. 
Mr.  G.  BuU 


tility  to  the  measure  proceeded  from — he 
would  not  say  '*  the  monopolists,"  for  that 
was  an  odious  and  ofl^ensive  term,  but — 
the  few  who  had  the  advantage  of  a  large 
capital  in  conducting  their  commercial 
transactions,  while  the  friends  of  the  Bill 
included  those  who  were  anxious  to  benefit 
people  of  humbler  means  by  letting  loose 
their  small  capital,  and  giving  them  freer 
access  to  the  general  market.  He  trusted 
that  when  the  measure  got  into  Committee, 
it  would  be  found  to  be  worthy  of  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  and  ealculsted  to  ad- 
vance the  prosperity  of  the  community. 

Mb.  T.  BARING  said,  that  if  argument 
were  wanting  against  going  into  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  it  would  have  been  amply  sup- 
plied by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down.  The  noble  Lord  had 
alleged  that  the  contest  on  the  question  lay 
between  the  few  who  had  the  command  of 
a  large  capital  and  the  many  who  had  but 
little  ;  and  in  a  very  good-humoured  way 
he  ventured  to  impute  motives  of  not  the 
most  honourable  kind  to  the  opponents  of 
the  measure.  Now,  he  must  protest  against 
a  person  occupying  the  high  positiun  of 
leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
Prime  Minister  of  the  Crown  attempting  to 
excite  a  cry  against  the  capitalists  of  the 
country,  and  making  it  appear  to  the 
people  out  of  doors  that  the  question  at 
issue  was  one  of  monopoly — a  disagree- 
able term,  indeed,  as  the  noble  Lord  had 
admitted,  but  which  he,  nevertheless,  did 
not  refrain  from  launching  most  Qnjastlj 
against  the  opponents  of  the  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord,  he  apprehended,  required  to 
he  reminded  that  the  question  before  the 
House  was  one  of  principle,  namely,  whe- 
ther they  should  go  into  Committee  ;  and 
so  far  from  all  the  objections  taken  that 
night  being  such  as  could  best  be  treated 
in  Committee,  the  objection  stated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  was  in  his  (Mr.  T.  Baring's) 
opinion  fatal  to  the  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure. That  principle  was  that  everything 
should  be  done  privately  and  secretly — 
that  there  should  be  no  publicitly  either  as 
to  the  amount  and  the  duration  of  a  loan 
or  investment,  or  as  to  the  time  when  the 
money  was  withdrawn  from  a  concern. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Lowe)  consent  to  modify  his  Bill  so  as  to 
adopt  the  system  of  registration  and  pub- 
licity on  those  matters  ?  If  he  did,  he 
must  go  directly  in  the  teeth  of  the  doc- 
trines he  enunciated  in  the  speech  witU 
which  he  introduced  his  measure.     It 
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manifest,  therefore,  that  they  were  dow 
debating^  a  question  of  principle — the  prin- 
ciple whether  tbej  were  to  establish  a  sys- 
tem different  from  any  ever  before  adopted 
io  any  conn  try,  and  completely  at  variance 
with  the  Bill  which  was  proposed   to  the 
House  by  the  predecessor  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  supported   by  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Palinerston)  with  the  same 
warmth  and,  also,  if  he  recollected  rightly, 
with  the  very  same  insinuations  against 
capitalists  in  which  he  had  thought  proper 
to  indulge  on  the  present  occasion.    Those 
charges  were  wholly  unworthy  of  the  noble 
Lord.     If  they  wanted   investments  for 
small  capitalists,  that  took  them  to  the 
subject  of   joint-stock  companies.      The 
Bill  before  tbem  dealt  with  capital  applied 
to  the  carrying  on  of  trade  ;  and  he  {Mr. 
Baring)  viewed  it  in  regard  to  its  effect 
upon  the  general  credit  of  the  country. 
When  the  vastness  of  the  credit  brought 
into  play  throughout  the  world  to  carry  on 
the  commerce  of  England  was  considered, 
it  would  be  seen  how  important  it  was  to 
maintain  that  credit  unshaken,  and,  there- 
fore, he  looked  with  the  greatest  suspicion 
<ni  a  change   not  demanded  by  the  com- 
inercial  community,  and  which  must  have 
a  tendency  to  diminish  confidence  in  the 
commercial  system  of  the  country.     Allu- 
sion had  been  made  to  the  fact  that  per- 
sons were  now  allowed  to  lend  money  at 
high  rates  of  interest,  but  that  was  a  dif. 
ferent  thing  from  the  credit  given  upon  the 
faith  of  money  advanced.     No  man  would 
give  credit  to  another  who  was  known  to 
be  trading  upon  borrowed  capital  for  which 
^  was  to  pay  a  high  rate  of  interest,  but 
Asy  man  would  give  credit  to  an  establish- 
ment in  which  it  was  known  that  a  man  of 
gi^t  capital  had  invested  money  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  share  of  the  profits. 
Loans  known  to  be  obtained  upon  usurious 
i^tes  of  interest,  would  detract  from  the 
cr^it  of  any  house.     He  should  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
BLfmingham  (Mr.  Muntz),  for  he  believed 
the  Bill  waa  not  required  at  all.     There 
vas  no  want  of  capital  under  the  present 
system  for  the  full  purposes  of  trade,  and 
tbe  Bill,  moreover,  was  opposed  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Commissioners  who  had  in- 
quired into  the  practicability  of  reforms  in 
th<t  mercantile  laws.     It  was  said  that  the 
Bill  was  justified  by  the  evidence  which 
had  been  taken.     There  were,  no  doubt, 
many  opinions  expressed  in  favour  of  the 
diange,  but  there  were  also  opinions  of 
^oal  authority  against  it,  and  the  evidence 


was  entirely  against  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  which  did  not  recognise  the  necessity 
of  publicity  and  registration.  Every  wit- 
ness from  the  United  States,  from  France, 
from  Holland,  or  any  country  where  the 
principle  of  limited  liability  prevailed  was 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Upon 
those  grounds  he,  therefore,  hoped  the 
House  would  call  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  withdraw  the  Bill  for  the  present 
Session.  The  Bill  was  not  so  necessary 
now,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  an- 
nounced his  intention,  at  a  future  period, 
to  introduce  a  Bill  for  changing  the  cha- 
racter of  partnerships,  and  it  would  be 
much  better,  he  considered,  to  deal  with 
the  whole  subject  upon  a  wide  and  com- 
prehensive scale.  If  it  were  enacted  that 
men  of  capital  could  receive  profits  without 
becoming  partners,  the  result  would  be 
that,  when  hard  times  came,  every  creditor 
would  set  about  collecting  evidence  to 
ascertain  whether  the  lenders  of  capital 
had  made  themselves  liable  as  partners  in 
any  other  way — whether  they  had  given 
advice,  had  examined  the  books,  or  fre- 
quented the  ofiice,  and  thus  the  Bill  would 
become  an  endless  source  of  profit  to  the 
lawyers,  but  a  source  of  ruin  to  many  who 
might  be  tempted  by  its  provisions. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  said,  he  must  also 
complain  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  had  thrown  out  un- 
worthy taunts  against  the  mercantile  mem- 
bers of  that  House,  and  had  told  them  that 
their  objections  to  the  measure  would  be 
better  stated  in  Committee.  But  they 
were  called  upon  to  determine  upon  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  was  limited  lia- 
bility without  publicity,  which  was  a  most 
objectionable  feature  in  any  system  of  com- 
mercial legislation.  He  wished  to  know 
whether,  in  Committee,  the  Government 
would  adopt  those  precautions  against  fraud 
which  were  embodied  in  the  Joint-stock 
Companies  Bill — that  a  person  lending 
money  should  not  be  a  creditor  against  the 
estate  for  that  money,  and  that  all  part- 
nerships in  that  form  should  be  registered  ? 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  presum- 
ing  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
would  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division, 
he  would  beg  to  join  in  the  appeal  which 
had  been  made  to  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  last  addressed  them.  His  own 
Vote  would  depend  entirely  upon  the  an- 
swer which  might  be  given  to  that  appeal. 
He  could  not  forget  that  the  Bill  was  op- 


347       PartMirship  Amendment       { COM MONS  } 


(No,  2)  Bill. 


348 


posed  to  the  Report^of  a  Conimission  and 
to  the  Reports  of  two  Committees  ;  and, 
although  it  was  based  upon  certain  evi- 
dence, it  was  upon  evidence  which  did  not 
warrant  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape.  The 
great  weight  of  testimony  in  favour  of  a 
measure  of  that  description  had  been  ac- 
companied by  statements  of  the  necessity 
of  publicity  and  various  safeguards.  There 
was  a  broad  distinction  between  a  man 
lending  money  on  usunous  interest  and^a 
person  being  admitted  to  share  in  the  pro- 
fits of  the  business  in  retuen  for  the  loan 
of  his  money.  The  lender  on  usurious  in- 
terest had  great  risks  ;  he  had  no  access 
to  the  accounts  and  knew  nothing  of  the 
state  of  the  profits.  A  person,  ho«vever, 
receiving^a  share  of  the  profits  would  have 
access  to  the  accounts,  would  be  cognisant 
of  all  the  secret  transactions  of  the  con- 
cern, and^  might  withdraw  his  money  as 
opportunity  offered,  either  immediately  or 
gt^dually.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Shefiield  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  that  the  whole  matter  turned 
upon  the  question  whether  there  should  be 
publicity  or  not.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Lowe)  said  that  in  Committee 
he  would  be  prepared  to  entertain  proposi- 
tions to  insure  publicity  and  to  create  safe- 
guards, then  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  would 
Tote  for  going  into  Committee.  If,  on 
the  contrary,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  regard  such  propositions  as  at  vari- 
ance with  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  would  feel  bound  to  vote 
against  going  into  Committee. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  the  proposition  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  and  urged  upon  his  acceptance 
by  the  right  Baronet  who  had  just  re- 
sumed his  scat  reminded*  him  that  gold 
might  be  bought  too  dear.  He  should  be 
glad  to  have  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  sup- 
port, but  he  would  not  purchase  it  at  a  price 
which  he  could  not  fairly  pay.  It  had  not 
been  his  intentioa  to  trouble  the  House 
upon  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  which  had,  in 
fact,  been  read  a  second  time  twice  in 
the  course  of  the  session,  after  considera- 
ble discussion  on  each  occasion  ;  but, 
being  challenged  upon  every  point,  and  the 
last  words  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  sound- 
ing very  much  like  an  intimation  of  the 
probability  that  the  Bill  would  not  proceed 
any  further,  it  was  only  right  that  he  (Mr. 
Lowe)  should  briefly  state  the  nature  of 
the  measure.  The  Bill  certainly  was  not 
a  Bill  dealing  with  partnerships  properly 
so  called  ;  that  subject  he  had  dealt  with 
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already.     If  a  partnership  wished  to  con- 
stitute itself  in  a  shape  to  receive  ihc  pri- 
vileges of  limited  liability,  the  Joint-stock 
Companies   Bill,  which    was  now   in  the 
House  of  Lords,  offered  facilities  for  tbat 
purpose.      He    thou;;ht    it  veiy  doubtful 
whether  the  principle  of  limited  liability 
should  be  applied  to  partnerships  in  the 
maimer  that  had  been  shadowed  forth  by 
some  hon.  Members  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion,  but  he  would  give  no  decided 
opinion  at  present  upon  that  point.   Whftt- 
ever  was  done  with  the  law  of  partnership, 
the  law  of  principal  and  agent  ought  not 
to  be  destroyed.     The  Bill  now  under  con- 
sideration, however,  was  not  a  Bill  to  alter 
the  law  of  partnership,  it  was  merely  sup- 
plementary to  the  repeal  of  the  usury  laws. 
It  was  not  a  Bill  to  regulate  the  relation 
of  partners  inter  #e,  nor  with  third  parties. 
but  to  regulate  the  terms  upon  which  capi- 
tal should  be  advanced.     He  believed  the 
Bill  to  be  a  beneficial  one,  for  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tynemouth  (Mr.  Lindsay),  in 
a  pamphlet  he  had  published,  observed,  ta- 
lent wes  a  drug  and  capital  was  a  drug, 
but  the  union  of  capital  with  talent  was 
rare,  and  so  far  from  being  a  drug  would 
be  extremely  valuable    to   society.     The 
present  Bill  would,  he  believed,  bring  about 
that  union,  and  it  was  roost  desirable  that 
it  should  pass,  as,  if  it  were  thrown  over, 
great  injustice  would   be    done  to  single 
traders.     The  Joint-stock  Companies  Bill 
was  almost  certain  to  become  law,  and  by 
it  a  host  of  Companies  would  be  created  to 
compete  with  traders  in  all  kinds  of  busi- 
ness.   [Ironical  cries  of  ••  Hear,  hear!  "] 
He  rejoiced  at  that  circumstance.     They 
had  carried  out  the  principle  of  free  trade 
into  the  competition  of  capital.     His  no- 
tion of  free  trade  was  not  a  one-sided  one, 
and  having  enabled  Joint- stock  Companies 
to  compete  with  individual  traders,  it  was 
only  fair  and  just  to  give  to  the  latter  every 
reasonable    liberty  to   compete    with  the 
Joint-stock  Companies.     Believing  as  he 
did  that  the  Bill  was  a  salutary  measure, 
he  was  most  anxious  that  it  should  also  be 
an  efficient  Bill  and  carry  into  effect  the 
principles  upon  which  it  professed  to  be 
founded.  -^  That}  principle  was    to  facili- 
tate the  advance  of  capital  upon  the  con* 
sideration  of   a  participation  in  the   pro- 
fits, and  he  believed  that  advances   upon 
such  terms    would  be  adva>itageous  both 
to    the   borrowers   and   the    lenders,   be- 
cause the  latter  would  take  nothing  except 
when  the  borrower  was  fully  able  to  pay, 
and  thus  his  capital  would  never  be  incum- 
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bered  with  the  payment  of  high  interest. 
But  the  question  which  really  pinched  w&s 
— what  was  practicable  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen 
talked  of  Bafegnards  being  required,  and 
that  if  tbej  were  introduced  the  Bill  would 
be  unobjectionable ;  but  if  too  many  safe- 
guards were  introduced,  the  Bill  would  be 
made  safe  altogether,  for  it  would  be  in- 
operatiye  and  not  work  at  all.  The  ques- 
tion which,  as  a  practical  man,  he  had  to 
decide  was,  how  many  safeguards  could  be 
introduced  without  making  the  Bill  a  dead 
letter  ?  He  wished  the  Bill  to  pass,  and 
he  wished,  at  the  same  time,  that  it  should 
be  effective  and  carry  out  the  object  it 
professed  to  have  in  view.  That,  however, 
would  depend  not  altogether  on  the  nature 
of  the  Bill  itself,  but  on  the  facilities  now 
given  to  other  transactions  of  a  similar 
nature.  Where  you  to  put  a  duty  on  an 
article  you  must  look  to  the  probable  ope- 
rations of  the  smuggler,  and  in  the  same 
way,  when  you  imposed  safeguards  upon  a 
particular  kind  of  contract,  which  you  were 
still  anxious  should  be  entered  into,  you 
had  to  consider  what  alternatives  were  pos- 
sessed by  porsonSifor  whom  you  legislated, 
and  whether  they  would  enter  into  those 
contracts  with  the  safeguards  you  proposed 
to  lay  down.  Now,  he  found  that  since 
the  Committee  of  1851,  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  61yn),  two 
changes  in  the  law  had  taken  place — 
Damely,  the  repeal  of  the  usury  laws,  and 
the  Joint-stock  Companies  Act  recently 
passed ;  and  he  asked  himself,  when  you 
had  got  your  safeguards — the  publicity,  the 
registration  and  the  other  machinery  of  the 
kind  proposed — who  would  take  advantage 
of  the  Bill  at  all,  who  would  be  disposed  to 
avail  themselves  of  its  provisions?  How 
could  you  expect  people,  when  they  could 
obtain  nearly  the  same  advantages  by  other 
methods  of  proceeding,  to  have  recourse 
to  this  measure?  On  what  principle  of 
human  nature  was  it  expected  that  a  man 
who  could  lend  his  money  at  a  fixed  rate 
of  interest,  without  depending  on  the  pro- 
fits, without  publicity,  without  registration, 
would  put  aside  those  facilities  in  order  to 
involve  himself  in  all  the  *intricacies  now 
proposed  ?  It  was  perfectly  clear  that  the 
effect  of  such  a  provision  would  be  to  per- 
petuate an  injurious  system  now  in  opera- 
tioD — namely,  the  practice  which  prevailed, 
with  regard  to  trading  concerns,  of  having 
a  certain  amount  of  their  capital  supplied 
for  a  short  period  by  dealers  in  money. 
That  was  a  system  which  he  looked  upon 
as  iDJarious  to  the  trade  of  the  country ; 


it  was  far  better  that  that  capital  should 
be  supplied  by  persons  who  were  more  in- 
timately concerned  with  the^  business  car- 
ried on  than  the  mere  money-lender  or 
bill-discounter.  Under  the  system  now 
proposed,  however,  you  would  be  poising 
the  scale  in  favour  of  the  money-lender  and 
bill-discounter,  and  against  the  persons 
whom  it  was  wished  to  emancipate  (so  to 
speak)  by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
What  was  there  in  the  nature  of  loans, 
based  on  a  share  of  the  profits,  which  should 
make  them  so  utterly  different  from  other 
kinds  of  loans  ?  The  only  difference  be- 
tween such  loans  and  those  of  the  ordinary 
character  was,  that  there  was  something 
to  arrive  at  before  the  interest  was  paid, 
namely,  the  amount  of  the  profits ;  whereas 
in  the  other  case  the  amount  of  interest 
was  settled  by  exact  stipulation  between 
the  parties.  Was  there  anything  in  that 
principle  which  warranted  so  great  a  dif- 
ference in  the  manner  of  treating  the  two 
cases,  so  that  whereas  in  the  one  instance 
you  allowed  the  lender  the  fullest  licence 
to  deal  with  the  borrower  as  he  thought 
proper,  without  in  the  least  interfering 
with  the  nature  of  the  transaction,  you 
should  think  it  necessary  in  the  other  in- 
stance to  tie  up  the  transaction  by  every 
species  of  burdensome  restriction  which 
man  could  conceive  or  invent?  It  was 
said  that  the  man  who  lent  money  on  pro- 
fits had  access  to  the  books.  That,  how- 
ever, was  a  mistake.  He  apprehended 
that,  practically,  the  mere  lending  of 
money  on  profits  would  not  give  a  man  the 
right  to  go  into  the  counting-house  and 
turn  over  the  books  as  he  pleased.  In 
equity  the  lender  might  have  such  a  right, 
but  how  many  contracts  would  there  be  in 
which  it  would  be  left  to  a  Court  of  Equity 
to  decide  in  the  matter?  Would  it  not  be 
left  to  be  decided  in  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  parties  ?  or  would  it  not  be  left 
to  arbitration  ?  in  which  case  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  at  all  in  the  matter.  What 
was  there  in  all  this  to  warrant  the  won- 
derful difference  made  in  treating  the  two 
kinds  of  loans?  But  go  a  little  further. 
How  long  had  it  been  laid  down  that  a 
man,  when  he  advanced  his  money,  might 
not  stipulate  for  any  advantage  he  thought 
proper?  In  consideration  for  a  loan  at 
fixed  interest  he  might  stipulate  for  secu- 
rity, he  might  stipulate  for  access  to  the 
books,  and  for  any  other  advantage  which 
he  chose  to  insist  on.  Take,  however,  a 
case: — Suppose  a  man  advanced  money 
on  security  on  condition  that  he  received 
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some  portion  of  the  profit — would  you 
take  his  security  from  him  because  he  sti- 
pulated to  be  paid  in  profits  instead  of  a 
nigh  rate  of  interest,  which  would  have 
covered  the  probable  profits  ?  Now,  hon. 
Members  should  be  aware  that  all  those 
things  were  to  bo  considered  ;  the  line 
must  be  drawn,  and  he  could  not  conceive 
where  that  line  was  to  be  drawn.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
that  he  should  be  inexcusable  if  he  con- 
sented to  the  proposed  system  of  registra- 
tion. He  looked  upon  that  system  as  the 
most  cruel  trap,  the  most  perfect  delusion 
which  could  possibly  be  devised — as  one 
which  would  cause  more  hardships,  more 
ruin,  more  misery  than  any  provisions 
which  could  be  imagined --as  a  system 
which  would  be  the  fruitful  mother  of  every 
species  of  fraud  and  iniquity.  The  first 
words  of  the  clause  were  these — 

"  No  person  who  may  hereafter  lend  money  to 
a  trader  in  the  manner  authorised  by  this  Act 
for  a  fixed  period  of  time  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a 
partner." 

So  that,  if  in  the  slightest  particular  the 
▼ery  numerous  and  intricate  provisions  of 
the  Act  were  departed  from — the  least 
ouiission  or  inadvertence  rendered  a  lender, 
instead  of  not  being  liable  at  all,  account- 
able to  the  last  shilling  of  his  fortune.  A 
simple  error  in  the  description,  an  error  iu 
a  figure,  an  inadvertence  for  which  he 
might  not  be  in  the  slightest  degree  re- 
sponsible, made  him  liable  to  the  extent  of 
every  farthing  he  possessed  for  the  debts 
of  the  concern.  Well,  then,  he  said,  bet- 
ter—a thousand  times  better — have  no 
Act  at  all  than  such  a  trap  as  that  would 
prove  to  be.  Again,  it  was  proposed  to 
register  the  name,  the  place  of  business, 
the  description  of  the  lender,  and  of  the 
the  trader  borrowing,  and  the  amount  of 
the  loan.  In  France,  where  the  system 
had  been  in  force  for  a  considerable  period, 
it  was  found  that  the  loans  on  terms  of 
receiving  profits,  unlike  loans  on  terms  of 
fixed  interest,  gave  a  degree  of  credit  to 
the  borrower.  If  persons  were  found  will- 
ing  to  lend  to  a  concern  on  condition  that 
they  should  oply  be  repaid  when  profits 
began  to  be  made,  that  would  obviously  be 
one  means  of  creating  confidence  in  such 
a  concern.  You  therefore  gave  people, 
if  fraudulently  disposed,  an  opportunity, 
under  the  system  of  registration,  of  pot- 
tinff  down  the  name  of  any  great  capitalist, 
and  of  entering  him  as  a  lender,  thus  im- 

?srting  a  fictitious  credit  to  the  concern, 
'hen  as  to  the  amount  of  the  loan.     Frau- 

Mr,  Lowe 


dulently  disposed  persons  might  put  down 
any  amount  they  pleased,  and  niiglit  refer 
to  the  registry  and  show  that  they  had 
this  amount  of  capital  at  their  disposnl. 
What  made  the  matter  worse  was,  that 
the  registrar  was  to  ascertain,  by  a  qua^i 
judicial  process   the   genuineness  of  the 
loan  which  would  give  rise  to  the  notion 
that  that  officer  had  made  inquiry  into  the 
bond  fides  of  the  transaction,  whereas  it 
would  really  establish  .nothing  of  the  sort 
and  could  lead  to  nothing  at  all.     Before 
registering  the  loan  the  registrar  was  to 
require  the  production  of  the  instrument 
for  securing  or  manifesting  the  same,  and 
such  other  evidence  of  such  loan  as  ho 
shall  deem  sufficient,"  and  thon  he  would 
certify  that  it  had  been  paid.     But  suppose 
it  had  been  paid.     In  the  case  of  the  frau- 
dulent collusion  suggested,  what  was  to 
prevent  the  loan  being  recalled  the  next 
day  after  being  so  paid  ?     Then  any  varia- 
tion of  the  contract,  or  any  change  of  the 
terms,  established  a  new  contract,  that  is 
to  say,  if  it  was  not  registered  at  the  very 
moment  it  made  a  man  again  unlimitedly 
liable   to    the   creditors .  of   the  concern. 
There  were  a  great  many  points  of  a  simi- 
lar nature  which  he  might  bring  forward ; 
but  he  had  said  enough,  he  thought,  to  show 
the  objections  he  entertained  to  the  pro- 
posals made;  and,  entertaining  those  ob- 
jections, he  considered  that  he  should  be 
culpable  indeed  if  he  held  oat  any  hope 
that  he  would  assent  to  those  proposals. 
Their  adoption  would  be,  in  his  opinion,  a 
thousand  times  worse  than  having  no  Bill 
at  all.     He  had,  therefore,  no  difficulty  in 
meeting  the  challenge  of  his    right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  J.  Graham)  by  saying  that  he 
could  not  adopt  a  system  of  registration 
which  would  be  looked  upon  as  bondfide^ 
but  would  be  infinitely  worse  than  nooc  at 
all ;  and   he  could  scarcely  imagine  how 
such  Amendments  could  be  introduced  by 
any  Gentleman  favourable  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.     For  his  part,  he  was  prepared 
to  stand  on  the  principle  pf  the  Bill,  which 
was  not,  as  had  been  truly  said,  that  of 
limited  liability ;  it  was  not  the  principle 
that  a  partner  should  limit  his  liability ;  it 
was  not  the  principle  of  commandite,  which 
was  devised  for  the  purpose  of  cheating  the 
usury  laws ;  but  it  was  to  enable  private 
partnerships,    under  the    competition    to 
which  they  were  now  to  be  subjected,  to 
increase  their  capital   by   removing   from 
those  who  were  willing  to  advance  capital 
the  present  heavy  restrictions  and  penal- 
ties.    That  was  the  principle  of  the  -  nica- 
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snre,  and  he  would  not  sacrifice  the  carry- 
ing out  of  that  principle  bj  holding  out  any 
promise  of  yielding  to  the  proposals  to 
which  ho  had  adverted. 

Kr.  CARDWBLL  said,  ho  must  call 
i]||pn  the  House  to  observe  that,  as  it  had 
been  put  by  his  right   hon.  Friend   the 
Vice-President  of   the  Board  of   Trade, 
they  were  not  going  to  vote   upon   the 
question  of  limited  liability,  and,    there- 
fore, bon.  Members  who  voted  against  the 
proposal  to  go  into  Committee  would  not 
be  Toling  against  that  principle.     He  had 
been  under  the  belief  that  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  due  the  credit  of  having  sent 
to  the  other  Houso  in  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament  a  comprehensive  and  useful 
measure  forgiving  limited  liability  to  Joint- 
stock  Companies ;    but  how  great  must  be 
the  disappointment  with  which  they  had 
listened  to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  told 
them  that  any  attempt,  with  regard  to  this 
measupc,  to  give  that  simple  publicity  which 
fflSDj  bon.  Gentlemen  thought  essential  to 
the  lond  fides  of  those  transactions  must 
neceflsarily  be  so  impracticable  that  it  would 
^  a  thousand  times  better  the  Bill  should 
not  pass  at  all.     Now  what  the  advocates 
of  publicity  desired  was,  that  the  Bill  now 
Bnder  consideration  should  follow  the  pre- 
cedent of  the  Joint-stock  Companies'  Act. 
The  bon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  Glyn) 
identified  himself   with   the   principle  of 
publicity,  and  argued  that  notice  should 
^  given  to  the  whole  community  of  tho 
DAtnre  of   the   partnerships  about  to  be 
created.    The  Joint-stock  Companies  Act 
cwned  out  the  fundamental  principle  of 
our  own  law,   and  what  was  also,  he  be- 
lieved, a  fandamental  principle  of  the  law 
of  every  commercial  country  in  the  world 
7-tbat  persons  might  limit  their  liability 
jft^  se,  but  that,  if  they  limited  their 
luibility  against  an  unknowing  creditor,  ho 
should  not  be  bound  by  a  contract  made 
Wiind  his  back — that  freedom  of  trade 
sbonld   not  be  extended  to   freedom   of 
iraQd— and  that  the  creditor  should  not 
be  governed  by  arrangements  mado  col- 
Iwively  without  his  knowledge.     It  was 
found  that  that  principle  of  the  law  of  this 
country  operated  as  a  restraint  upon  com- 
locrcial  transactions,  and,  therefore,  in  the 
Joint- stock    Companies'  Act  a  mode  of 
^gistration  and  publicity  was  devised,  and 
It  was  provided  that  all  persons  dealing 
^Uh  a  partnership  incorporated  under  that 
Aft,  since  they  had  the  means  of  ascer- 
^ining  the  limits  of  its  liability,  should  be 
<^eemed  to  have  dealt  with  it  as  a  limited 
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liability  partnership.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kendal,  and  others  who  agreed  with 
him  in  opinion,  said,  **  Be  consistent  in 
your  legislation,  and  do  not  in  the  same 
Session,  and  on  the  same  subject,  assent 
to  two  measures  which  are  diametrically 
opposed  in  principle."  How  could  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lowe)  tell  them 
that  the  very  same  regulation  for  which 
he  had  obtained  much  credit  for  sending 
up  to  the  other  House  in  the  larger  Bill 
would  be  delusive,  impracticable,  and  mis- 
chievous, if  i!;  were  introduced  into  the 
measure  now  before  them.  The  rip;ht 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that  the  Bill 
did  not  relate  to  the  question  of  partner- 
ship, but  that  it  was  intended  to  supple- 
ment the  usury  laws.  Common  persons, 
he  apprehended,  would  judge  of  the  object 
of  a  Bill  from  its  endorsement,  and  he 
found  the  endorsement  of  the  Bill  was 
"Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill." 
The  House  had  twice,  during  the  present 
Session,  agreed  to  amend  the  law  of  part- 
nership, and  he  would  now  ask  them,  if 
they  went  into  Committee,  to  do  that 
which,  by  assenting  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  they  had  determined  to  do — 
namely,  to  amend  the  law  of  partnership. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe) 
said,  they  would  act  with  injustice  towards 
private  partnerships  if  they  did  not  pass 
this  Bill,  because  they  had  given  to  great 
partnerships  all  the  privileges  and  advan- 
tages of  the  Joint-stock  Companies'  Bill, 
thereby  raising  up  competitors  against 
smaller  partnerships.  Now  what  was  tho 
natural  inference  to  be  deduced  from  that 
observation  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  ? 
Why  place  the  smaller  partnerships  pre- 
cisely upon  the  same  footing  as  the  larger, 
let  there  be  perfect  equality — a  clear  stage 
and  no  favour.  Every  argument  urged  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  the  intro- 
duction of  reasonable  precautions  into  his 
Bill  told  with  precisely  the  same  force 
against  all  the  precautions  which  he  had 
himself  inserted  in  the  Bill  that  had  been 
sent  up  to  the  other  House.  [Mr.  Lowe 
said  that  no  conditions  had  been  inserted 
in  the  latter  measure.]  His  right  hon. 
Friend  said  that  no  conditions  had  been 
inserted  in  the  Bill  sent  up  to  the  other 
House.  Possibly  his  right  hon.  Friend 
might  be  interested  to  learn  what  were 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  which 
had  been  sent  up  to  tho  other  House. 
That  Bill  expressly  required  a  registration 
of  the  names  of  partners ;  a  statement  of 
the  objects  with  which  the  partnership  was 
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established ;  a  declaration  whether  the  lia- 
bility of  the  shareholders  was  to  be  limited 
or  unlimited;  a  statement  of  the  amount  of 
capital ;  and  it  provided  also  that  the  word 
'*  limited**  should  be  added  to  the  title  of 
the  company ;  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  measure  contained  no 
provisions  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 
Surely  those  conditions  would  suffice  to 
give  universal  notice  of  the  character  of 
the  company,  and  would  afford  a  protec- 
tion against  fraud  to  the  public.  But  if 
the  Bill  was  not  only  inconsistent  with  the 
principle  of  the  law  of  this  country,  but 
also  inconsistent  with  the  measure  for  the 
regulation  of  joint-stock  banks,  which 
had  been  sent  to  the  other  House,  upon 
what  authority  was  it  founded  ?  Did 
the  two  Committees  of  that  House,  which 
had  considered  the  subject,  recommend  a 
measure  of  this  description  ?  They  did 
not.  They  recommended  a  measure  simi- 
lar to  that  which  had  been  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  Glyn). 
Did  the  Commission  recommend  this  Bill  ? 
No.  One>half  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mission—  for  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject  —  recommended 
that  some  arrangement  should  be  made 
with  regard  to  such  loans  as  were  con- 
templated by  the  Bill,  but  not  without 
safeguards  against  fraud.  The  example 
of  foreign  countries  had  been  appealed  to, 
and  the  case  of  America  had  been  men- 
tioned. He  had  in  his  hand  the  revised 
Statutes  of  Massachusetts,  and  he  found 
that  there  was  not  one  restriction  that  had 
been  called  for  to-night  that  was  not  in 
force  in  that  State.  How  could  it  be  con- 
tended, then,  that  such  restrictions  would 
be  impracticable,  mischievous,  and  cruel 
in  this  country?  What  was  the  law  of 
France  and  Germany  on  the  subject  ?  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Lowe)  might  lead  hon.  Members  to  imagine 
that  in  France  no  regulations  existed  for 
the  protection  of  the  public.  He  would 
not  enter  into  a  dissertation  upon  the 
bankruptcy  laws  of  other  countries,  but 
he  believed  the  stringency  of  those  laws 
afforded  greater  protection  to  the  public 
than  was  given  by  the  laws  of  Great 
Britain.  The  Leipsic  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, spefiking  of  the  Code  de  Commerce, 
said — 

**  It  is  necessary  that  this  extract  (a  general 
notification  of  the  character  of  the  partnership), 
besides  the  names  of  the  managing  partners,  the 
commercial  objects  of  the  newly-established  com- 
pany, the  commencement  and  the  termination  of 
the  period  for  which  it  is  formed,  shoidd  contain 

Mr.  Cardwell 


the  number  (noi,  however,  the  names)  of  the  con^ 
manditairett  and  the  amount  of  the  funds  advanced 
or  to  be  advanced  by  them.  Other  commercial 
codes  require  also  the  publication  of  the  names  of 
the  individual  eammanditairei" 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  then,  could  not 
appeal  to  the  law  of  America,  of  France, 
or  of  Europe ;  but  it  was  said  that  the 
law  was  found  to  be  satisfactory  in  those 
countries  where  there  was  an  absence  of 
restriction.  Among  the  eminent  men  who 
composed  the  Commission  there  was  not 
one  whose  opinion  on  such  a  subject  was 
more  valuable  than  that  of  Mr.  Slater, 
who  said — 

"  But  it  is  by  no  means  certain  that  partDer- 
ships  en  eammandite,  even  in  those  countries 
where  the  system  is  most  adopted,  give  that  satis- 
^tion  which  its  advocates  would  predicate.  In 
France,  M.  Horson,  although  in  &vour  of  sack 
partnerships,  gives  no  very  flattering  account  of 
its  operation,  ascribing  the  evil  effects  which  are 
occasionally  produced  by  such  partnerships,  or 
rather  the  excrescences  which  have  arisen  out  of 
them, '  to  the  fiict  of  its  principle  not  having  been 
sufficiently  clearly  defined  in  the  Commercial  Code 
of  1807,  while  since  that  time  the  iurisprudenee 
and  the  precedents  have  gradually  deviated  more 
and  more  from  this  principle.' " 

Now,  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  if  that 

Srinciple  would  be  clearly  defined  by  this 
>ill  ?     Could  any  man  tell  what  would  be 
the  operation  of  a  measure  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kidder* 
minster,  would  not  entitle  a   person  ad- 
vancing money  to  a  partnership  to  have 
access  to  the  books  ?     He  (Mr.  Cardwell) 
knew  the  Bill  did  not  in  terms  entitle  a 
person  under  such  circumstances  to  have 
access  to  the  books;    but  was  a  man  to 
form  a  contract  that  he  should  be  remu- 
nerated   according  to   the   profits  of  sn 
undertaking,  and  then  to  be  denied  access 
to  the   means  of   ascertaining   what  the 
amount  of  those  profits  were  ?     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  an  account  might 
be  had  in  chancery ;  but  would  that  House 
assent  to  a  Bill  which  would  establish  a 
system  of  commercial  contracts  the  nature 
of  which  could  only  be  determined  by  the 
cumbrous  and  costly  expedient  of  an  ac- 
count in  Chancery?      Mr.  Horson  stated 
that  the  mischiefs  which    had  arisen  is 
France  were  attributable  to  the  fact  that 
the  principle  of  the  law  had  not  been  suffi* 
ciently  clearly  defined  in  the  Commercial 
Code,  and  those  mischiefs  were — 

*'  That  there  is  no  goarantee  that  the  com* 
mandUaire  has  wholly  paid  up  his  quota — n#| 
registration  of  either  names  or  shares — and  m 
effective  security  against  fraud,  both  partnership! 
en  commcmdite  and  toeiUes  anonvmes  beine  a4 


dieted  to  reckless  speculation. 


anonvme*  being 
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The  HoQBe  had  been  told  that  all  the  evi- 
dence  wm  in  favour  of  limited  liability. 
Thej  were  not  now  discuBsing  limited 
liabilitj,  but,  if  they  were,  it  would  be 
found  that  the  whole  tenor  of  the  evi- 
dence was  in  favour  of  limited  liability 
with  publicity,  but  certainly  not  without 
publicity.  One  of  the  witnesses,  who 
would  have  the  greatest  weight  with  the 
Commissioners,  must  have  been  his  right 
Hon.  Friend  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  he  would  therefore 
read  to  the  House  the  opinion  given  by 
him  before  the  Commission.  He  was 
asked  this  question : — 

"  Ought  it  to  be  indispensable  to  such  limited 
partnerships  that  a  registration  of  the  terms  on 
vhieh  the  partnership  is  carried  on  should  be 
required ;  and  that  the  verjr  name  by  which  such 
eompanj  was  denominated  should  mark  it  as  be> 
longing  to  that  class  f  What  ought  to  appear  in 
the  registration  of  the  company  ?  In  particular, 
do  yon  think  that  the  names  of  the  limited  part- 
ners, together  with  the  sums  furnished  bj  them 
mpeetiTely,  should  be  published  in  such  rs- 
fiiterr 

The  House  would  see  that  this  was  the 
Tery  thing  now  asked  for.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answered  the  question  thus  : — 

"  I  think,  mJt  the  partners  are  left  to  fix  the 
terms  of  their  cootract,  the  public  should  have 
access  to  those  conditions  bj  which  it  is  to  be 
bound,  and  therefore  that  the  terms  should  be 
registered.*' 

Cruel  trap  !  mischief !  impracticability  ! 
Such  had  been  the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  night.  Then,  in  his 
eWdeoce,  bta  right  hon.  Friend  proceeded 
to  say : — 

**  Too  maoh  publioitj  cannot  be  given  to  the 
naturs  of  the  partnership  ;  and  I  think,  to  fitcili- 
tate  inqntrj,  the  names  of  the  partners  should  be 
inven.  I  see  no  objection  to  publication  in  the 
Bewspapert,  aa  practised  in  America ;  but  I  do 
ftot  thmk  a  circular  of  accounts  should  be  re- 
quired." 

He  also  said,  he  would  have  certificates 
"distinguishing  who  are  general  and  who 
are  special  partners,  the  amount  of  capital 
vbicb  each  special  partner  has  contributed 
to  the  common  stock,  the  general  nature 
of  the  buMness  to  be  transacted,  and  the 
time  when  the  partnership  is  to  commence 
sod  when  it  is  to  terminate.*'  Do  not  let 
the  right  koo.  Gentleman  now  say  that 
the  lender — that  was  to  say,  the  camman" 
diUnre — ought  not  to  be  registered  as  well 
as  the  general  partners.  The  matter  had 
been  rather  diacussed  as  if  it  was  some 
diflficnlt  qneation  of  law — as  if  we  had  got 
tome  deep  abyss  of  legal  knowledge  to 
fathom  before  we  could  come  to  an  intelli- 


gible  opinion  regarding  it ;  but  in  truth  it 
was  a  very  plain  question  of  common  sense. 
The  question  was,  whether  we  were  going, 
for  the  first  time  in  commercial  history,  to 
legalise  a  state  of  things  in  which  such 
operations  as  he  would  now  describe  could 
be  carried  into  effect  ?  Imagine  a  capi- 
talist desirous  of  speculating  with  £10,000. 
Imagine  him  to  send  down  to  Liverpool 
two  men  of  straw  with  £5,000  each  re- 
ceived from  him.  Let  it  be  a  period  of 
great  speculation,  and  let  them  deal  with 
some  particular  article  which  was  likely  to 
fluctuate  very  considerably  in  price.  He 
desires  one  of  his  agents  to  speculate  for  a 
rise,  and  the  other  for  a  fall  in  the  value 
of  the  article.  The  article  of  course  would 
either  rise  or  fall.  One  of  the  persons  so 
set  up  by  the  capitalist  would  sustain  a 
loss,  and  the  other  would  necessarily  re- 
alise a  large  profit.  The  profit  would  go 
to  the  capitalist,  while  the  loss  would  be 
limited  to  £5,000,  and  as  the  present 
Bill  was  drawn  he  would  be  a  creditor  for  * 
that  amount.  More  than  that,  he  would 
be  a  creditor  with  means  of  knowledge 
that  no  other  man  possessed,  and  with  an 
opportunity  of  getting  his  £5,000  that  no 
other  creditor  had.  Now,  let  the  Bill  be 
called  a  supplement  to  the  Joint -stock 
Company *s  Act,  or  to  the  Usury  Laws 
Repeal  Act;  or  let  it  be  called  on  the 
back  *'  A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Part- 
nership," and  in  the  debate,  as  had  been 
done,  let  it  be  stated  that  it  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  law  of  partnership — what 
did  all  that  signify  ?  The  question  was, 
whether  or  not  that  House  was  going  to 
establish  a  gigantic  system  of  fraud  to  the 
injury  of  the  honest  trader  and  to  the 
great  detriment  of  the  commercial  inte- 
rests of  the  country  ?  Well,  what  was  the 
particular  time  at  which  this  Bill  was 
brought  before  the  House  ?  He  had  read 
that  morning  some  interestingobservations 
in  the  city  article  of  The  Times,  one  or 
two  of  which  he  would  take  the  liberty  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House.  It 
was  8ud-^ 

"  The  form  of  speculation  now  gradually  com- 
mencing will  be  watched  with  anxiety  by  all  who 
regard  the  permanent  wel&re  of  the  country." 

Then  it  went  on  to  say  that  every  one 

must  see— 

**  That  the  final  result  will  be  a  crash  such  as 
was  witnessed  in  1825, 1836,  and  1847,  and  which 
in  this  country  may  be  looked  for  with  absolute 
precision  once  every  elcTen  years/' 

Then,  if  a  crash  might  be  expected  to 
come  in  the  periodical  way  here  described, 

N2 
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there  surely  was  no  need  and  no  wisdom 
to  make  it  more  serious  when  it  did  come. 
But  a  part  of  the  article  referred  to  the 
Limited  Liability  Act  as  follows : — 

"  It  is  a  singular  fact,  that  while  the  law  of 
limited  liability  has  been  assailed  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  prove  a  stimulus  to  the  wildest 
speculation,  it  has  thus  far  led  only  to  a  few 
moderate  and  for  the  most  part  useful  projects, 
"Virhioh  may  servo  in  their  degree  the  healthful 
purpose  of  finding  employment  for  our  energies 
within  the  limits  of  our  own  shores." 

It  must  bo  very  satisfactory  that  the 
limited  liability  law  passed  last  year,  which 
contained  the  principle  of  publicity,  was 
working  so  well,  even  when  the  fever  of 
speculation  had  begun.  Cuuld  there  be  a 
better  reason  for  taking  care  that  in  auy 
other  Bill  passed  by  the  House  there  should 
be  the  same  safeguards  ?  IIo  would  say, 
by  all  means  allow  persons,  as  our  law 
now  allowed,  to  limit  their  liability  by 
such  contracts  as  they  pleased ;  but  take 
,  care  that  the  person  against  whom  they 
were  to  be  limited  had  the  means  of  know- 
ing the  nature  of  the  contract  On  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  he  expressed 
his  opinion  that  such  alterations  as  were 
required  could  be  made  in  Committee,  and, 
had  he  been  called  on  to  give  a  veto  some 
time  ago  when  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  who  judiciously  said  all 
those  questions  could  be  settled  in  Com- 
mittee, sat  down,  he  should  not  have  voted 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham. 
But  with  that  candour  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lowe)  exhibted  on  every 
occasion,  he  had  distinctly  told  the  House 
that  the  Bill  would  be  worse  than  useless 
if  the  proposed  change  were  introduced, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  thousand  times 
better  to  have  no  Bill  at  all.  It  was  clear, 
therefore,  that  if  the  Bill  were  changed  in 
Committee,  it  would  not  have  the  advan- 
tage of  his  right  hon.  Friend's  patronage 
in  order  to  being  carried  into  a  law.  If  they 
went  into  Committee  the  result  might  be  a 
law  to  which  many  in  that  House  would 
positively  object.  If  they  succeeded  in 
amending  the  Bill  in  Committee,  then  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  abandon  his  guar- 
dianship of  it,  and  they  would  be  in  no 
better  case.  Under  those  circumstances, 
therefore,  he  thought  the  wiser  course 
would  be  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham. 

Tub  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
should  not  have  interposed  any  observations 
of  his  own  between  the  House  and  the 
division,  if  a  discussion  on  the  principle  of 
the   Bill  had  not  been  raised.      He  had 

Mr,  Cardwell 


devoted  much   attention  to  the  subject, 
and  he  must  confess  that  if  it  were  not  for 
the  high  authority  of  the  speakers  who  had 
preceded  him,  he  should  have  supposed 
they  had  been  talking  about  an  entirely 
different  matter  from  that  which  was  really 
before  the  House.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdon  (Mr.  T.  Baring)  seemed  to  say 
that  the  Bill  involved  the  principle  of  com- 
mandite.    Now  so  far  from  advocating  the 
principle  of  commandite  ho  (the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate) was  not  in  favour  of  that  principle; 
and  when  his  right  hon.  Friend  two  years 
ago,  proposed  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  esta- 
blishing the  principle  of  limited  liability, 
ho  requested  him  not  to  extend  the  mea- 
sure to  Scotland,  because  he  was  appre- 
hensive they  were  travelling    rather  too 
fast  under  the  pressure  of  the  railway  sys- 
tem  that  then  prevailed.      On  the  other 
hand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  (Mr.  Cardwell)  had  dealt 
with  the  Bill  as  if  it  were  a  Joint-stock 
Companies  Bill.     Now,  in  his  (the  Lord 
Advocate's)  opinion,  no  two  subjects  could 
be  more  distinct.      There  were  three  com- 
mercial relations  totally  distinct  from  each 
other,  which  had  been  brought  into  discus- 
sion by  recent  legislation : — First,  partner- 
ship proper ;  second,  partnership  en  com- 
mandite ;  and  third,  the  partnership  of  a 
Joint-stock  Company.     Those  were  all  to- 
tally distinct  from  what  was  meant  when 
they  spoke  of  limited  liability.     Everybody 
knew  that  a  Joint-stock  Company  was  not 
a  partnership  in  the  proper  sense  of  the 
term.      It  was  a  combination  in  which  the 
stocks  and  .not  the  partners  constituted 
the  principal  object ;  so  much  so,  indeed » 
that  it  had  been    doubted    whether   the 
members  of  a  Joint-stock  Company  were 
subject  to  the   law  of  universal  liability. 
It,  in  fact,  differed  entirely  from  a  part- 
nership proper,    for  the   shareholders    in 
Joint-stock  Companies  were  not  partners^ 
they  had  only  an  interest  in  the  stock.     In 
the  case  of  a  partnership  proper  all  the 
partners  had  a  right  to  manage  the  con- 
cern ;  their  shares  were  not  transferable  ; 
and  they  were  not  succeeded  by  others  in 
the   partnership.      All    the  qualifications 
which  characterised  the   members  of    an 
ordinary  partnership   ceased    in  a  Joint- 
stock  Company.     Having  put  that  aside, 
what  was  it   that  was  meant  by  limited 
liability?      It  was  not  to  limit  a  man's 
obligations,  for  what  he  undertook  to  do 
he  was  bound  to  perform ;  *and  what  .he 
did  not  undertake  to  do,  no  law  could  make 
him  do.     If  you  meant  by  limited  liability 
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to  exempt  a  man  from  his  own  obligations, 
that  would  be  a  false  system  of  legislation ; 
bat  if  jou  meant  by  limited  liability  to 
compel  a  man  to  do  wbat  he  never  under- 
took to  do»  that  would  be  injustice.  A 
man  who  stood  in  the  position  of  a  lender 
and  a  creditor,  should  not  be  placed  in  the 
position  of  a  partner.  He,  therefore,  ob- 
jected to  the  law  of  commandite  because 
it  made  a  partner  a  creditor  ;  and  he  ob- 
jected to  the  present  law  of  partnership  in 
England,  because  it  said  that  a  man  who 
was  merely  a  creditor  should  stand  in  the 
position  of  a  partner.  When  tho  right 
hoc.  Gentleman  (Mr.Cardwell)  talked  about 
the  universal  liability  of  partners,  that 
depended  upon  the  plain  principle  that 
every  trader  was  liable  to  pay  his  own 
debts ;  and,  if  there  were  two  traders  each 
authorising;  the  other  to  act  for  him,  each 
of  them  would  be  as  much  liable  for  the 
debts  contracted  by  the  other  as  if  they 
had  been  contracted  by  himself.  But,  as 
regarded  the  partnership  property,  the 
man  who  had  lent  his  money  as  an  ordinary 
creditor  in  order  to  receive  a  share  of  the 
profits  only,  but  without  any  authority  to 
act  as  a  partner — such  a  person  could  not 
be  subjected  to  the  liabilities  of  a  partner. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
wherever  tho  usury  laws  were  in  force  no 
roan  could  receive  more  than  the  legal  rate 
of  interest  in  the  capacity  of  a  lender  ;  and 
that  be  must  be  a  partner  in  order  to 
enable  him  to  receive  a  larger  share  of  the 
profits.  But  the  law  had  been  altered  in 
this  respect;  and  a  man  might  now  ad- 
vance money  upon  any  terms  he  liked, 
provided  the  amount  of  interest  were  fixed. 
It  was  said  that  the  profits  were  what  the 
shareholders  and  creditors  looked  to  for 
the  payment  of  their  debts.  But  that  was 
entirely  a  fallacy.  It  was  to  the  partner- 
ship that  those  parties  looked  ;  and  it  was 
the  partnership  that  would  be  liable  to  pay 
the  debts.  It  had  been  argued  that  the 
terms  on  which  the  money  was  lent  might 
be  so  extortionate  that  tho  lender  would 
have  it  in  his  power  to  sweep  away  the 
whole  of  the  profits.  But  tho  answer  to  that 
was,  that  if  a  man  were  truly  a  partner  he 
should  not  be  anything  different  from  a 
partner ;  and  that  if  he  were  truly  a  cre- 
ditor he  should  not  be  something  dififerent 
from  a  creditor.  That  was  all  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  tho  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  asked  by  this  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cardwell) 
had  pat  the  case  of  a  man  sending  down 


to  Manchester  or  Liverpool  two  men  of 
straw,  to  whom  he  advanced  money,  giving 
them  instructions  how  they  were  to  apply 
it,  in  order  that  he  himself  might  avoid  all 
liability  ;  but  was  it  not  plain  and  evident 
that  in  that  case,  when  a  person  not  only 
advanced  money,  but  exercised  a  control 
over  it,  giving  instructions  as  to  its  appli- 
cation, the  lender  would  be  a  partner,  and 
that  those  facts  would  prove  him  to  be  a 
partner  ?  The  whole  question,  after  all, 
was  this — if  a  man  honestly  lent  money  to 
another  for  the  purposes  of  trade,  was  that 
a  sufficient  ground  for  saying  that  he  who 
Was  really  only  a  creditor  should  be  deemed 
to  be  a  partner  ?  It  was  said  that  such  a 
person  would  have  an  advantage  over  all 
other  creditors  by  knowing  under  what 
circumstances  the  borrower  was  carrying 
on  his  trade.  That  was  perfectly  true. 
But  in  Scotland  any  preference  shown  to 
the  lender  by  the  borrower  was  unlawful 
and  was  good  ground  for  a  commission  of 
bankruptcy.  It  appeared  to  him  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  objections  that  had  been 
raised  by  hon.  Members  that  could  at  all 
militate  against  the  Bill.  It  was  not  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  to  establish  the  principle 
of  limited  partnerships.  What  his  rigdt 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lowe)  proposed  was  to 
describe  a  creditor  as  a  creditor.  He  held 
that  a  partnership  consisted  of  persons 
who  participated  both  in  the  profit  and  in 
the  loss ;  but  where  there  was  only  a  par- 
ticipation in  the  profit,  and  without  any 
participation  in  the  loss,  that  was  not  a 
partnership.  They  could  not  create  com- 
merce, but  they  could  leave  commerce  free, 
and  allow  every  man  to  make  what  con- 
tract he  pleased  that  was  consistent  with 
the  ordinary  laws  and  policy  of  the  country 
— ^let  him  know  what  that  contract  was, 
and  give  him  tho  cheapest  and  most  effi- 
cient remedy  to  enforce  its  observance. 
He  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  more 
free  commerce  was  left,  and  the  more 
they  reverted  to  first  principles,  the  more 
surely  would  they  protect  commerce  against 
fraud.  He  believed  that  all  restraints  and 
penalties  that  might  be  imposed  either  on 
money-lenders  or  borrowers  would  only 
result  in  opening  a  door  to  mischief,  and 
would  be  of  advantage  to  no  one. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  the  arguments 
used  against  the  Bill  went  against  the 
principle  of  limited  liability  altogether. 
His  opinion  was  that  the  House  legislated 
too  much  for  the  protection  of  tho  cre- 
ditor.    Men  should  be  left  to  their  own 
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judgment,  energy,  and  industry,  and  all    demand  his   share  of  the  profits  without 
the  attempts  of  the  Legislatare  to  prevent    contributing  to  the  losses,  and,  perhaps, 
frauds  were,  he  feared,  but  so  many  cloaks    £1,000    besides.      The    right  hon.  and 
to  cover  them.     The  House  could  not  pre-   learned  Lord  Advocate  said  it  was  simply 
vent  fraud,  and  it  would  be  vain  to  attempt   a  matter  of  borrowing  and  lending ;  but 
it.     He  agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend,    the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  proTided 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,    that  a  sharer  in  the  profits  should  also  be 
that  the  principle  of  registration  was  so   a  sharer  in  the  peril ;  and  it  was  now  pro- 
entirely  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the '  posed  to  abolish  that  salutary  provision. 
Bill  that  it  would  be  better  to  leave  it '  He  should,  however,  vote  for  going  into 
alone  altogether  than  admit  anything  like    Committee,  in  the  hope  that  such  changes 
what  had  been  shadowed  forth  that  even-    would  be  made  as  would  make  this  a  use- 
ing.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  was  a  simple   ful  Bill,  giving  freedom  to  capital  without 
and  sound  one,  to  allow  A  and  B  to  bor-    granting  impunity  to  fraud, 
row    and    lend   on    any   conditions   they ,      Question  put,    **  That  the   words  pro- 
thought  proper.     The  public  had  nothing   posed  to  be  left   out   stand    part  of  the 
to  do  with  those  conditions.     If  registra-    Question." 

tiou  was  introduced,  where  were  they  to       The  House  divided  : — Ayes  75  ;  Noes 
stop?     Would  they  extend  it  to  sums  of   61 :  Majority  14. 
£5  or  £1  ?      They  should    register  not       Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
merely  the  sums,  but  also  the  conditions. 
A  mere  register  of  the  loan  would  be  of 
no  avail,  and  would  not  prevent  fraud.     It 


House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  CR  AUFURD  said,  it  was  his  inten- 
would  be  better,  in  his  opinion,  to  put  the !  tion  to  move  the  omission  of  the  first  four 
Bill  aside  altogether  than  adopt  the  sys- ;  clauses,  and  in  lieu  thereof  the  insertion  of 


tem  of  registration.  He  could  not.  how- 
ever, but  respect  the  opinion  of  such  men 
as   the   hon.  Members   for   Kendal   (Mr. 


the  following : — 

"  The  advance  of  capital  or  money,  to  be  nied 
in  any  trade  or  undertaking,  not  being  the  trade 


Giyn),  and  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Cardwell).  and  o^  »  }''^^^'  ""^^  ^ J^^^'^^^-^'' .^T. 
1  •^  ^r  ua  1 :  •  ua  u  17  :  y  *u  carrying  on  auoh  trade  or  undertakmg  that  the 
he    thought     his    nght    hon.   Friend,    the    penin  iiaking  such  advance  shall  receive  a  shaie 

Vice  President    of    the  Board   of  Trade,  of.  or  a  rate  of  interest  varying  with,  the  proBts 

might  very  well  have  asked  to  be  allowed  of  the  trade  or  undertaking,  shall  not,  of  itself, 

to  go  into  Committee,  and  see  whether  the  "^der  the  person  making  such  advance  a  partner 

opponent,  of  the,  Bill  h^  not  «>n,e  proposal  '-"^^^  "LSTttBlSf^!''!:  ^.Tfo™^- 

ditferent  from  that  on  the  paper,  which  he  ^.^^^t  ^f  ^he  profits  of  such  trade  or  undertoking, 

might  be  able  to  adopt  without  sacrificing  but  shall  not,  as  against  creditors,  have  any  right 
the  Bill.                                                                I  or  title  to  the  property  or  asaeU  of  the  trade  or 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said,  he  undertaking;  and  in  ca«j  of  the  bankruptcy  or 

was  of  opinion  that  there  ought  to  be  some  j  i«"»jl^f »«?  ^^  *\«  P«"«'*  ««^;°.«  <'''  '^''f  ^^\Z 
VI  vJl..•l^/•.    ••«•«'»•'»•  »""6"»' »»""«  """'^  I  undertaking,  the  person  makmg  such   advance 

means  of  preventing  reckless  men  of  wealth  ,1,^11  be  compellable  to  pay  to  the  assignees  any 
from  working  on  the  credulity  of  others,  shareofcapitalormoney  which  he  haa  undertaken 
deriving  all  the  profits    in  case  of    sue- '  to  provide.   Any  such  capital  or  money  withdrawn 

cess,  but,  in  case  of  failure,  throwing  the  I  5^  '*»«  P?"!?«^  making  such  advance  ehMl.  if  with- 
1  au^z    ^  mt.    j-iB     ix*      1.      drawn  within  SIX  months  prior  to  the  bankruptcy 

loss  upon  their  dupes.  The  difficulties  he  |  ^,  i„«,i^ency  of  the  person  carrying  on  such  ti^do 
felt  were  with  respect  to  the  third  clause  j  or  undertaking,  be  recoverable  by  the  assignees, 
of  the  Bill,  which  contained  the  whole  pith  '  No  contract  for  the  remuneration  of  a  servant  or 
of  the  measure.     It  proposed  to  enact  that !  »^nt  of  any  person  engaged  in  any  trade  or  un- 

no  person  making  a  loan  to  any  trader  shall  I  T:^^i:^'Zi'f  ^'tt^^::.^"^^'^' 
be  deemed  to  be  a  partner,  or  subject  to  \  y^nt  or  agent  a  partner  therein,  but  such  servant 
any  liability  incurred  by  such  trader,  by  -  or  agent  shall  be  entitled  to  call  for  an  account 
reason  only  that  he  received  as  a  compen-    of  the  profits  of  such  trade  or  undertaking.'* 
sation  for  such  loan  any  profits  of  the  busi-    It  was  evident  to  him   ^m  the  debate 
ness  carried  on  by  such  trader.     Now,  what    which  had  just  taken  place  that  there  was 
security  was  there  in  that  clause  against    a  feeling,  or  rather  a  prejudice,  in  many 
fraud  ?     A  trader  might  in  two  or  three  '  minds  against  the  object  of  the  Bill.    That 
years  take  nine-tenths  of  the  profits,  and   prejudice  arose,  he  apprehended,  from  a 
then  in  the  fourth  year,  when  the  credits    misconception.     The  Bill  did  not,  as  was 
of  the  company  had  become  large,  and  it    supposed,    touch  the  question    of  limited 
may  have   incurred   great   losses,  might  <  liability,  but  merely  settled  who  ahoald  and 
Mr.  Lindsay  I 
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who  sbeald  not  be  deemed  a  partner  in  a 
commercial  nndertaking.  Its  object  was  to 
Deutralise  the  decision  in  '*  Waugb  v. 
Carrer,"  and  so  far  it  would  effect  a  great 
impfx)ren]ent  in  the  existing  law.  Never- 
theless  he  thooght  some  of  its  provisions 
might  be  altered  with  advantage,  and  the 
clause  which  he  proposed  woald,  in  his 
opioion,  make  it  less  objectionable  than  at 
present  to  some  hon.  Members.  There 
seemed  to  be  a  Tcrj  general  impression 
that  a  distinction  should  be  drawn  between 
a  lender  with  a  rarying  rate  of  interest 
aod  one  with  a  fixed  rate.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  see  the  propriety 
of  yielding  to  that  impression.  He  would 
not,  however,  press  his  Motion  to  a  divi- 
bIoo. 

Clause  offreed  to  ;  as  was  also  Clause  2. 

Clause  3  (Lender  not  to  be  deemed  a 
Partner). 

Mr.  GRE6S0N  said,  he  would  propose 
to  add  the  following  words  : — 

"  No  portion  of  taoh  loan  as  aforosaid  shall  be 
lecoTerable  until  after  all  other  creditors  shall 
lure  been  folly  satisfied  as  to  their  lawful  olaims 
on  the  said  business." 

He  thought,  if  a  person  partaking  of  the 
profits  was  not  to  be  considered  a  partner 
It  would  be  difficult  to  say  who  was  a  part- 
ner; but  he  ought,  at  any  rate,  to  be  liable 
for  the  sum  he  put  down  to  obtain  those 
profits. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  must  object  to  the 
proposed  Amendment,  the  effect  of  which 
would  be,  that  if  a  person  lent  some  one 
money  for  the  purpose  of  his  business  on 
the  terms  of  receiving  a  portion  of  the 
profits,  and,  on  the  period  of  the  loan 
elapsing,  was  obliged  to  sue  the  debtor  for 
it,  he  could  not  recover  without  proving 
that  all  the  other  creditors  had  been  satis- 
fied. He  thought  he  need  say  no  more 
to  prove  the  impropriety  of  adopting  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  a  clinging  to  the  old  notion  that 
persona  participating  in  a  business  should 
be  amenable  to  the  liabilities,  the  very 
tbiog  which  the  Bill  sought  to  get  rid  of. 
Taking  the  case  of  a  farmer  to  whom 
money  waa  lent,  this  Act  said  that  they 
might  lend  the  money  and  accept  a  share 
of  the  profits  ;  but  was  there  any  reason 
why  the  demand  of  the  lender  should  be 
postponed,  in  case  of  failure,  till  after  the 
remainder  of  the  creditors  were  satisfied  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gregson)  seemed 
to  think  that  all  such  transactions  were  to 


be  founded  in  firaud.  The  Bill  was  intend- 
ed to  give  relief  to  capital,  whereas  to  in- 
sert such  a  provision  as  that  proposed  would 
totally  defeat  its  object. 

Ma.  HINDLEY  said,  that  a  partner  was 
nothing  but  one  who  took  a  share  in  the 
profits ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen  had  better 
get  rid  of  their  new-fangled  notions.  Ho 
objected  to  the  clause.  Under  it  a  man 
did  not  maintain  the  same  character  ;  in 
his  engagements  he  was  at  one  time  a 
lender,  at  another  a  partner,  and  again  a 
creditor.  They  had  been  told  they  were  to 
have  free  trade  in  everything.  If  so,  he 
should  like  to  know  why,  if  he  liked  to 
issue  pieces  of  paper,  promising  to  pay  £1 
on  demand,  and  the  people  were  ready  to 
take  them,  the  law  should  step  in  and  for- 
bid him  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  would  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Gregson)  that  the  Amendment  should  com- 
menqe  as  follows  : — '*  But  in  case  of  the 
insolvency  or  bankruptcy  of  such  trader, 
no  portion,**  &c. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  said,  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  clearly  define  what  a  partner 
would  be  if  the  clause  passed.  He  foresaw 
very  plainly  that  the  clause  would  lead  to 
endless  litigation,  for  in  every  case  of 
bankruptcy  where  there  was  a  man  who 
had  lent  money  in  this  manner  attempts 
would  be  made  to  constitute  him  a  part- 
ner. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  knew  many  firms 
in  which  the  names  under  which  the  busi- 
ness was  carried  on  were  entirely  different 
from  those  of  the  actual  partners,  and  it 
was  possible  that  under  the  clause  all  the 
partners  might  lend  money  to  each  other 
and  yet  none  of  them  be  deemed  partners 
in  case  of  bankruptcy.  He  agreed,  there- 
fore, with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  that  the  Government  ought 
to  state  who  would  and  who  would  not  be 
a  partner  under  the  Bill. 

Me.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said, 
he  must  avow  that,  in  common  with  all 
mercantile  men,  he  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  an  arrangement  between  two  per- 
sons that  one  should  advance  money  for 
the  purposes  of  business  and  the  other 
conduct  it,  and  that  they  should  share  the 
profits,  constituted  a  partnership.  Now, 
an  agreement  between  two  persons  that 
one  should  lend  money  to  the  other  for  the 
purposes  of  a  business  and  share  the  profits 
was,  in  substance,  the  same  thing.  He 
was  aware  that  it  might  be  considered  an 
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old-fashioned  notion,  bat  it  was  a  plain, 
common-sense  notion,  and  an  English  no- 
tion. The  Amendment  proposed  that  he 
should  run  some  risk  corresponding  to  his 
chances  of  gain,  and  he  thought  that  was 
only  fair.  The  measure,  therefore,  in  his 
opinion,  required  the  limitation  and  re- 
Btriction  proposed. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  he  was  not  perhaps 
an  authority  on  law  matters,  but  he  would 
state  what  he  bcliered  to  be  essential  ele- 
ments in  partnership  at  present.  In  the 
first  place,  there  must  be  joint  ownership 
of  the  partnership  property  ;  in  the  second 
place,  there  must  be  joint  contracting  ;  in 
the  third  place,  there  must  be  the  power  of 
choosing  who  should  constitute  the  part- 
ners ;  and,  further,  the  partners  must  be 
agents  in  binding  each  other  in  partnership 
transactions,  which  mere  lenders  were  not. 
Besides  all  this,  there  must  be  the  power 
of  sharing  in  tho  profits.  But  that  was 
only  one,  and  perhaps  not  the  most  impor- 
tant, incident ;  and  his  complaint  against 
the  present  system  was,  that  it  extended  a 
single  incident  of  the  law  of  partnership 
to  everything,  such  as  contracts  for  loans, 
&c.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  remedy 
that  state  of  things,  by  declaring  that  a 
man  should  not  be  deemed  a  partner  sim- 
ply because  he  shared  in  the  profits.  There 
would  still  be  abundant  criteria  by  which 
to  distinguish  partners. 

Mb.  HINDLET  said,  he  thought  one  of 
the  greatest  objections  to  the  Bill  was,  that 
the  question  of  who  were  partners  would 
be  left  to  bo  settled  by  arbitration. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  thought 
that  if  the  third  clause  were  passed  with- 
out any  qualification,  it  would  open  a  door 
to  fraud.  In  his  opinion,  parties  who  lent 
money  should  be  made  liable  for  all  engage- 
ments which  were  entered  into  while  the 
money  remained,  and  he  also  considered 
that  in  case  of  bankruptcy,  if  any  collu- 
sion was  proved  to  have  taken  place  in  re- 
gard to  the  division  of  profits,  the  money 
should  be  returned.  The  grand  point  was 
to  make  the  provisions  of  tho  Bill  suffi- 
ciently stringent  to  prevent  fraud. 

Mb.  E.  ball  said,  that  the  simple 
question  was  this — Whether  a  person  ad- 
vancing money  to  another  person  to  enable 
him  to  carry  on  trade  was  to  be  in  a  worse 
position  than  other  creditors?  It  would 
be  a  very  hard  case  if  a  man  who  should 
lend  a  farmer  money  to  extend  his  farming 
were,  if  hard  times  should  come,  to  be  de- 
prived of  his  claim  to  repayment  in  his  due 
proportion  on  that  account.     The  Amend- 
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ment  would  deprive  the  tradesman  of  his 
proper  chance  of  obtaining  capital. 

Mb.  WILKINSON  said,  he  had  never 
been  able  to  understand  bow  the  creditor 
could  be  damaged  by  a  lender's  receiving 
interest  in  proportion  to  the  profits,  instead 
of  a  fixed  rate  ;  on  the  contrary,  that  had 
always  appeared  to  him  the  best  arrange- 
ment for  them,  inasmuch  as  it  woald  pre- 
vent the  lender  from  drawing  interest  when 
no  profits  were  made. 

Mb.  BARROW  said,  that  the  proper 
principle  was,  that  a  man  who  claimed  an 
extraordinary  amount  of  profit,  and  who 
did  not  enter  the  concern  as  a  mere  ordi- 
nary trader,  should  also  run  the  risk  of 
loss. 

Question  put,  '*  That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  83; 
Noes  80 ;   Majority  3. 

Mb.  SPOONER  said,  he  thought  the 
Bill  contained  no  sufficient  precaution 
against  the  undue  preference  of  a  creditor 
who  had  advanced  money  upon  participa- 
tion nf  profits,  and  he  therefore  moved  the 
addition  to  the  clause  of  the  following  pro- 
viso :— 

"  Provided  always,  that  any  person  making  a 
loan  to  any  trader  and  receiving  a  share  of  the 
profits  as  oompensation  for  such  loan  shall,  io  the 
event  of  the  trader  becoming  insolvent,  repaj  to 
tho  estate  of  such  insolvent  trader  all  moneys 
drawn  out  by  him  either  on  account  of  the  princi- 
pal of  the  loan  so  made  as  aforesaid,  or  on  account 
of  the  profits  received  as  aforesaid,  within  the 
three  years  immediately  preceding  the  insolvency 
of  such  trader." 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  he  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe)  whe- 
ther, after  the  division  which  had  just 
taken  place,  it  was  worth  while  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  ?  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  that  money  might  be  lent  to  a  trader 
upon  a  contract  for  remuneration  by  the 
receipt  of  a  share  of  the  profits,  without 
incurring  any  of  the  disadvantages  for- 
merly incurred  by  a  partnership.  Now, 
those  disadvantages  were  two — liability  to 
creditors  and  liability  to  the  loss  of  capi- 
tal, as  between  the  lender  and  tbe  other 
creditors.  It  had,  by  a  small  majority  of 
three,  been  decided  that  if  a  trader  or 
farmer  borrowed  money  of  two  persona — 
of  one  upon  interest  at  the  rate  of  20  per 
cent,  and  of  the  other  upon  a  participation 
in  the  profits,  and  became  insolvent — the 
man  who  had  lent  at  the  rate  of  20  per 
cent,  while  the  profits  were  not  more  than 
10  per  cent,  should  be  paid  in  full,  while  tbe 
other  who  had  fairly  agreed  to  take  a  sharo 
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of  ihe  profits  should  be  unpaid.  That 
seemed  to  be  bo  fatal  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  that  he  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Loid  Pafanerston)  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tIetQao,  that  it  had  become  valueless  and 
was  not  worth  the  waste  of  any  more  time 
upon  it. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  boo.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
last  addressed  them,  that  the  Bill  now  was 
not  worth  a  single  farthing,  as  no  man  of 
any  common  sense  would  lend  money  un- 
der the  clause  as  it  now  stood.     He  would 
reoommend  that  when  a  Bill  of  this  sort 
was  next  brought  in  it  should  be  a  little 
better  considered.    If  they  wanted  to  have 
limited  liability,  why  not  adopt  the  system 
which  prevailed  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic?     In  America,  when  persons  en- 
tered into  a  limited  partnership,  they  ad- 
vertised the  names  of  the  limited,  and  of 
the  general,  partners  ;  and  with  respect  to 
the  former  class  not  ofily  the  sums  they 
had  contributed,  but  the  time  for  which 
they  were  to  remain  in  the  concern.     An 
intelligent  American,    whom  he  had  met 
the  other  day,  told  him  that,  in  the  United 
States,  they  were  very  jealous  even  of  the 
ijstem,  and  clogged  it  as  much  as  pos- 
sible.   A  limited  partner  was  not  allowed 
to  interfere  at  all  in  the  management  of 
the  concern.     If  he  kept  but  a  desk  or  a 
ttool  in  the  office  for  himself  he  became 
ft  general  partner.      To  the  adoption  of 
such  a  system  as  that  he   (Mr.  Muntz) 
fthoold  have  no  objection  ;  but  do  not  let 
parties  contract  debts  with  the  public  un- 
der an  arrangement  which  no  one  could 
Qoderstand. 

Ifa.  LOWE  said,  he  considered  that  he 
oeed  not  assure  the  Committee  that  he 
very  mnch  regretted  the  decision  which 
had  jost  been  come  to.  An  old  school- 
book  of  his  said,  that  two  things  were  most 
coQtrarj  to  good  counsel — quickness  and 
ADger.  He  would  indulge  in  neither.  The 
best  proof  which  he  could  give  of  his  in- 
tention to  go  on  with  the  ]3ili  was  to  turn 
to  the  Amendment  before  the  Committee. 
Tliat  Amendment  was  quite  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Its  effect  would 
be  that  a  man  who  had  advanced  money 
iipon  participation  in  the  profits  might 
draw  oQt  his  money,  leaving  the  concern 
P^eetly  solvent ;  but  if  two  years  and  a 
half  froia  that  time  the  man  irho  was  car- 
fyiog  on  the  business  entered  into  a  specu- 
lation and  failed,  the  party  who  had  previ- 
ously advanced  money  would  have  to  pay  i 


to  the   other  creditors  all  that  he  had 
advanced. 

Mr.  ARCHIBALD  HASTIE  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  if 
anything  occurred  in  Committee  which  went 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill  he  wouldP 
abandon  it ;  but  yet,  after  the  Amendment 
which  had  just  been  carried,  he  said  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  go  on  with  it.  If 
the  Amendment  was  adopted  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  the  addition  of  the  pro- 
viso of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire. 

Mr.  GLYN  said,  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment,  but  he  would  suggest 
that  the  period  to  which  it  was  de- 
signed to  apply  should  be  reduced  to 
one  year. 

Mr.  SFOONER  said,  he  would  ac- 
quiesce in  the  propriety  of  the  suggestion, 
and  modify  his  proviso  accordingly. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  ijp  should 
support  the  limitation  of  one  year. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said, 
he  thougt  the  difficulty  could  be  met  by 
making  the  proviso  run,  *'  Provided  that 
at  the  time  the  party  withdrew  the  loan 
the  concern  was  solvent."  He  would  also 
suggest  the  further  limitation  of  the  time 
to  six  months. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  feared  that 
the  adoption  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber's advice  would  lead  to  endless  litiga- 
tion. The  difficulty  would  be  to  prove 
when  the  insolvency  commenced.  The  re- 
medy was  in  the  hands  of  the  party  him- 
self, by  inserting  a  notice  of  the  withdrawal 
of  the  money  in  the  Gazette, 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  his  opinion  that  the  real  question  they 
had  to  determine  was  whether  they  would 
make  a  man  a  partner  who  had  advanced 
money  to  a  firm  without  any  intention  of 
becoming  one?  If  they  meant  to  do  so, 
the  better  course  would  be  at  once  to  aban- 
don the  Bill ;  if,  on  the  contrary,  they  de- 
signed that  he  should  not  be  a  partner,  it 
was  most  inconsistent  and  inequitable  to 
saddle  him  with  any  of  the  perils  and  re- 
sponsibilities of  partnership.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was,  that  what  a  man 
stipulated  for  in  the  way  of  interest  he 
might  stipulate  for  in  the  shape  of  profit, 
but  that  he  might  make  this  arrangement 
with  the  borrower,  that  if  there  were  profits 
he,  the  lender,  should  share  in  them,  and 
that  if  there  were  none  he  should  forego 
the  benefit  he  might  have  derived  if  the 
advance  had  been  made  on  the  usual  terms 
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of  loans  on  interest.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner) 
said,  let  the  withdrawal  from  the  coDcern 
be  inserted  in  the  OazeUe,  but  if  the  per- 
son advancing  the  money  were  not  a  part- 
ner, why  was  he  to  insert  that  he  had 
quitted  the  firm  ? 

Mb.  card  well  said,  he  did  not  think 
Lis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  had  heard  the  argument  which 
took  place  previous  to  the  last  Amend- 
ment. By  the  last  division  they  bad  made 
a  person  who  advanced  money  to  a  firm  a 
partner  to  this  ezteot,  that  the  money  he 
put  in  was  to  remain  as  assets  for  a  certain 
time.  The  object  of  his. hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Spooner)  was  to  take  care  that  that  provi- 
sion was  not  evaded  by  the  lender  with- 
drawing his  money.  That  proposition  was 
on  the  same  principle  as  the  Joint-stock 
Companies  Act,  which  provided  that  any 
person  w)io  ceased  to  be  a  holder  of  any 
share  should,  if  the  Company  were  wound 
up  within  the  period  of  one  year,  be  liable 
to  contribute  to  the  debts. 

Mr.  HANKEY  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  Committee  seemed  determined  to 
argue  the  Bill  as  if  the  lenders  were  to 
have  all  the  responsibilities  of  partners. 
If  they  affirmed  that  principle,  he  should 
recommend  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  with- 
draw the  Bill.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
thought  that  if  the  Bill  were  carried  out  in 
its  original  intention,  it  would  have  a  good 
effect,  but  if  it  was  to  be  fettered  by  the 
Amendments  proposed,  the  better  conrse 
would  be  to  abandon  it. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  thought  there 
could  be  no  more  miserable  and  profitless 
occupation  than  that  in  which  they  were 
now  engaged.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
was,  that  a  person  lendin<;  money  should 
be  absolutely  free  from  the  consequences 
of  partnership.  The  Committee  had  ne- 
gatived the  principle  by  throwing  on  the 
lender  one  of  the  most  penal  consequences  of 
a  partner — the  total  forfeiture  of  the  capital 
lent.  It  was  attempted  now  to  carry  that 
further,  and  to  say  that  if  a  man,  on  the 
1st  of  January,  withdrew  money  from  a 
firm  perfectly  solvent,  and  that  firm,  on 
the  1st  of  February,  entered  into  impru- 
dent speculations,  leading  to  ruin,  and  was 
insolvent  on  the  1st  of  June,  the  original 
lender  should  be  liable,  on  the  3 1st  of  De- 
cember, to  bring  the  money  back  again. 
If  that  proposition  was  agreed  to,  he 
trusted  that,  with  or  without  the  consent 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe), 

The  Attorney  General 


the  Committee  would  come  to  a  Reso- 
lution not  further  to  waste  their  timo. 

ViscouKT  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
quite  agreed  that  it  was  impossible  to 
assent  to  the  clause  without  entirely  de- 
parting from  the  fundamental  principle  of 
the  Bill.  They  could  not  alter  a  lender 
into  a  partner  without  defeating  the  ob- 
ject with  which  the  Bill  was  iotrodaced. 
Therefore,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  now  must 
determine  whether  the  Bill  should  be  given 
up  or  not. 

Mr.  W.  BWART  said,  that  as  they 
had  alresdy  departed  from  the  principle,  it 
was  useless  to  go  on  with  the  BilL 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  105 ; 
Noes  125:  Majority  20. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  remaining 
clauses. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  r^orted, 

PAROCHIAL  SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
«<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Sib  MICHAEL  SHAW  STEWART 
said,  that  he  rose  to  move  that  the  BiU 
should  be  read  a  third  time  that  day  three 
months.     For  his  part,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  parish  school  should  be 
severed  from  the  parish  church.     That  was 
a  step  of  which  he  could  not  approve  unlesB 
they  obtained  some  security  for  the  reli* 
gious  character  of  the  schoolmaster — that 
he  did  not  hold  opinions  contrary  to  the 
Confession  of  Faith,  and  that  he  would  not 
use  his  office  as  a  means  of  lessening  the 
influence  of   the   Established    Church  of 
Scotland.      His  reason    for    moving  the 
Amendment    was    that    the    party   most 
anxious  for  the  passing  of  the  Bill — namely* 
the  religious  denomination    of   which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  was  a  distin- 
guished member — the  Free  Church  party 
had,  in  a  meeting   lately  held    at  Edin- 
burgh, declared  that  they  would  take  the 
present  Bill  as  an  instalment,  as  they  were 
for  the  present  satisfied  with  getting  in  the 
narrow  end  of  the  wedge.      Why  was  it 
they  wished  to  have  the  narrow  end  in  ? 
It  was  for  the  overthrow  of  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland.     The  danger  to  be 
apprehended  arose  not   out   of    anything 
which  it  provided,  but  from  those  things 
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which  H  fSftUed  to  provide,  and  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Kin- 
naird)  insteftd  of  trying  to  get  the  present 
Bill  pMsed,  to  join  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  in  preparing  a  measure  suited 
to  the  Scotch  boroughs,  where  a  change 
was  more  required  than  in  the  landed  dis- 
tricts. A  short  Bill  for  that  object  had 
been  introduced  as  a  sister  measure  to  the 
present,  and  he  was  now  aniious  to  know 
what  had  become  of  it.  For  the  reasons 
which  he  had  stated,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
move  an  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  DOW  "  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day 
three  months.*' 

Mb.  black  said,  he  thought  the  ob- 
jections of  the  hon.  Baronet  were  unten- 
able. He  denied  that  by  this  Bill  the  pa- 
rish schools  would  be  separated  from  the 
Charch.  Indeed  he  believed  that  the 
superintendence  of  the  Church  would  be 
rather  fortified  than  weakened.  The  mi- 
nister of  the  parish  would  still  retain  the 
same  power  as  he  had  before.  The  power 
of  the  Presbytery,  as  to  removing  the 
schoolmaster,  was  at  present  a  mere  delu- 
sion. He  (Mr.  Black)  held  that  all  tests 
were  either  delusions  or  snares  and  had 
always  failed  in  their  object.  A  school- 
master's signature  to  a  test  was  no  in- 
dication either  of  his  opinions  or  his 
moral  cbaraoter.  Hume  himself  would 
have  signed  any  test  that  they  could  de- 
vise. It  was  a  mistake  aUo  to  suppose 
that  the  test  had  been  abolished  to  favour 
the  Free  Church  party.  The  riffht  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  had  shown  his 
impartialitj  by  refusing  to  adopt  the  test 
which  had  been  proposed,  and  which  would 
have  been  eonscientiously  taken  by  mem- 
bers of  the  body  to  which  the  right  hon. 
sod  learned  Lord  belonged,  but  would  have 
sicluded  other  Presbyterians,  Congrega- 
tionalists,  and  all  Dissenters. 

Mb.  NEWDBGATB  said,  he  must  con- 
gratolate  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  on  the  dexterity  with  which  he 
had  changed  his  measure.  It  completely 
destroyed  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  ower  the  schools,  and  in  lieu  of 
that  jurisdiction,  which  rendered  the  schools 
of  Scotland  models,  in  favour  of  a  system 
of  inspectors  with  no  religious  qualification 
whateter.  That  should  warn  the  people 
of  Bnglaod  how  insidious  were  the  attacks 
upon  the  Protestants  system.  The  Bill 
had  no  reeoianiendatioQ  saye  that  it  indi- 


rectly accomplished  those  purposes  which 
had  been  rejected  by  that  House  and  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  looked  upon  it  as  a 
measure  calculated  to  destroy  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  and  give  a  heavy  blow  and  a 
great  discouragement  to  the  Protestant 
Church  of  England.  He  was  surprised 
that  such  a  measure  should  be  accepted 
by  members  for  Scotland,  but  the  English 
members,  who  had  a  duty  to  perform, 
would  record  their  votes  against  it. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  word  *  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.'* 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  149  ;  Noes 
79:  Majority  70. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3^,  and  ptuaed, 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  object  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
if  certain  suggestions  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee who  bad  sat  on  the  subject  were 
adopted.  He  wished  to  know  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
have  the  business  of  the  Court  during  the 
remainder  of  its  existence  discharged  by 
two  of  the  three  Commissioners  who  now 
presided  over  the  sale  and  transfer  of  es- 
tates by  this  tribunal.  As  the  House  was 
already  aware,  one  of  the  Commissioners 
was  Mr.  Baron  Richards,  who  was  also  a 
Judge  of  one  of  the  Superior  Courts,  and 
was  therefore  unable  to  discharge  the 
duties  entailed  upon  him  by  both  offices. 
A  return  obtained  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Shelley)  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  when  ho  was  making  an  attack 
upon  some  of  the  Irish  Judges,  showed 
that  Baron  Richards  had  not  gone  circuit 
since  1849;  and  one  of  the  witnesses  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  Dr.  Longfield, 
had  stated  that  Baron  Richards  hnd.not 
latterly  been  able  to  give  much  of  his  time 
to  the  Incumbered  Estate  Court.  Dr.Long- 
field  bad  also  stated  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  time  of  the  Commissioners  was  expend- 
ed in  hearing  appeals  from  each  other. 
Now,  a  proposition  had  been  made  by 
some  of  the  Committee  that  Baron  Ri- 
chards, who  was  no  doubt  a  valuable  Com- 
missioner if  he  could  attend  to  his  duties^ 
should  be  relieved  from  the  office  of  Chief 
Commissioner;  that  the  other  two  Com- 
missioners should  be  left  to  do  the  business 
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of  the  Court ;  but  that  two  additional  days 
in  the  week  should  be  saved  to  them  for 
the  performauce  of  more  active  business 
by  constituting  another  tribunal — a  Court 
of  Appeal  from  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Court — so  that  they  should  not  have  to 
be  hearing  appeals  from  each  other.  Ho 
should  be  glad  to  know  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  adopt  the 
suggestion  ?  If  not,  he  would  propose  a 
clause  to  carry  out  that  object. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  would 
beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
another  matter  connected  with  the  Bill 
under  consideration,  which  he  regarded  as 
a  matter  of  very  great  importance.  If  he 
was  rightly  informed,  a  most  important 
judgment  had  lately  been  pronounced  in 
one  of  the  Superior  Courts  in  Ireland, 
which  gravely  affected  what  had  hitherto 
been  supposed  to  be  the  indefeasible  title 
of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court,  namely, 
the  Parliamentary  titles  granted  under  the 
Act.  If  that  judgment  were  a  correct 
one,  questions  might  be  raised  in  all  cases 
where  there  had  been  sales  under  that 
Court,  and  purc)iasers  would  have  to  go 
back  to  title-deeds  anterior  to  the  Par- 
liamentary conveyance  given  under  the 
Act.  In  fact,  if  the  judgment  were  well 
founded,  all  titles  obtained  under  that 
Court  were  shaken.  There  had  been,  he 
believed,  about  5,000  sales  through  the 
medium  of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court, 
and  there  had  probably  been  from  twenty 
to  thirty  title-deeds  brought  into  Court 
with  each  estate ;  and  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners (Dr.  Longfield),  a  very  able  man, 
had,  as  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  was  informed, 
recommended,  with  the  view  of  preventing 
parties  from  going  behind  the  Parliamen- 
tary title,  that  all  those  anterior  title  deeds 
should  be  destroyed.  Now,  if  they  had 
not  been  destroyed,  they  had  been,  he  be- 
lived,  put  into  something  like  a  process  of 
destruction,  for  they  were  stowed  in,  a 
cellar  into  which  nothing  ever  entered  ex- 
cept the  River  Liffey,  which  did  penetrate 
this  deep  recess,  he  was  given  to  under- 
stand, from  time  to  time,  and  bid  fair  to 
destroy  them.  Now,  if  tlic  judgment  to 
which  he  had  alluded  stood,  the  owner 
might  be  called  on  to  produce  his  title 
when  he  no  longer  had  access  to  those 
deeds,  or  when,  if  he  had,  he  would  find 
them  in  a  state  bordering  on  total  destruc- 
tion, the  effect  of  which  destruction  would 
bo  to  throw  the  whole  proceedings  that 
had  taken  place  under  the  Bill,  which  it 
was  thought  had  done  so  much  for  the 
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benefit  of  Ireland,  into  absolute  confusion. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  consider  whether,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, it  it  would  not  be  advisable, 
by  some  declaratory  Act,  to  establish  those 
indefeasible  titles  wich  it  was  the  object  of 
the  Legislature  to  give  ?  He  could  not 
conceive  a  more  grave  subject  than  this — 
it  was  also  a  most  pressing  one— it  was 
germane  to  the  matter  now  in  hand,  and 
he  hoped,  therefore,  the  House  would  bo 
favoured  with  a  statement  of  what  it  was 
intended  to  do  in  order  to  correct  this  state 
of  things. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,   that 
the  matter  to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  called  the  attention  of  the  House  was 
one  of  very  great  importance  indeed.    The 
moment  he  (Mr.  J.  D.  FitzGerald)  heard 
of  the  judgment  referred  to,  he  took  pains 
to  put  himself  in  possession  of  all  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  to  get  an  accurate  report 
of  the  observations  of  the  Judges  who  had 
pronounced  that  decision,  in  order  to  bring 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  that  they  might  take  such 
steps  as  might  appear  necessary.    Unques- 
tionably the  feeling  of  the  public,  and  that 
of  the  Bar  generally,  had  been  that  the 
title  given  to  the  Incumbered  Estate  Court 
was  indefeasible,  and  that  no  question  need 
be  asked  by  the  purchaser,  except  as  to 
what  the  Court  professed  to  sell — whether 
a  leasehold  or  a  freehold  interest.    In  con- 
firmation of  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  he  could  state  that  he  had 
himself  heard  one  of  the  Commissioners 
say,  if  once  a  purchaser  got  his  conveyance 
from  the  Court,  the  best  thing  he  could  do 
was  to  commit  all  previous  title-deeds  to 
the  flames.     That  advice  he   (Mr.  J.  D. 
FitzGerald)  believed  to  be  perfectly  sound ; 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  in  pass- 
ing the  Incumbered  Estates  Bill  the  Le- 
gislature intended  to  give  an  indefeasible 
title ;  and  one  of  the  difficulties  which  he 
should  have  to  contend  with,  if  he  were 
now  to  set  about  framing   a  declaratory 
clause,  would  be  to  find  words  any  stronger 
than  those  in  which  the  Legislature  had  re* 
corded  that  intention.    The  case  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded  to  was  that 
of  •*  Errington  v,  Rourke.**     Now,  one  of 
the  most  arduous  and  carefully  performed 
duties  of  the  Commissioners  was  the  ascer- 
taining of  tenancies,  and  the  insertion  of 
those  tenancies  in  the  printed  rental  upon 
which  they  sold ;  and  if  any  tenant  found 
that  ho  had  not  been  served  with  a  preli- 
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minary  notice  of  sale,  had  not  been  men- 
tioned in   the  draft  rental,  or  that   his 
tenancy  was  improperly  described  in  that 
document,  it  was  open  to  him  to  come 
in  and  object  before  the  Commissioners, 
which  he  conid  do  almost  without  any  cost 
wbaterer.     If  he  did  not  object,  he  was 
taken  to  acquiesce  in  the  description  which 
the  rental  gave  in  his  tenancy.      In  the 
case  in  question  Mr.  Errington  was  tho 
purchaser   under  the   Court,  but  twenty 
acres  of  hia  purchase  were  refused  to  be 
given  up  to  him  by  a  man  named  Rourke, 
who  claimed  to  hold  under  an  old  lease. 
Rourke's  tenancy  was  not  noticed  in  the 
conveyance  from  the  Iricumbered  Estates 
Court  to    Mr.  Errington,  and  the  latter 
refused  to  recognise  it.     Two  out  of  the 
three  Judges   of  the   Court  of    Queen's 
Bench,  before  whom  the  case  came,  held 
that  Rourke's  tenancy  was  not  disturbed 
by  the  conveyance  from  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Court ;  but  in  this  Mr.  Justice 
Crampton  adopted  the  commonly  received 
view  of  the  Act — namely,  that  it  gave 
&n  indefeasible  title  to  all  conveyed  by 
the  Commissioners.    That  learned  Judge's 
view   was    subsequently   confirmed    by   a 
judgment   given  in  another  case  by  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  in  Ireland   and  another  Judge  of 
that  Court,  and  he  (Mr.  J.  D.  FitzGerald) 
had  not  the   least  doubt  that  it  was  a 
correct  one.      However,  as   the   case  of 
"Errington  «.  Rourke"  would  bo  brought 
to  the  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber,  and 
subsequentlj  to  the  House  of  Lords,  he 
had  not  thought  it  his  duty  to  advise  the 
Government  to  introduce  a  declaratory  en- 
sctment  pending  the  decision  of  the  ques- 
tion by  the  ultimate  tribunal.    Should  that 
decision  be  against  the  hitherto  received 
opinion,   he    should   certainly  recommend 
such  an  enactment.     As  to  the  question 
put  to  him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Enniskillen  (Mr.  Whiteside),  he  be- 
lieved that  an  Amendment,  such  as  that 
referred  to,  would  be  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  when 
the  House  went  into  Committee  on  the  Bill; 
but  while  admitting  the  inconvenience  of 
having  two  such  judicial  offices  as  those  of 
Baron  of  the  Exchequer  and  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court 
filled  by  one  individual,  yet,  having  regard 
to  the  amount  of  business  which  the  latter 
Court  would  have  to  discharge  during  the 
remainder  of  its  term  of  existence — a  year 
or  two — he  would  not  feel  justified  in  re- 
eofmnending  the  reduction  of  its  judicial 


staff.  The  Act  empowered  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  such  reduction  if  it  thought 
fit,  for  it  did  not  oblige  them  to  have  three 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  was  aware  of  an 
instance  in  which  great  injustice  had  been 
done  in  the  case  of  the  sale  of  land,  sub- 
ject to  a  lease  that  had  been  seen  by  tho 
CommFssioners  and  pronounced  to  be  valid. 
There  ought  to  be  no  Act  of  Parliament 
to  make  valid  such  doings  ;  the  Act  of 
Parliament  ought  to  be  made  to  operato 
the  other  way.  He  considered  that  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
was  perfectly  sound.  All  that  it  declared 
was,  that  the  Commissioners  of  the  Incum- 
bered Estates  Court  had  no  right  to  sell 
away  any  interest  belonging  to  third  par- 
ties, the  title  to  which  appeared  on  the 
face  of  their  own  documents.  He  did 
not  think  a  declaratory  clause  necessary, 
and  he  thought  that  Parliament  had  acted 
wisely  in  not  introducing  it.  He  consider- 
ed that  no  blame  attached  to  Mr.  Baron 
Richards ;  the  difficulty  arose  from  the 
learned  Judjve  going  from  one  Court  to 
another.  From  his  own  observation  he 
dould,  however,  say  that  Mr.  Baron  Rich- 
ards had  attended  the  Exchequer  Court  re- 
gularly. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
remove  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court  to 
the  Four  Courts,  and  then  the  business 
would  be  conducted  regularly. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  that 
he  had  prepared  a  Resolution  to  the  effect 
that  the  Court  should,  within  a  short  time, 
be  removed  to  the  Four  Courts. 

Mr.  Serjeant  O'BRIEN  said,  that  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  had  broadly  as- 
serted that  they  had  the  right  to  go  be- 
hind the  Parliamentary  title,  and  if  they 
could  do  that,  he  did  not  see  how  pur« 
chasers  could  have  an  indefeasible  title. 
However,  pending  the  appeal  to  the  Court 
of  Error  in  reference  to  the  case  which 
had  been  alluded  to,  he  considered  that  it 
would  be  inexpedient  to  bring  forward  any 
declaratory  Bill  on  the  subject ;  but  should 
the  decision  of  the  ultimate  Court  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  he  thought  it  would  then 
be  necessary  to  introduce  such  a  mea- 
sure. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  thought  the 
present  position  of  the  Court  was  incon- 
venient. The  instance  brought  forward 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Napier)  was 
not  the  first  or  only  instance  in  which  that 
Court  had  sold  property  belonging  to  an- 
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other  person,  over  which  they  had  no  pro* 
per  control.  The  Ooart  was  in  bad  odour 
with  the  public,  owing  to  the  nepotism  and 
irregularities  practised  in  it. 

Mr«  M*CANN  said,  he  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  sentiments  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  Court,  and 
he  could  state  that  they  believed  it  had 
conferred  more  blessings  on  that  country 
than  any  other  institution  that  had  been 
established.  The  Ghamher  of  Commerce 
in  Dublin,  who  were  as  good  judges  on  the 
subject  as  any  body  of  persons,  present- 
ed an  address  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  in 
which  they  attributed  the  rising  prosperity 
of  Ireland  mainly  to  the  transference  of 

troperty  through  the  means  of  the  Incum- 
ered  B states  Court.  Men  now  got  twen- 
ty-fire years'  purchase  for  their  property, 
when  formerly  they  only  got  eighteen  years' 
purchase. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 
he  thought  that,  under  present  circum- 
stances, a  more  objectionable  title  than 
that  under  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court 
could  not  be  found.  The  late  decision  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
was  sufficient  to  shake  the  title  of  every 
property  purchased  under  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Clourt.  Unless  the  Government 
stepped  forward  and  interfered  by  a  decla- 
ratory Act,  stating  that  all  titles  under  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Court  were  inde- 
feasible, the  holders  of  property  under  that 
Court  would  be  in  a  worse  condition  than 
the  owners  of  any  other  property. 

Mr.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  thought  that  the 
last  speaker  had  greatly  exaggerated  the 
effect  of  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  However,  he  would  not 
go  into  the  question,  as  the  case  was  still 
tub  judiee,  but  refer  to  one  more  practically 
urgent.  He  alluded  to  the  locality  in 
which  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court  was 
situated.  Two  years  ago,  he  obtained  a 
pledge  from  the  Government  that  the 
Court  for  the  sale  of  Incumbered  Es- 
tates should  be  brought  into  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  Four  Courts.  It  was  most 
desirable  that  that  step  should  betaken, 
but  as  yet  no  measures  had  been  taken  to 
redeem  that  pledge.  He  did  not  ask  for 
another  pledge  on  the  subject,  hecause  he 
had  experienced  the  little  value  which  could 
be  attached  to  pledges  ;  but  he  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would  take 
immediate  steps  for  the  removal  of  the 
Court  into  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Four 
Courts.    It  was  not  a  mere  profeasionai 
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question.  As  the  Court  was  now  placed,  it 
was  away  from  the  legal  public,  and  so  lost 
the  superintending  influence  of  that  public 
opinion  which  was  most  beneficial  to  all 
Courts  of  Law.  When  he  spoke  of  public 
opinion,  he  did  not  allude  to  the  views  of 
the  unlearned  public,  or  of  newspaper 
writers,  who  seldom  understood  those  mat- 
ters. The  truth  was,  that  the  junior  Bar, 
who  crowded  the  back  benches,  and  who 
apparently  had  nothing  to  do,  exercised  a 
very  wholesome  influence  over  Courts  of 
Law;  but  through  the  inconvenient  dis- 
tance between  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  and  the  Four  Courts,  a  legal 
public— so  to  speak — was  almost  utterly 
wanting. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  he  thought  that  the 
course  taken  by  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  in  the  case  referred  to  was  a  most 
unusual  one.  The  Commissioners  had  de- 
parted from  their  general  practice  and 
their  rules,  and  that  had  been  the  cause  of 
their  difficulty.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
anything  calculated  to  question  the  validity 
of  the  title  given  by  the  Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  would  be  one  of  the  moat  un- 
fortunate circumstances  that  could  occur  to 
Ireland.  He  would  call  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  lay  before  the  House  the  full  par- 
ticulars of  the  case  alluded  to,  with  a  view 
to  a  thorough  investigation  of  all  the  facts. 
He  hoped  that  the  Government  would  carry 
out  the  pledge  they  had  given  to  remove 
the  Court  from  its  present  inconvenient 
position  to  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Four 
Courts  in  Dublio. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^ 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
House  in  Committee. 

1.  Resofvfd — '*  That,  towards  making  good  Uke 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  warn  of 
£24,548,773  0«.  Id.y  be  granted  oat  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland/* 

2.  Resolved — "  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Uer  Majesty,  there  be  issued 
and  applied  to  the  aervieo  of  the  year  1856  the 
sum  of  £662,028  13«.,  being  the  Surplus  of  Ways 
and  Means  granted  for  the  service  of  preceding 
years." 

Mr.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
if  that  was  to  be  the  last  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  for  the  Session. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  he  hoped  it  would 
be. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  on  Monday 
next. 
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MR.  JAMES  SADLEIR  AND  THE  TIPPE- 
RART  BANK. 

On  the  Motion  for  deferring  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Joint-atock  Companies' 
Winding-lip  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

Mr.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  felt  called  upon, 
in  consequence  of  statements  which  had 
appeared  in  the  newspapers,  to  put  a  ques. 
lion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
eeilorof  the  Bxchequer.     Unhappily  it  was 
too  notorioas  that  frauds  of  the  grossest 
character  had  heen  perpetrated  in  connec- 
tion with   the   Tipperarj  Bank.     He  he- 
lieved  also  he  was  not  wrong  in  stating  that 
aceording  to  what  had  appeared   in   the 
newspapers,  a  Memher  of  that  House  had 
been  judicial]  J  connected  with  those  frauds. 
It  also  appeared,  according  to  the  same 
aathorit  J,  that  an  active  canvass  was  heing 
carried  on  for  the  repcesentation  of  the 
coantjr  of  Tipperary,  in  expectation  of  the 
resignation  of  the  Mem^r  who  had  been 
thus  jodiciallj  referred  to.     Well,  as  that 
resignation  could  only  be  brought  about  by 
the  acceptance  of  the  individual  in  question 
of  a  nominal  office  under  the  Crown,  he 
vished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  there  was  an  intention  of  confer- 
ring  even   that   nominal  office   upon  the 
Member  for  the  county  of  Tipperary,  for 
the  purpose   of  vacating  his    seat.      Of 
coarse,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  decided 
in  the  negative,  then  it  would  be  for  the 
House  to  decide   what  course  it  should 
adopt  for  the  vindicatitm  of  its  honour. 

Tbb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  no  application  has  been 
made  to  me,  either  by  Mr.  James  Sadleir, 
or  on  his  behalf,  for  the  office  of  the  '*  Chil- 
tern  Hundreds,*'  and  therefore  it  would  be 
qnite  premature  to  answer  the  question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  I  can 
only  say,  if  such  an  application  should  be 
made  to  me«  I  shall  of  course  consider  the 
propriety  of  doing  so  before  acceding  to 
the  request. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  would  re- 
mind  the  House  that  upon  the  occasion  of 
the  ••  South  Sea  Bubble,"  Members  in- 
volved  in  those  transactions  were  expelled 
the  House  of  Commons.  Perhaps  a  similar 
course  might  be  proper  under  the  present 
most  scandalous  circumstances.  There 
vas.  howerer,  another  very  serious  matter 
arisiog  for  consideration  out  of  those  pro« 
ceedtngs.  A  learned -Judge,  from  his  seat 
on  the  Irish  bench,  had  declared  that  a 
certain  person  ought  to  be  prosecuted,  and 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
eoDsider  the  propriety  of  such  prosecution. 


Now,  it  might  hereafter  be  matter  for 
serious  investigation  if,  as  had  been  stated, 
and  stated  also  judicially,  that  the  principal 
in  those  transactions,  after  having  been 
allowed  to  walk  about  for  some  days  subse- 
quently unmolested,  had  finally  left  the  coun- 
try— it  might,  he  would  say,  be  matter  for 
investigation  how  far  the  Government  were 
responsible  for  not  having  acted  upon  the 
admonition  thus  judicially  given  to  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD) 
said,  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  make 
a  few  observations  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Enniskillen  (Mr.  Whiteside). 
The  case  of  the  Tipperary  Bank  had  origin- 
ally come  before  Master  Murphy  on  an  order 
of  reference.  That  learned  functionary  had 
had  before  him  for  private  examination  the 
Member  of  the  House  whose  name  was 
under  discussion,  atd  when  the  Master 
came  to  deliver  his  judgment  he  acquitted 
all  the  parties  before  him,  including  the 
Gentleman  in  question,  of  any  intentional 
fraud.  Subsequently  the  case  came  before 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland,  but 
that  learned  Judge  adopted  the  very  un« 
usual  course  of  broaching  his  opinions  to 
the  public  before  delivering  his  judgment. 
That  judgment  was  delivered  some  ten  days 
afterwards,  and  when  he  (Mr.  J.  D.  Fitz- 
Gerald)  came  to  read  it.  he  learned  that 
the  Judge  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
a  fraud  had  been  committed  by  the  Member 
alluded  to — and  that  he  had  gone  further, 
and  had  impeached  the  conduct  of  the 
Government — or  rather  his  (Mr.  J.  D. 
FitxGerald's)  conduct,  for  not  having  in- 
stituted a  prosecution  against  the  party 
implicated,  as  the  House  would  observe, 
without  any  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances of  which  the  learned  Judge  was  in 
possession.  Now,  if  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  had  adopted  the  course  which  became 
him,  he  ought  either  to  have  made  an  order 
directing  the  evidence  to  be  laid  before  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or  in  his 
capacity  of  a  Privy  Councillor  he  ought  to 
have  waited  upon  his  Excellency  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  apprised  him  that  mate- 
rials were  before  him  to  enable  him  to  de- 
clare that  a  Member  of  Parliament  had 
been  guilty  of  a  serious  breach  of  faith. 
However,  immediately  upon  having  seen 
the  judgment  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
he  went  to  Dublin,  and  having  examined 
all  the  documents  in  the  case,  he  at  once 
took  the  most  active  steps  to  set  the 
powers  of  the  law  in  motion  against  the 
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parties  implicated  ;  and  all  he  could  say, 
therefore,  was,  if  the  Gentleman  referred 
to  had  ahsconded — and  he  (Mr.  J.  D.  Fitz- 
Gerald)  was  rather  inclined  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  he  had  not — all  he  could  saj  was, 
that  if  he  had  ahsconded  he  did  so  imme- 
diately after  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  had 
delivered  himself  of  those  most  irregular 
observations  of  which  he  had  already  com- 
plained. The  escape,  therefore,  of  the 
Gentleman  in  question  from  the  hands  of 
justice  would  be  attributable  to  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  and  not  to  the  dilatorincss  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

The  Motion  for  deferring  the  Committee 
was  then  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half- after  One 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS. 

Monday,  July  7,  1856. 

MiwuTKS.]  Public  Bills. — 1*  Church  Building 
Commission  ;  Paroolual  Schools  (Scotland) ; 
Militia  Ballots  Suspension  ;  Deeds  (Scotland) ; 
Charities. 

2*  Isle  of  Wight  Steam  Bridge  and  Approaches ; 
Metropolitan  Railway  ;  Severn  Navigation  Im- 
provement Commission  .*  Drainage  (Ireland) ; 
Distillation  from  Rice;  Court  of  JBzchequer 
(Scotland). 

3*  Small  Debts  Imprisonment  Act  Amendment 
(Scotland). 

RoTAL  Assent. — Industrial  and  Provident  So- 
cieties ;  Seamen's  Savings  Banks ;  Annuities 
Redemption;  Stock-in-Trade  Exemption. 

KAWAB  OF  SURAT  TREATY  BILL. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill, 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  that  hefore  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time,  he  should  be  glad  if 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  would 
inform  the  House  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment  proposed  to  take  with  regard  to  the 
measure  ? 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  was 
rather  surprised  at  the  question  of  his  noble 
Friend,  who,  he  understood,  had  taken 
upon  himself  the  duty  of  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  as  a  Private  Bill.  He 
was  anxious,  therefore,  to  hear  what  were 
the  grounds  upon  which  his  noble  Friend 
recommended  their  Lordships  to  adopt  this 
course ;  and  he  should  certainlv  wait  until 
he  had  heard  those  reasons,  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  had  giv^n  his  opinion 
upon  the  expediency  of  taking  such  a 
course,  in  reference  to  such  a  subject, 
Mr.  J.  D.  FxtzGerald 


before  he  should  be  prepared  to  state  the 
course  which  the  Government  meant  to 
pursue. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
the  Bill  materially  affected  revenues  which 
the  East  India  Company  only  held  as  trus- 
tees for  the  Crown;  he  wished  to  know, 
therefore,  if  the  noble  Duke  was  prepared, 
with  the  approbation  of  the  Government, 
to  give  the  assent  of  the  Crown  to  it? 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  agreed  with 
the  noble  Earl  that  the  Bill  did  affect  the 
revenues  of  the  Crown,  and  he  was  not 
empowered  by  the  Government  to  give  the 
assent  of  tho  Crown  to  it. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE,  as  Chairman  of 
Committees,  thought  that  this,  being  a  Bill 
which  affected  the  public  revenue,  ought 
not  to  be  treated  as  an  ordinary  private  Bill. 
It  had  come  before  him  as  an  ordinary 
unopposed  private  Bill,  and  he  could  not 
take  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of 
stopping  it ;  but  on  every  ground  he  felt 
that  it  was  a  measure  which  ought  not  to 
be  treated  as  an  ordinary  Private  Bill,  and 
so  strongly  was  he  impressed  with  this 
conviction,  that  at  the  fitting  opportunity 
he  should  move  as  an  Amendment  that  it 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
had  as  much  reason  to  express  surprise  at 
the  course  the  noble  Duke  had  taken  as 
the  latter  had  to  express  surprise  at  the 
course  he  (the Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  had 
taken.  The  noble  Duke  had  himself  vo- 
lunteered on  Friday  to  tell  the  House  to- 
night what  the  Government  intended  to  do 
with  regard  to  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  explained.  Ho 
was  entrusted  with  a  petition  for  presenta- 
tion to  their  Lordships  on  Friday  night 
from  the  East  India  Company,  praying  to 
be  heard  by  counsel  at  the  bar  against  the 
Bill ;  and  in  presenting  it,  he  merely  stated 
that  on  Monday  when  the  measare  came 
before  the  House  he  should  call  their 
Lordships*  attention  to  the  subject  matter 
of  that  petition.  He  stated  nothing  more, 
and  certainly  stated  nothing  as  to  the 
period  of  tho  evening  when  he  should 
make  tho  statement.  When  his  noble 
Friend  had  moved  the  second  reading,  he 
should  be  quite  ready  to  state  the  course 
which  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
pursue  with  reference  to  the  Bill, 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
then  proceeded  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  and  said,  that  no  doubt  this 
Bill  affected  a  portion  of  tho  revenues  of 
the  empire ;  but  tho  Government  did  not 
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Beem  dispoBod  to  treat  it  as  its  iDiportance 
demanded.     He  agreed  with  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord   Lyndhurst)  that  the 
Bill  was  one  upon  which  the  law  officers  of 
the  Cnovn  ought  to  have  been  consulted, 
and  that  the   Government  ought    to    act 
in  accordance  with  their  opinions.      The 
Solicitor  General,   however,    had    spoken 
in  fafour  of  this  Bill  in  the  other  House, 
sod  he  had,  therefore,  a  right  to  assume 
tbat,  BO  far  as  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  bad  been  consulted,  their  opinion 
was  favourable  to  this  Bill.     He  asked  the 
House  merely  to  do  justice.     The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Control  had  begged 
the  other  House  to  consider  this  matter 
judicially,  and  he  made  the  same  request 
to  their  Lordships.     It  was  said  that  this 
Bill  ought  to  be  treated  as  a  public  mea- 
anre.  He  was  informed  that  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  wished  it  to  be  treated  as  a 
^nhYic  BiJ),  and  he  saw  no  reason  wliy  it 
should  not  have  been  so  considered.     But 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons 
had  objected  to  Mr.  Pollock's  Bill,  and  now 
to  resort  to  this  objection  at  the  present 
atage  of  the  Bill  seemed  to  him  to  be  an 
efasion  of  justice  and  a  course  unworthy 
of  the  Government  and  of  the  East  India 
Directors.     All  that  the  parties  interested 
wanted,  and    all  that  he  asked  on  their 
hehalf,  was   that  the   question  should  be 
sent  before  some  tribunal  capable  of  in- 
vestigating the  justice   of    the  claims  to 
which  it  related  ;  and  whether  that  tribunal 
were  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  or  any  other  competent  body  was 
a  matter  upon  which  the  promoters  were 
loditferent.      The  Bill  arose  upon  the  con- 
struction of  a  treaty  entered  into  by  the 
Indian  Government  in  the  year  1800  with 
the  Nawab  of   Surat.     The  whole  matter 
of  it  turned  npon  the  construction  of  the 
Words  of  the  treaty,  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment were  bound  to  pay  to  the  heirs 
of  the  late  Nawabthe  sum  of  £15,000 
ft  year.     The   answer  given  to  the  claim 
^J  the  Directors  was  a  long  story  about 
matters  which    occurred  in  1750,   and  a 
reference  to  the  instructions  given  by  Lord 
Weliesley  to  the  political  agent,  as  a  com- 
mentary ou  the  construction  of  the  treaty; 
hut  you  must  look  to  the  treaty  itself,  for 
it  was  by  tbat  jou  were  bound,  and  not  by 
anything   which   might  have  taken  place 
hefore  it  was  made.     The  meaning  of  the 
word  '*  Nawab  **  was  an  officer  employed 
Bflder  the  Mogul  empire,  and  when  that 
^pire   fell    into    decline    many    of    the 
'^swabs   usurped   the   power  which  they 
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originally  held  by  delegation.      Such  had 
been  tlie  case  at  Surat ;  and.  so  far  from 
our  establishing  the  first  Nawab,  we  went 
there  with  the  intention  of  putting  another 
man   in   his    place,    but    found    that  the 
Nawab  in  possession  was  too  strong,  and 
then,  instead  of  disturbing,  it  was  thought 
better   to    enter    into    treaty   with   him. 
The  Nawabship    was    always^  considered 
hereditary,  with  this  chance  incidental  to 
it — that  a  weak  prince  was  very  likely  to 
be  set  aside   by  a  strong  one  ;  but  the 
Nawabs  were  not  elected  like  the  former 
kings  of  Poland  or  emperors  of  Germany, 
neither  were  they  appointed  by  the  Eng- 
lish Government.     They  succeeded  from 
father  to  son  and  to  grandson  by  right 
of    inheritance.       It    mattered    nothing, 
however,  what  were  his  rights  or  lineage, 
because,  if  in  1800  the  East  India  Com- 
pany stipulated  by  treaty  to  pay  a  certain 
annuity  to  the  heirs  of  the  then  Nawab  pf 
Surat  so  long  as  that  race  lasted,  they 
were  bound  to  pay  it.     It  was  contended 
on  the  other  side  that  as  the  heirs  male  of 
that  Nawab  had  failed  in  1 842,  and  he  had 
no  successor  to  the  Nawabship,  that  the 
annuity  had  ceased.     The  question  then 
arose  whether  the  annuity  was  not  granted 
not  to  his  **  successors  "  in  the  Nawab- 
ship,  but   to  his   heirs,   which  would  in- 
clude heiresses.     On  the  death  of  the  last 
Nawab,  neither  Sir  George  Arthur,  Go- 
vernor of  Bombfiy,  nor  Mr.  Elliot,  Resi- 
dent at  Surat,.  who  were  directed  to  make 
inquiries,  ever  expressed  any  doubt  as  to  the 
annuity  being  payable  ;  the  only  question 
mooted  was,  to  whom  was  it  to  be  paid. 
It  had  been  asked  why  had  not  the  peti- 
tioner applied  to  a  public  tribunal  in  India; 
but  the   answer  was  that  the  petitioner 
could  not  do  any  such  thing,  as  the  ques- 
tions in   dispute   would  involve  the  con- 
struction   of  the   terms  of  a  treaty  —  a 
power   which    courts   of  justice  in  India 
did  not  possess.     The  petitioner  could  not 
apply  to  the  Privy  Council*  as  no  Court  in 
England  had  original  jurisdiction  in  Indian 
cases;  neither  could  he  appeal  to  a  court  of 
law.     Therefore  he  had  adopted  the  only 
course  open  to  him,  and  appealed  to  the 
high  Court  of  Parliament — the  tribunal  to 
which  every  subject  of  Her  Majesty  had  a 
right  to  come  when  they  could  not  obtain 
justice  in  the  ordinary  courts  of  law.     Ho 
(the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  quite  agreed 
that  it  would  have  been  desirable  had  this 
matter  been  settled  out  of  that  House,  but 
the  petitioner  had  no  means  of  obtaining 
justice    elsewhere.      It  was  stated  that 
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great  constitutional  questiona  were  inyolved 
in  this  matter,  and  bo  (tlio  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde)  admitted  it ;  for  what  could  be 
a  greater  constitutional  question  than  tlie 
good  government  and  administration  of 
justice  to  an  immense  population  ?  There 
was  another  and  a  distinct  part  of  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  which  related  to 
the '  real  and  personal  property  of  the 
late  Nawai),  respecting  which  a  deci- 
Bion  had  been  pronounced  bj  the  Go- 
vernor of  Bombay  in  Council,  and  against 
which  all  parties  were  anxious  to  appeal. 
The  J  found,  however,  that  they  had  no 
appeal  to  the  Privy  Council ;  for,  upon 
making  the  experiment,  the  Privy  Council 
declared  itself  incompetent  to  entertain 
the  appeal,  as  it  had  not  been  referred  to 
them  by  the  Queen.  Another  plausible 
objection  had  been  raised  in  the  petition 
which  had  been  laid  upon  their  Lordships' 
table,  that  the  Bill  affected  the  rights  of 
different  parties  who  had  received  no  notice 
niid  were  resident  in  a  distant  country. 
The  fact  was,  there  was  not  one  interested 
person  who  had  not  full  notice  of  the  Bill, 
and  was  not  fully  cognizant  of  its  progress. 
Every  party  had  appealed  from  the  de- 
cision of  the  Governor  of  Bombay.  The 
Bill  itself  was  propounded  last  Session, 
and  had  been  intended  to  be  considered  as 
a  public  Bill.  But  the  highest  authority  in 
the  other  House — the  Speaker  —  decided 
that  it  could  not  be  introduced  as  a  public 
Bill.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, now  said  this  was  not  a  subject 
for  a  private  Bill.  The  applicant  did  not 
care  whether  it  came  on  in  the  shape  of  a 
private  or  of  a  public  Bill,  or  whether  any 
other  remedy  could  be  proposed  for  his 
grievance.  It  was  because  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Clanricarde)  was  anxious  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  intended  to  propose 
any  other  remedy  for  an  admitted  wrong 
that  he  had  ventured  to  ask  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argj^U)  whether  the 
Government  had  arrived  at  any  conclusion 
upon  the  subject.  The  noble  Duke  could 
not  deny  that  a  wrong  had  been  done.  It 
had  been  admitted  in  the  other  House  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Control ;  it 
had  been  admitted  by  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral, who  voted  for  the  Bill  entirely  .upon 
grounds  of  justice.  The  Government  could 
not  venture  to  set  aside  a  claim  which  was 
supported  by  such  high  authority.  The 
Bill  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  of  | 
tho  House  of  Commons,  which  was  com-  i 
posed  chiefly  of  lawyers  eminent  for  their 
ability  and  knowledge  of  the  law,  among 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  ' 


whom  was  Mr.  Butt  and  Mr.  Napior,  lately 
Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land ;  not  one  of  whom  but  was  not  at  the 
present  moment  qualified  to  take  his  seat 
on  tho  judicial  bench.    These  four  lawyers 
were  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject, 
and  tho  Committee  was  pi*eeided  over  by 
Mr.  Cardwell ;  and  would  any  man  deny 
that  that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  his  in- 
tellectual powers,  attainments,  and  habits, 
was  not  as  able  to  enter  into  a  legal  argu- 
ment as  any  man  in  either  House  of  Par- 
liament?   Thus,  then,  they  had  a  tribunal 
fit  to  try  any  case,  and  that  tribunal  reported 
unanimously  in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  they 
at  the  same  time  stated  that  there  were  con- 
siderations of  policy  which  might  be  involved 
in  the  question  which  they  did  not  think  it 
their  duty  to  report  upon.     The  Bill  was 
passed  by  the  House  of  Commons  by  a  large 
majority,  and  was  supported  by  every  lawyer 
in  the  House,  except  one  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman^  who,  though  undoubtedly  not 
retained  to  speak  against  it,  it  could  not 
be  denied  had  been  for  many  years  one  of 
the  leading  counsel  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany.   Every  man  who  had  examined  into 
the  facts  of  the  case  had  said  that  injustice 
had  been  committed  which  required  redresa 
by  Parliament.    He  did  not  ask  their  Lord- 
ships   to  decide  the  question   upon    his 
mere  advocacy ;  but  he  did  implore  their 
Lordships  not  to  shut  the  door  against  in- 
quiry to  a  person  who  had  brought  a  case 
before  them  so  sustained.     Let  it  not  be 
said  that  there  were  wrongs  that  might  be 
committed  by  a  powerful  corporation,  and 
that  Parliament  would  not  attempt  to  re- 
medy those  wrongs.     Were   their  Lord- 
ships to  sanction  such  a  principle,  they 
would  be  taking  one  great  step  towards 
shaking  the  allegiance  of  the  people   of 
India  and  of  endangering  the  whole  of  oar 
Indian   empire.      All,  therefore,  that  he 
entreated  their  Lordships  to  do  was,  not 
to  send  back  to  India  these  persons  who 
asked  for  a  hearing  until  their  case  had 
been  heard  and  fairly  and  impartially  de- 
cided.    The  noble  Marquess  then  moved, 
thafe  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  (^'now**) 
and  insert  (*<  this  Day  Three  Months"). 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  ho  should 
support  the  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend  tho 
Chairman  of  Committees,  that  the  Bill  bo 
read  a  second  time  that  day  three  months. 
Undoubtedly  his  noble  Friend  made  tlick^ 
Motion  on  a  question  of  form  ;  but,  al- 
though in  coming  to  that  vote  it  ini^Kt. 
practically  be  one  on  a  point  of  form. 
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be  hoped  to  convince  tbeir  Lordships  that   nuity,  given  by  treaty  by  the  East  India 
they  would  not  be  doing  any  injustice  to  \  Company  in   the  year  1800  to  the  person 

clniining  to  bo  the  heir  and  successor  of 


the  merits  of  the  case.  But  before  he 
proceeded  to  the  question  itself,  he  trusted 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  single  word 
upon  this  point  of  form.  Among  the  func- 
tioDs  belonging  to  that  House,  there  were 
few  more  important  than  those  connected 
with  the  private  Bill  legislation  of  the 
country.  Directed  as  those  Bills  profess- 
edly were  to  private  ends,  and  the  pro- 


tho  late  Nawab  of  Surat ;  and  the  other  a 
question  respecting  the  distribution  of  the 
private  estate  of  that  Nawab.  He  should 
confine  himself  mainly  to  the  first  question. 
In  the  year  1800  the  late  Nawab  of  Surat 
died.  Lord  Wellesley  was  at  that  time 
Governor- General  of  India.  The  East 
India  Company  felt  themselves  entitled  to 


motion  of  private  interests  —supported  as !  take  into  their  hands  the  Government  of 
they  often  weie  by  an  active  personal  Surat ;  and  Lord  Wellesley  accordingly 
c&DfaBs — they  yet  frequently  affected  the  \  sent  down  an  agent  with  instructions  not 
most  important  public  principles.  It  was  to  allow  the  person  claiming  the  Nawabship 
efltential,  therefore,  for  the  interests  of  to  assume  the  Government  of  Surat,  cx- 
the  country  that  the  parties  connected  cept  under  the  terms  of  a  treaty  to  be  en- 
with  those  Bills  should  be  required  to  '  tered  into.  He  would  read  to  their  Lord- 
observe  the  rales  laid  down  by  Par- '  ships  the  terms  of  that  treaty,  on  which 
liament   in    respect    to    the    passing    of  |  the  whole  question  depended.     Thepream- 


private  Bills.     Finding,  then,  the  Chair- 


u  a  private  Bill,   be  thou«;ht  it   was   a 


ble  of  the  treaty  ran  thus  : — **  Articles  of 


man  of  Committees  repudiating  this  Bill   agreement  between  the  East  India  Com- 


pany and  their  successors  and  the  Nawab 


stroog  presumption  that  the  Bill  was  illegi- ;  of  Surat,  his  heirs  and  successors.'*  It 
timate  in  its  nature,  and  that  it  dealt  with  !  was  perfectly  true  that,  in  what  might  be 
ita  subject  in  a  manner  which  ought  not  to  '  called  the  enacting  clauses  of  the  treaty, 
^  tolerated.  The  Bill  had  been  referred  thp  word  "  successors  "  was  dropped,  and 
to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  and  the  word  *'  heirs  "  only  was  used  ;  but  it 
the  Committee  had  reported  that  they  had  would  presently  be  seen  what  interpreta- 
tuinutcly  inquired  into  this  Bill  ;  and  they  '  tion  this  word  was  to  bear.  Immediately 
found  that  none  of  the  standing  orders '  after  the  death  of  the  Nawab,  in  1842, 
vbieh  were  applicable  to  private  Bills  pre-  upon  whose  death  without  male  heirs  this 
rioxalj  to  tlie  second  reading  were  applica-  '  question  had  arisen,  Sir  George  Arthur, 
^^e  (o  tin's  Bill.  What  did  this  mean  ?  then  Governor  of  Bombay,  drew  up  a  Re- 
It  meant  that  no  such  case  was  made  out '  port  upon  the  question,  and  said  that  on 
W  the  parties  as  was  contemplated  by  the  the  whole  he  was  inclined  to  come  to  the 
Committee  when  those  orders  were  made.  [  conclusion  that  the  Company  were  bound 
"^hat  the  Bill  affected  the  public  interest  to  continue  the  annuity  of  £15,000  a  year 
vaa  beyond  question,  for  it  dealt  with  the  to  the  personal  heirs  and  family  of  the 
avenues  of  the  Crown  to  the  extent  in  Nawab  of  Surat.  Governor  Duncan,  in 
^pita]  of  half  a  million  sterling  ;  and  as  his  private  diary,  also  spokd  of  the  pen- 
f^garded  private  rights,  he  must  maintain,  sion  continuing  until  the  Nawab's  heirs 
^spiteof  the  argument  of  his  noble  Friend,  bocame  extinct;  but  from  other  parts  of 
^t  one  part  of  the  Bill  would  have  a  this  diary,  where  it  was  declared  that  the 
n^^t  injurious  effect  upon  the  private  rights  Nawab  and  his  family  should  be  secured  in 
of  several  individuals  who  were  totally  un-  constant  succession  to  the  Nawabship,  he 
^^presented  in  this  country,  and  who,  so  far  gathered  that  in  the  treaty,  as  well  as 
**  ^bcy  knew,  bad  no  knowledge  of  such  when  Governor  Duncan  spoke  of  the  heirs 
a  measure  being  in  contemplation.  Under  becoming  extinct,  "  heirs  "  were  under- 
these  circumstances,  it  was  not  a  mere  stood  as  meaning  heirs  to  the  Nawab- 
'^atter  of  form  that  their  Lordships  should  ship.  The  decision  of  the  Governor  of 
*jrictly  adhere  to  their  standing  orders.  •  Bombay  was  in  due  course  referred  to 
^ie  abould  be  ashamed  to  make  this  appeal  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
"to  their  standing  orders  if  he  thought  it  .Ellenborough),  then  Governor  General  of 
*OQld  be  a  denial  of  substantial  justice  to  India,  who,  having  before  him  the  minute 
^«  parses  ;  but  he  maintained  that  no '  of  Sir  George  Arthur,  the  diary  of 
l^bstantiat  injustice  had  been  committed  '  Governor  Duncan,  and  all  the  evidence 
^  this  case.      The  Bill  itself  concerned    which   the  claimant   could    bring    before 


*^uly  two  questions — one  a  question  re- 


him,    decided    that    with    the     title   and 


^^«cting  the  disposal  of  a  perpetual  an-  ^  office  of  Nawab  expired  all  claim  to  the 

0  2 
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money  which  the  British  Government  en-   legal  merits  cif  the  case,  but  was  merely  a 
ga^cjl   to  pay  annually  by   the   treaty  of  genermia  concession  made  upon  a  liberal 
1800.       That   money,  said    his  Lordship,    consideration   of  all  the  circumstances  of 
vas  clearly  to  be  paid  as  the  surplus  of  the   the  case.     The  noble  Marquess  had  en- 
Stnte  revenue,  after  defraying  all  charges ;    deavoured  to  cast  odium  upon  the  Govcra- 
it  would  be  paid  to  the  Nawab  as  Nawab  ;  '  ment  of  India,   as  directed   by  the  East 
it  was  not  made  private  property,   to  be  \  India  Company,  with  regard  to  this  mat- 
severed  from  the  State  when  the  heads  of   ter;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  he  could  only 
the   State  failed.     This  was  the  decision,    find  that  two  documents  had  been  sent  by 
Dot  of  the  Court   of  Directors    (who,  he   the  Board  of  Directors  bearing  upon  the 
fen  red,  were  at  the  present  moment  exceed-   case,  and  both    were   to  the   effect  that 
ingly  obnoxious,  and  who  had  incurred  a   larger  pensions  than  had  been  awarded  by 
great  deal  of  public  odium  in  this  matter),  I  the  local  Government  should  be  granted 
but  it  was  the  interpretation  put  upon  the  '  to  the  family  of  the  late  Nawab.     The 
treaty  by  the   then  Governor-General   of !  Government  of  Bombay,  acting  upon  the 
India,  under  the  guidance  and  advice  of  general  instructions  of  the  Board  of  Di- 
the  able  men  whom  he  had  with  him  in  '  rectors,  had  appointed  an  agent  to  inquire 
Council  at  that  time.     This  very  minute  '  into  and  report  upon  the  circumstance?  of 
was    signed    by    Mr.  Thomason,    one   of '  the  case  and  upon  the  pensions  allotted  to 
the  very  ablest  men  in   the   East   India ;  every  member  of  the  family  of  the  late 
service,  and  whose  administration  as  Go-   Nawab.     The   result  of  that  report  had 
vernor  of    the   North  Western   provinces  ,  been  that  the  Board  of  Directors  had  in- 
had  been  the  subject  of  such  just  eulogy.  '  formed  the  local  Government  that  the  pen- 
Surely  the  House  would  be  satiHlied  with  |  sions  which  had   been  allotted   were  not 
such  authority.'    It  was  not  usual  for  Par- :  sufficiently   large,  and,   in  fact,   ^11,000 
liament  to  interfere  with  the  construction   out  of  the  J&  15,000  claimed   was  distri- 
of  treaties  unless  some  injustice  had  evi- ;  buted  among  the  family  by  their  order, 
dently  been  done  by  the  constituted   au- '  Was  it,  then,  fair  to  take  advantage  of  a 
thorities,  and  he  called  upon  any  iudepeu-   passing  feeling    of    hostility  against   the 
dent  Member  of  their  Lordships*  House  to   East  India  Company  in    order   to   bring 
say  whether  there  was  such  a  priuid  facie   charges  of  such  a  character  against  them  ? 
case  of  gross  injustice   as  would  justify  \  For  his  own    part,  he    was   prepared  to 
Parliament  in  interfering  in  this  question    maintain  .that   the    East  India   Company 
either  by  a  private  or  a  public  Bill  ?     As    had  behaved   well  towards  the   fanuly  of 
to  the  decision  of  Sir  George  Arthur,  he  |  the  late  Nawab  of  Surat,  and  he  hoped 
strongly  suspected  that  that  decision  was   that  the  noble  Marquess  would  not  suspect 
not  so  much  founded  upon  a  strict  con-    them   or  the    Government  of   wishing  to 
struction  of  the  treaty  as  upon  the  opinion   behave  shabbily  towards  that  family.     As 
be  entertained  that  it  would  be  an  actof  libe- 1  regarded  the  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
rality  on  the  part  of  the  East  India  Com-    Government  proposed  to  pursue,   he  was 
pany,  failing^male   heirs  and  failing  the    not  prepared  to  say  that  the  Government 
nawabship,   nevertheless   to  continue   the   might  not  refer  to  the  Judicial  Committee 
pension,  as  a  matter  of  grace  and  favour,  to   of  the   Privy   Council  a  question   arising 
the  members  of  his  family.     He  was  very  '  out  of  this  case  for  their  decision  ;  but, 
much  confirmed  in    this  impression  by  a  |  even  if  they  did,  it  was  difiicult  to  deter- 
minute  drawn  up  by  Mr.  Anderson,  then  a '  mine  what  course  it  would  be  expedient 
member  of  Sir  George  Arthur's  Council,    to  pursue,  whatever  might  be  the  decision 
who  said  he  doubted   if,   at  the  time  the   of  the  Judicial  Committee.     But»  notwitb- 
treaty  was  entered  into,  the  lapse  of  the  |  standing  that  difficulty,  he  wished   to  im- 
press upon  their  Lordships  that  the  Go- 


nawabship  was  thought  of;  he  believed 
the  pension  was  intended  for  those  who 
filled  the  nawabship.  Mr.  Anderson's 
opinion  was  that  the  annuity  was  to  be 
tied  up  with  the  title,  and  in  another 
minute  Sir  George  Arthur  said  he  was 
glad  Mr.  Anderson's  opinion  coincided 
with  his  own.  He  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
thought,  then,  he  was  justified  in  assuming 
that  Sir  George's  decision  with  regard  to 
the   pension  was   not   founded  upon    the 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


vernment  in  rejecting  the  present  Bill,  and 
in  calling  upon  the  House  to  reject  it,  by 
no  means  precluded  themselves  from  such 
reconsideration  of  the  case  as  the  circum- 
stances of  it  might  appear  to  require. 
Great  odium  had  been  cast  upon  the  East 
India  Company  with  regard  to  this  trans- 
action ;  but  he  would  bring  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships  to  some  of  the  facts  of 
the    case.     Their  Lordships   were    awarci 
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that  it  was  one  of  the  privileges  of  high 
rank  in  India  nut  to  he  subject  to  local 
jurisdiction,  and  there  was  a  special  agree- 
ment with  the  Nawah  of  Surat  that  he 
shoah]  be  exempt  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  ordinary  courts  of  the  country.    When 
tlic  late  Nawab  died  a  question  arose  as  to 
the  disposition  of  his  property,  and,  on  the 
suggestion  of    Mr.   Arbuthnot,   a  special 
Act  WAS  passed  to  appoint  an  agent  to 
inquire  into  and  decide  upon  the  subject, 
ftiul  providing  that  against  that  decision 
there  should  be  no  appeal,  and  to  that  Act 
the  claimant ,   in  the  present  case,  was  a 
consenting  party ;  and  not  only  was  he  a 
consenting    party,   but    ho    objected  that 
under  the  second  clause  of  the  Act,  as  it 
was  originally  drawn  up,   the  agent  was 
not  entitled    to   deal   as   freely   with  the 
property  as  he  ought  to  he,  and  he  sug- 
gested a  clause  giving  the   agent   fuller 
power ;  and  that  clause  was  the  very  one 
against  which  he  now  protested.     It  was 
preposterous  that  the  claimant  in  the  pre- 
sent caj-e  should  now  come  before  Parlia- 
ment and  represent  that  he  was  precluded 
from  appeal  when  he  had  himself  acqui- 
esced in  that  exclusion.     It  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  consent  to 
have  the  case  re-opened  as  this  Bill  at- 
tempted to  re-open  it,  when  a  number  of 
persons,  many  of  them  comparatively  poor, 
hail  for  several  years  been  in  possession  of 
this  property,    under  the  conviction  that 
the  matter  had  been  finally  decided.     The 
^JOTcmment  were  not  taking  advantage  of 
a  mere  question  of  form.    They  denied  the 
justice  of  this  person's  claim,  and  they 
thought  it  would  he  unjust  to  the  Govem- 
Dient  of  India  and  the  parties  concerned 
to  reopen  the  question,  either  by  a  public 
w  a  private  Bill. 

TiiE  Earl  op  ALBEMARLE  said,  he 
comcided  with  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Marquess  respecting  the  Government,  for, 
00  a  question  relating  to  India,  there  was 
the  old  juggle  of  a  double  Government — at 
one  time  it  was  the  Bast  India  Company, 
at  another  the  Board  of  Control— and  the 
«»n5equence  was  a  mere  jumble  and  confu- 
*iyn.  As  for  the  petition  of  the  East  India 
^''^nipany — what  was  the  Company  ? — why 
for  thirty-three  years  it  had  been  a  board  I 
^uWdinate  to  the  Government— a  part  of 
the  Executive — and  he  did  not  know  what 
rfijht  they,  as  a  subordinate  part  of  the  Go- 
comment,  had  to  he  heard  at  the  bar  against 
the  rest  of  the  Government.  The  Trea- 
?'iry  or  the  Admiralty  might  just  as  well 
Apply  to  be  heard  against  their  superiors. 


The  petition  stated  that  this  was  the  first 
private  Bill  which  had  ever  dealt  with  a 
subject  of  this  kind.     But  in  1833,  when 
a  case  of  similar  character  occurred^  the 
complainant,  Mr.  Hodges,  obtained  redress 
by  means  of  a  private  Bill.     As  to  the 
fourth  paragraph  of  the  petition,  he  said 
he  never  knew  a  greater  number  of  state- 
ments not  borne  out  by  the  truth  disgrace 
any   petition.      The   petition   stated    that 
the  treaty  of  1800  was  negotiated  by  the 
Marquess  of  Wellcslcy  ;  that  the  first  of 
the  family  of  the  late  Nawab  had  been 
raised  to  the  musnud  by  the  East  India 
Company  in  1 759  ;  and  that  the  Company 
had  always  refused,  up  to  1800,  to  treat 
the   dignity   as   hereditary.      The    facts, 
however,  were  that  that  treaty  was  con- 
cluded by  Governor  Duncan  ;  that  the  first 
of  the  line  of  the  late  Nawab  gained  pos- 
session of  the  country  in  1748,  and  kept  it 
till  he  was  turned  out  in   1758,  but  he 
became  Nawab  again  the  same  yenr  with- 
out   the   agency   of  the   Company ;    and 
that,  in  1798,  which  was  hefore  1800,  the 
claim  of  the  then  late  Nawab 's  son  was 
recognised  as  hereditary.    There  were  two 
kinds  of  Nawabs — the  one  was  a  viceroy, 
the  other  possessed  a  merely  titular  dig- 
nity.    Before  1800,  the  late  Nawab  was 
a  viceroy,  and  afterwards  was  reduced  to 
the  dignity  of  tho  title — he  became  as  it 
were  a  Nawab  in  partihus.     But  the  noble 
Duke  argued  that,  if  there  was  a  failure 
of  male  heirs,  there  must  be  a  failure  of 
the  title.     Why,   John,    Duke  of  Marl- 
borough, received  the  manor  of  Woodstock 
and  a  pension  of  £5,000  a  year ;  and  did 
any  one  believe  that,  in  case  of  a  failure 
of  male  heirs  in  that  familv,  the  manor 
and  the  pension  would  be  resumable  ?    He, 
at  all  events,  did  not  think  they  would. 
A    member  of  a  Dutch  family — the  De 
Ginkell — came  over  to  this  country  with 
William   III.,   and    was  created   Earl    of 
Athlone.      The   last   male   representative 
of  that   nobleman   had    lately  died,    and 
the  title  became  extinct,  but  the   estate 
was  now  enjoyed  by  his  daughter.     That 
was   a   case    analogous    to    the    present. 
Again,  the  Stanleys,  Earls  of  Derby,  had 
been   the   Kings  of   Man,    and    all   their 
sovereign  rights  descended  to  a  female.    He 
had  said  enouorh  to  show  that  no  reliance 

o 

was  to  be  placed  upon  the  petition  of  the 
East  India  Company. 

The  Eaul  of  ELLENBOROUGH 
thought  that  tho  noblo  Duke  had  gone 
so.  satisfactorily  into  this  question  that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  him  to  detain  their 
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Lordships  at  any  length.  He  had  heen 
on  many  occaBions  compelled  to  differ  from 
the  Court  of  Directors  of  the  East  India 
Company,  hut  he  was  satisfied  that  in  the 
present  case  they  had  done  their  duty  as 
representing  the  interests  of  the  people  of 
England  and  of  India.  The  question  now 
before  their  Lordships  was  not  one  be- 
tween the  promoters  of  this  BiU  and  the 
East  India  Company,  who  had  no  per- 
sonal interest  in  this  matter  ;  the  question 
was  one  between  the  promoter  of  this  Bill 
and  the  people  of  India,  whose  money  he 
desired  to  take  away  for  his  private  pur- 

Sosee,   as  he  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough) 
elieved  wrongfully ;  and  therefore  he  op- 
posed the  Bill.     As  far  back  as  the  year 
1800  a  negotiator  had  made  a  treaty,  in 
which,  like  a  recent  diplomatist,  he  had 
not  expressed  himself  with  sufficient  pre- 
cision.    He  had  no  doubt  that  the  idea  of 
the  continuation  of  the  pension,  guaranteed 
to  the  Nawab  and  his  female  descendants, 
ncTor  could   have  occurred   to   Governor 
Duncan  as  the  possible  construction  of  the 
treaty.     He  never  could   have  supposed 
that  the  descendants  could  claim  anything 
that  was  not  part  and  parcel  of  the  na- 
wabship.    The  Government  consulted  with 
Mr.  Thomason,  who  was,  perhaps,  more 
competent  than  any  one  else  to  give  an 
opinion  on  this  subject,  and  who  was  not 
only  an  able  and  thoroughly  conscientious 
man,     but    intimately    conversant     with 
Eastern  habits  and  Eastern  customs  and 
with  Mahomedan  law.     The  present  ques- 
tion, indeed,  seemed  to  him  ta  be  one,  not 
so  much  for  English  as  for  Mahomedan 
law.    The  treaty  was  an  Indian  treaty,  con- 
tracted between  Indian  potentates ;  while 
our  lawyers  had  construed  it  as  they  would 
have  construed  an  English  deed,  giving  an 
annuity  to  the  descendants  of  an  English 
nobleman.     The  treaty  came   under   the 
consideration  of  the  Indian  Government  in 
1843.     The  documents  must  have  been  in 
the   possession   of  the   President   of  the 
Board  of  Control  (the  Earl  of  Ripon)  in 
November  of  that  year,  and  it  was  for 
him,  if  he  thought  that  an  erroneous  im- 
pression prevailed,  to  call  for  the  opinion 
of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown.     He  (the 
Earl   of  Ellenborough)  had  done  that  at 
the  Board  of  Control  whenever  he  had 
doubts  as  to  the  legality  of  any  Indian  de- 
cisions, so  that  the  law  might  be  corrected 
if  it  were  erroneous.     That  decision  had 
been  adopted  by  two  Indian  Governments, 
and  had  been  adhered  to  by  three  or  four 
Presidents  of  the  Board  of  Control.  Would 
The  Earl  of  Ellenborough 


their  Lordships  allow  him   to  bring  the 
question  into  Europe,  and  to  place  it  more 
palpably  before  them  than  if  it  were  an 
Indian  question  ?     Let  him  imagine  the 
possibility  that  the  Principalities  of  Mol- 
davia and  Wallachia,  which  now  acknow- 
ledged the  suzerainty  of  the  Porte,  and 
paid  to  it  a  certain  sum,  desired  to  relieve 
themselves  from  their  nominal  suzerainty, 
and  that  they  were  permitted  to  do  so, 
upon  the  condition  that  they  contracted  to 
pay  a  certain  annual  sum  to  the  Sultan 
and  his  heirs.    Was  there  any  man  in  that 
House  or  in  Europe  who  would  say  that,  if 
the  dignity  of  the  Sultan  were  eztingaish- 
ed  the  Principalities  of  Moldavia  and  Wal- 
lachia would  continue  after  the  decease  of 
the  Sultan  to  pay  the  money  to  the  Pashas 
who  had  married  his  daughters?     Why, 
such  an  interpretation  would  be  repudiated 
by  the  common  sense  of  mankind.    In  any 
public  treaty  it  would  be  the  common  un- 
deratauding  of  European  nations  that  the 
annuity  applied  only  to  heirs  male.     In 
India  there  was   no  knowledge  of  heirs 
female,  or  of  any  suzerainty  as  attached 
to  them.  He  could  not  attach  great  weight 
to  the  opinion  of  a  purely  English  lawyer 
upon  a  matter  of  Mahomedan  law ;  but, 
considering    the    knowledge    of    Eastern 
habits  and  Indian  law  possessed  by  Mr. 
Pemberton  Leigh  and  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  he  should  feel 
satisfied  if  the  true  construction   of   the 
treaty  were  submitted  to  that  body.    What 
he  desired  was,  to  get  the  matter  out  of 
that  House  and  out  of  Parliament.     The 
Bill  was  a  bad  precedent.     Already  he 
knew  of  two  or  three  similar  cases,  which 
were  only  awaiting  the  decision  which  their 
Lordships  might  come  to ;  and  he  would 
caution  their  Lordships  that  if  they  took 
this  first  step  they  would  find  it  very  diffi- 
I  cult  to  stop.     He  deeply  regretted  that  it 
,  should  have  been  necessary  for  the  Priry 
j  Council  to  decline  to  entertain  the  appeal. 
It  had  been  done,  and  there  was  no  re* 
medy ;  but  the  conclusion  which  would  be 
most  satisfactory  to  him  would  be  for  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  to  be  placed  exactly 
where  they  would  have  been  if  the  Privy 
'Council  had  been  able  to  entertain  the  ap- 
peal.    He  thought  that,  as  regarded  the 
most  important  points  on  which  rested  the 
claim  of  the  petitioners,  the  view    taken 
had  not  been  that  of  a  judicial  mind,  and 
that,  most  probably,  the  decision   of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
would  reverse  it.     He  earnestly  desired  to 
submit  to  that  tribunal  the  question  whe- 
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ther,  by  the  treaty  of  1800  the  annuity 
granted  to  the  Nawab  and  his  heirs  was 
descendible  to  heirs  general,  or  only  to 
beirs  male. 

TnB  Marquess  of  CLANRIOARDE 
said,  the  noble  Duke  had  been  grossly 
misinformed  with  respect  to  the  personal 
property  of  the  late  Nawab,  as  not  one 
»ixpenco  of  it  had,  as  yet,  gone  into  the 
bands  of  his  heirs,  as  the  distribntiou  of  it 
was  still  tub  lite.  He  had,  however,  such 
confidence  in  the  noble  Duke,  that  when 
he  said  the  case  should  be  placed  before 
the  Judicial  Committee,  and  their  decision 
carried  into  effect,  he  had  no  doubt  justice 
would  be  done  to  all  parties.  But  he 
trusted  that  when  the  matter  had  been 
thus  inquired  into,  steps  would  be  taken 
to  cany  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council 
into  effect*  even  although  a  special  Act 
should  be  required  to  enforce  it.  He  had 
been  accused  of  doing  that  which  he  had 
not  done ;  but  be  would  now  earn  some 
portion  of  that  accusation  by  declaring  his 
opinion  that  the  conduct  of  the  Court  of 
Directors  was  very  bad,  very  unwise,  and 
open  to  great  reproof,  which  reproof  they 
bad  received  for  the  litigation  with  which 
they  persecuted  the  people  of  India ;  and 
they  were  now  unpopular,  because  tlie 
people  of  this  country  thought  that  they 
were  guily  of  great  injustice  to  the  Indian 
people. 
After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Denman, 
On  Question,  that  (*'  now*')  stand  part 
of  the  Motion,  Besolved  in  the  Negative ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  2«,  on  lAif  Day  Three 
Monihi. 

CONVOCATION. 
Lord  KEHEBDALE  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  certain  Members  of  the  Convo- 
cation of  the  Province  of  York,  praying 
the  House,  before  procediug  with  the 
Church  Discipline  Bill,  or  any  measure 
speeificallj  affecting  the  clergy,  the  same 
may  be  sabraitted  to  the  clergy  of  both 
Provinces  in  their  Convocations  now  law- 
fully in  being  under  the  Royal  writs  ad- 
dressed to  both  Archbishops  respectively. 
He  thought  it  unjust  that  one  set  of  pro- 
ceedings should  be  adopted  with  regard  to  the 
Province  of  Canterbury,  and  another  mode 
of  proceeding  with  respect  to  the  Province 
of  York.  He  entertained  a  strong  opinion 
that  if  the  Convocation  of  the  Province  of 
York  was  put  upon  a  proper  footing  much 
good  might  result  from  it.  He  thought 
the  manner  in  which  the  proceedings  in 
Convoeation  of  the  Pronnce  of  Canterbury 


were  conducted  showed  that  all  those  ap- 
prehensions which  had  been  entertained 
by  parties  as  to  their  dangerous  character 
were  altogether  unfounded.  Of  course,  in 
all  public  assemblies  they  must  expect  dif- 
ferences of  opinion,  and  when  discussions 
took  place  they  were  not  always  conducted 
in  the  manner  in  which  it  could  be  wished 
they  should  be;  but  because  matters  of 
difference  might  occur  that  was  no  argu- 
ment against  such  assemblies  altogether. 
It  was  very  desirable  that  the  Church 
should  represent  itself.  At  the  present 
moment  the  Church  was  abused  for  many 
things  for  which  it  was  really  not  respon- 
sible, and  it  was  unjust  that  it  should  not 
be  allowed  to  express  its  opinion  as  to  what 
should  be  done  in  reference  to  such  ques« 
tions.  At  the  same  time,  some  improve- 
ment ought,  he  thought,  to  take  place  in 
the  constitution  of  the  bodies  to  which  ho 
was  referring,  and  the  first  and  most  ob- 
vious improvement  was  the  fusion  of  the 
two  Provinces.  Nothing,  he  was  aware, 
could  bo  done  now  beyond  calling  public 
attention  to  tho  matter,  but  he  hoped  some 
attention  would  be  given  to  the  subject  of 
the  petition,  and  that  the  same  privileges 
would  be  given  to  the  Convocation  of  one 
Province  as  were  enjoyed  by  tho  other. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE     OP    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  7,  1856. 

MiNDTKs.]  PuBuc  BiLLS. — 1"  ConBolidated  Fund 
(Appropriation) ;  Criminal  Justice  ;  Unlawful 
Oaths  (Ireland)  ;  Militia  Pay ;  draud  Jurj 
Cess  (Ma.To);  Railways  Act  (Ireland)  1851, 
Continuance;  Turnpike  Acta  Continuance  (Ire- 
Lind). 

2°  Appellate  Jurisdiction  (House  of  Lords). 

S^  Courts  of  Common  Law  (Ireland) ;  Commons 
Incloflure  (No.  2). 

CORPORATION  OP  LONDON  REFORM- 
QUESTION. 
Silt  JAMES  DUKE  asked  the  Seere- 
tarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmeut 
whether  the  Governmeut  would  assist  the 
corporation  of  the  City  of  London  in  pass- 
ing a  Bill,  during  the  present  Session,  to 
extend  the  right  of  voting  in  the  election 
of  Aldermen  and  membera  in  the  Common 
Council  to  all  occupiers  within  the  city  who 
were  on  the  Parliamentary  register  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that,  as  ho 
understood,  the  Bill  referred  to,  of  which 
he  had  reeeived  a  copy  from  the  Recorder, 
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was  limited  to  the  object  of  amending  the 
Act  of  1849,  having  relation  to  the  ri^ht 
of  Yoting  for  the  election  of  aldermen  and 
ftheriffft.  This  was  a  very  desirable  object, 
and  was  provided  for  in  the  measure  for 
the  amendment  of  the  constitution  of  the 
Corporation  which  had  lately  been  with- 
drawn ;  but  he  doubted  the  policy  of  in- 
troducing a  Bill  limited  to  that  single  ob- 
ject. Besides,  the  Bill  of  1849  was  a 
private  Bill,  and  any  Bill  to  amend  it  must 
of  course  be  introduced  in  the  same  form  ; 
but  the  regulations  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament would  prevent  a  private  Bill  from 
passing  at  this  period  of  the  Session. 

MR,  JAMES  SADLEIR  AND  THE  TIPPE- 
RARY BANK— QUESTION. 

Mr.  G.  H.  MOORE  rose  to  ask  the 
question  of  which  he  had  given  notice — 
whether  it  was  true  that  Mr.  James  Sad- 
leir had  been  permitted  to  leave  Ireland 
without  having  been  arrested  ;  and  whe- 
ther any  steps  had  been  taken  for  the  ar- 
rest and  prosecution  of  the  said  James 
Sadleir  by  Ilcr  Majesty's  Government  ? 
It  was  well  known  that  John  Sadleir,  the 
late  Member  for  Sligo  had  been  involved 
in  commercial  frauds  which  hod  no  parallel 
in  the  criminal  history  of  this  country. 
Who  were  his  confederates  and  accomplices 
in  these  frauds  was  not  yet  made  public, 
though  the  proceedings  in  the  Irish  Court 
of  Exchequer  pointed  to  his  brother,  James 
Sadleir,  as  one  of  the  parties.  It  was  also 
well  known  that  John  Sadleir  was  engaged 
in  a  political  conspiracy,  his  associates  in 
which  were  not  doubtful.  Relatively  to 
the  character  of  the  transactions  in  which 
he  had  been  engaged  they  were  regarded 
by  public  opiniun  in  Ireland — 

Mr.  speaker  called  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  order.  He  was  to  confine  himself 
strictly  to  the  facts  in  the  petition,  and 
such  statements  as  were  necessary  to  make 
those  facts  intelligible  ;  and  he  was  not  to 
go  beyond  them,  or  make  any  comment. 

Mb.  G.  H.  MOORE  proceeded.  About 
a  month  ago  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in 
Ireland  delivered  a  charge  on  the  case  of 
the  Tipperary  Bank,  in  which  he  expressed 
great  surprise  that  the  Irish  Government 
had  not  instituted  proceedings  for  fraudu- 
lent conspiracy  against  tJames  Sadleir,  and 
he  went  so  far  even  as  to  say  that  he 
should  not  be  suprised  if  the  public  held 
them  accountable  for  his  frauds  in  the 
event  of  his  escape.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral fur  Ireland  had  on  a  former  occasion 
told  the  House  that  he  had  gone  to  Dublin, 

Sir  George  Grey 


and  taken  all  the  steps  necessary  to  put 
the  powers  of  the  law  in  force  in  the  case. 
That  was  about  a  month  ago.  He  (Mr. 
Moore)  therefore  wished  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  to  state  also  what  were  the 
steps  which  he  had  taken  to  put  the  law 
in  force,  as  well  as  to  answer  the  question 
of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

The    ATTORNEY    GENERAL   fob 
IRELAND  (Mb.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD) 
said,  he  would  not  follow  the  hon.  Member's 
example,  but  would  confine  himself  to  the 
question  put  on  the  paper,  and  avoid  ex- 
traneous matter.     He  had  already  stated 
the  facts  in  reply  to  a  question  piit  to  him 
on  Friday  night,  or  rather  Saturday  morn- 
ing.   It  was  quite  true  that  about  a  month 
ago,  in  the  early  part  of  June,  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  in  making  observations  on  a 
case  before  him,  did  use  expressions  tanta- 
mount to  what  was  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  or  rather,  more  strictly 
speaking,  to  the  effect  that,  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  prosecute  some  person,  whom 
he  did   not,   however,  name,   the    public 
would  consider  them  guilty  of  complicity 
with    his    crime.      In    other   words,    he 
charged  the  law  officers  of  the  Grown  with 
a  dereliction  of  their  duty  in  not  having 
already   instituted  a   prosecution    against 
that  individual.    The  answer  he  (Mr.  Fitz- 
Gerald)  gave  to  this  was  a  statement  of 
the  fact  that  the  case  had  been  before  an- 
other Judge  previous  to  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  making  these  observations ;  and  that 
this  Judge,  Master  Murphy,  in  whose  de- 
partment the  case  was,  had  not  only  ac- 
cused no  one  of  fraud,  but  had  acquitted 
the  parties  who  were  before  him  of  all  im- 
plication in  it.     He  (Mr.  FitzGerald)  had 
further    stated,   that  until  he  had    read 
these  observations  of  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  he  was  wholly  unaware  of  the  facts 
of  the  case,  inasmuch  as  no  one  had  com- 
plained of  fraud  in  connection  with   the 
parties  in  question,  and  no  one  had  called 
upon  the  Government  to  commence  a  pro- 
secution  against  them.     But   that,  when 
these  observations  were  made,  he  had  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  pay  them  the  attention 
which  was  due  to  them  ;  that  he  had  pro- 
ceeded to  Dublin  accordingly ;  and  that  he 
bad  not  been  able  to  find  within  the  reach 
of  the  Crown  a. single  fact,  a  single  docu- 
ment, or  a  single  witness,   which   would 
enable  him  to  take  any  steps  in  a  prosecu- 
tion.    The  Master  of  the  Rolls  was  to  de- 
liver his  judgment  in  a  few  days,  but  ho 
deferred  it  till  the  22ud  of  June  ;    and 
when  he  delivered  it  the  Court  was  attend- 
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ed  by  an  officer  on  his  (Mr.  FitzGerald's) 
part,  or  rather  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
ID  the  hope  that  the  eTidence  on  which  the 
judgment  was  founded  would  he  placed  in 
the  bands  of  the  Crown  Solicitor  to  he 
submitted  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown. 
The  Master  of  the  Rolls  delivered  a 
lengthened  judgment  on  the  occasion, 
but  he  did  not  give  th^ocuments  in  ques- 
tion; though  he  (Mr.  FitzGerald)  was 
bound  to  state,  in  justice  to  that  learned 
Judge,  that  subsequently  he  received  every 
assistance  which  he  could  afford  him.  The 
steps  since  taken  by  the  Crown  in  the  case 
irere  of  the  promptest  character.  Con- 
siderable difficulty  was  experienced,  as  the 
persons  expected  to  be  witnesses  were 
either  in  communication  with  the  parties  im- 
plicated or  in  the  employment  of  Mr.  James 
Sadleir,  and  evidence  was  moreover  to  be 
sought  from  this  country.  He  had  stated 
on  Friday  night  that  he  did  not  consider  it 
for  the  advantage  of  the  public  to  press 
him  to  answer  the  question  put  by  the  hon. 
&nd  learned  Member  for  Youghal.  He 
would,  however,  say,  that  the  most  active 
steps  bad  been  taken  in  the  case,  and  war- 
rants had  been  issued  for  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Jftmes  Sadleir,  both  in  this  country  and 
Ireland,  on  some  day  in  the  early  part  of 
last  week,  certainly  before  Friday.  The 
boo.  Member  for  Mayo  had  asked  if  Mr. 
James  Sadleir  had  been  permitted  to  leave 
Ireland  ?  Knowing  from  the  former  course 
of  the  hon.  Member  what  the  meaning  was 
that  he  put  on  that  question,  and  that  he 
intended  to  convey  the  imputation  that  if 
Mr.  James  Sadleir  had  escaped  it  was  with 
the  connivance  of  the  Government,  he  (Mr. 
FitiGerald)  had  only  one  answer  to  give 
to  that  question — it  was  not  the  fact.  He 
would  add,  that  from  the  earliest  moment 
the  question  was  brought  under  his  cogni- 
Muce  he  had  taken  the  roost  active  steps 
to  prevent  Mr.  James  Sadleir  leaving  Ire- 
land ;  and  the  report  of  the  officers  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  was,  that  he  had 
not  left  since  the  17th  or  18th  June.  If 
be  left  before  that  time,  therefore,  it  was 
«n  consequence  of  the  irregular  observa- 
tions  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  not 
through  any  fault  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown. 

ARCTIC  EXPEDITION— QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  brown  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  whether  he  had  any 
official  information  of  an  event  that  had 
occnrred  in  the  United  States  touching  tho 
British  vessel  of  war  Resolute,  which  had 


been  abandoned  in  the  ice,  and  was  met 
by  a  whaler  floating  about,  and  which  was 
carried  into  the  United  States  ?  The  Ame- 
rican Government  paid  the  salvage  to  the 
whaler,  and  the  American  Senate  had 
passed  an  unanimous  Resolution,  in  which 
the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
concurred,  that  the  vessel  should  be  fitted 
out  and  restored  to  Great  Britain. 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  the 
circumstances  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, if  accurate,  were  certainly  very 
creditable  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  ;  but  no  official  report  on  the  sub- 
ject had  been  received  by  Uer  Majesty's 
Government.  The  vessel  referred  to  was, 
no  doubt,  one  of  the  Arctic  discovery  ships 
that  was  abandoned  a  few  years  ago,  and 
subsequently  found  adrift  in  the  ice  by  an 
American  whaler,  which  put  a  crew  on 
board  of  her  and  took  her  to  the  United 
States.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  asked,  whether  they  would  claim  her, 
and  they  answered  in  the  negative,  think- 
ing that  those  who  picked  her  up  after  she 
had  been  abandoned  were  entitled  to  re- 
tain her. 

HER  MAJESTY'S  SHIP  "  TERMAGANTS- 
QUESTION. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  wished  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  whether  it  bo 
correct  that  a  malignnnt  fever  has  for  a  se- 
cond time  broken  out  on  board  Her  Majes- 
ty's ship  Termagant  on  the  West  India  sta- 
tion ;  and,  whether,  if  this  be  so,  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  has  given  orders,  or  propose 
to  give  them,  for  the  immediate  removal  of 
that  ship  from  a  station  apparently  so  ill 
adapted,  from  her  imperfect  means  of  ven- 
tilation, to  insure  the  health  of  her  officers 
and  crew. 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  believed  that 
the  vessel  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  was  the  Termagant,  It  was 
not  correct  that  there  was  roalignant  fever 
on  board,  although,  as  was  not  uncommon 
in  the  West  Indies,  some  cases  of  yellow ^ 
fever  had  certainly  occurred  in  her,  and 
she  had  therefore  been  sent  to  the  north- 
ward, which  it  was  well  known  was  one  of 
the  best  specifics  for  that  malady^ 

VACCINATION  BILL— QUESTION. 
Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBR  asked  the  right 
hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Health, 
if  he  could  &x  any  time  when  the  Vaccina- 
tion Bill  would  be  brought  on  ? 

Mr.  GOWPER  said,  the  Bill  was  one  in 
.  which  Members  did  not  take  any  great  in- 
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teroBt.  It  WB8  one  of  that  class  of  Bills 
which  was  usually  taken  at  a  late  period  of 
the  evening,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  object  to  its  being  taken  at 
the  same  time  as  other  Bills  similarly  si- 
tuated. 

Mr.  T.  buncombe,  referring  to  the 
answer  gJTen  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hert- 
ford (Mr.  Cowper),  asked  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  perse- 
vere in  pressing  this  Bill  ttirough  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  had,  to  a  simi- 
lar question  with  respect  to  the  Medical 
Profession  Bill,  immediately  surrendered 
it ;  but  to  those  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
he  said  few  Members  cared  for  this  Vacci- 
nation Bill.  He  (Mr.  Duncombe)  would 
say  that,  if  hon.  Members  did  not  care  for 
this  Bill,  they  did  great  injustice  to  the 
people,  because  it  was  a  compulsory  Bill. 
Besides,  200  petitions  had  been  presented 
against  the  Bill,  and  only  one,  namely, 
that  from  the  Royal  Vaccine  Establish- 
ment, in  its  favour.  The  Bill,  if  passed, 
would  be  put  into  work  by  the  Board  of 
Health  ;  but  that  Board  would  expire  next 
year,  unless  the  House  should  to-morrow 
consent  to  continue  it.  A  more  arrant 
job  than  this  Bill  he  never  knew,  and  he 
ihoped  an  opportunity  would  be  given  to 
oppose  it. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  he  did  not  mean 
to  say  the  Bill  was  of  no  importance,  be- 
cause it  was  intended  to  check  the  ravages 
of  a  disease  which  killed  thousands  every 
year.  This  Bill  was  one  of  greater  im- 
portance than  many  which  were  passed, 
and  which  did  no  good  to  anybody.  What 
he  intended  to  say  was,  that  the  opposition 
which  his  hon.  Friend  made  to  this  Bill 
was  not  generally  shared  in  by  other  hon. 
Members.  His  hon.  Friend  said,  the  Bill 
would  make  vaccination  compulsory;  but 
the  present  law  did  that.  This  Bill  was 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating 
and  improving  the  law.  His  hon.  Friend 
opposed  this  Bill;  but  it  would  be  much 
fairer  for  him  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the 
existing  law  than  to  do  so.  He  would  not 
bring  it  on  after  twelve  o'clock  at  night. 

THE  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  AND  THE 
ATTORNEY  GENERAL  FOR  IRELAND- 
EXPLANATION. 

Colonel  FRENCH  wished  to  take  the 
present  opportunity  of  expressing  his  re- 
gret at  the  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  on  a  former  even- 
ing relative  to  the  Irish  Master  of  the 
Mr.  Cowper 


Rolls.  He  regretted  that  such  observa* 
tions  should  have  fallen  from  one  in  tlic 
position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
he  begged  to  say  that  there  was  not  in 
England  or  Ireland  a  person  of  higher 
honour  or  of  greater  legal  attainments,  or 
a  Judge  in  whom  the  public  had  more  coii- 
fidenoe,  than  the  present  Master  of  the 
Rolls  in  Ireland.  « 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  expressed 
his  entire  concurrence  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  as  to 
the  character  and  legal  acquirements  and 
high  honour  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in 
Ireland  ;  but  he  had  stated,  that  he  thought 
the  observations  of  the  learned  Judge,  on 
the  case  referred  to,  were  irregular  ;  and 
that,  if  a  person  charged  with  crime  had 
left  the  country,  his  doing  so  had  been 
broaght  about  by  those  observations. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  in  consequence  of 
the  observations  of  the  Attorney  General 
the  other  evening,  he  had  written  to  Ire- 
land to  ascertain  the  true  state  of  the  facts 
in  this  case. 

WAYS  AND  MEA^NS. 

Sir    henry    WILLOUGHBY    then 
said,  he  had  given  notice  of  calling  atten- 
tion  to  a  most  important   matter.     The 
Resolutions  before  the  House  passed  at  one 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  the  House 
had  been  entirely  deprived  of  the  opportu- 
nity of  judging  of  the  state  of  the  finances 
of  the  kindom  in  consequence  of  the  totsl 
absence  of  the  accounts  relating  to  the  past 
expenditure.     The  Honse  knew  nothing  of 
the  financial  transactions  of  the  country 
op  to  the  end  of  March  last.     The  papers 
were  laid  upon  the  table  so  late  as  to  be  of 
no  use  to  hon.  Members  during  the  Ses- 
sion.    This  year  the  papers  were  present- 
ed to  the  House  on  the  10th  of  June,  but 
not  in  time  to  prevent  the   House  voting 
money  without  any  knowledge  of  the  pre- 
vious expenditure.     Last  year  the  papers 
were  laid  on  the  table  in  July,  but  were 
not  printed  and   sent   to    hon.    Members 
until  the  6th  of  October,  so  that,  in  point 
of  fact,  the  House  decided  questions  with- 
out having  accurate  information.     The  de- 
lay which  occurred  in  laying  the  accounts 
on  the  table  of  the  House  was  productive 
of  serious  inconvenience,   and    gave   rise 
to  a  most  anomalous  state  of  things  ;  hon. 
Gentlemen  voted  away  milliona  of  money 
without  knowing  in  what  manner  it  was 
expended.     He  called  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government  so  to  arrange  matters,  as  to 
have  the  accounts  printed  earlier,  and  in 
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the  bands  of  Members  before  tbej  left 
town  for  different  parts  of  the  coantrj. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB. 
QUER  said,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
that  they  should  retam  to  the  old  system 
of  financial  accounts,  he  would  be  still 
further  than  now  from  getting  the  informa- 
tion he  desired,  for  the  accounts  were  then 
made  up  to  the  5th  of  January,  whereas 
the  financial  year  did  not  end  till  the  5th 
of  April.  With  regard  to  the  production 
of  the  accounts,  he  might  state  that  the 
whole  of  them  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
printers  on  the  4th  of  Juno  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  of  the  Land  RoTenue  De- 
partment. The  Department  of  Land  Re- 
Tenae  had  to  call  in  the  accounts  of  the 
variooa  Crown  estates,  a  duty  which  was 
attended  with  delay  and  difficult ;  and  the 
Commissioners  had  not  yet  succeeded  in 
making  up  their  accounts.  When  they 
were  completed,  however,  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  no  delay  would  take  place 
in  having  the  whole  laid  on  the  table. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  must  say,  that 
the  public  accounts  were  in  a  most  unsa- 
tisfaetory  state — in  such  a  state  as  to 
render  it  necessary  for  that  House  to 
take  measures  for  providing  a  remedy. 
He  bad  endeavoured,  time  after  time,  to 
ascertain  what  had  become  of  the  enor- 
mous amount  YOted  for  the  militia  in  1855 
—a  anm  amounting  to  £3,800,000.  Not 
more  than  65,000  militia  had  been  em- 
bodied— a  number  coming  very  far  short 
of  what  had  been  voted  by  Parliament, 
and  yet  nobody  could  inform  him  what  had 
become  of  the  money  granted  by  the 
House.  It  was  high  time  for  the  House 
to  take  steps  towards  securing  the  neces- 
sary information  as  to  the  expenditure  of 
the  public  money. 

Miu  DISRAELI  thought  that  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
tlie  Exchequer  had  stated,  with  regard  to 
the  importance  of  the  finance  accounts 
terminating  at  the  end  of  tho  financial 
year  was  quite  unanswerable.  Any  other 
mode  of  making  up  the  accounts  would 
be  most  unsatisfactory ;  but  at  the  same 
time  it  did  not  appear  to  him  that  the 
other  portions  or  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man'a  statement  were  quite  so  much  to 
the  point.  What  he  should  like  to  know 
waa,  why  the  accounts,  if  they  were  ready 
for  the  printer  on  the  4th  of  June,  were 
not  yet  on  the  table  ?  They  might  have 
been  printed  in  a  week.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  as  to  the  Land  Re- 
venue Department  not  being  prepared  with 


their  accounts  was  by  no  means  satisfac- 
tory, because  the  question  still  remained, 
why  were  they  not  prepared  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  ample  power  in  this ' 
matter,  and  he  should  have  issued  orders 
to  have  these  accounts  forwarded  in  due 
time.  At  all  events,  the  House  might 
have  had  before  it  other  accounts  which 
were  of  much  greater  importance  than 
those  connected  with  the  Land  Revenue 
Department.  It  was  exceedingly  impor- 
tant that  they  should  have  in  their  hands 
the  various  accounts  in  the  form  in  which 
they  were  drawn  up,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  see  that  these  were 
regularly  laid  before  them,  as  every  one 
must  feel  that  the  present  state  of  matters 
was  highly  unsatisfactory.  It  would  be 
out  of  the  question  to  think  of  returning 
to  the  old  system,  as  that  would  give  them 
no  information  whatever,  but  there  was  no 
reason  why  in  two  months'  time,  after  the 
closing  of  the  financial  year,  the  whole  of 
the  accounts  should  not  be  laid  on  the 
table. 

Sib  FRANCIS  BARING  agreed  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  to 
make  up  the  accounts  to  the  end  of  Janu- 
ary would  not  afford  the  explanation  which 
was  asked  for ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  present  system  was  full  of  inconve- 
nience. Last  year  the  accounts  were  not 
produced  till  after  tho  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  this  year  the  whole  of  the  Sup- 
ply had  been  granted,  and  the  accounts 
were  not  yet  on  the  table.  This  subject 
had  not  escaped  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  which  he  had  moved,  and  he 
trusted  they  would  be  able  to  make  some 
valuable  suggestions  on  this  subject. 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  explained  that 
he  had  been  misunderstood  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  did  not  want 
to  go  back  to  the  old  system  of  finance 
accounts  ;  but  he  thought  the  statesmen 
of  the  feign  of  George  III.  were  wiser  than 
the  statesmen  of  tho  present  day,  for  they 
always  got  their  financial  accounts  by  the 
month  of  Mav. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  the  Government  had  any  wish  to 
withhold  accounts  and  information  from 
the  House.  Nothing,  indeed,  could  be 
further  from  the  truth.  The  Government 
were  anxious  to  lay  the  accounts  on  the 
table  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  but 
it  was  necessary  to  wait  until  they  were 
completed.  There  was  one  important  ac- 
count— that  of  Land  Revenue— which  it 
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had  not  hitherto  been  in  the  power  of  the 
heads  of  departments  to  exhibit  in  a  com- 
plete form.  When  it  had  been  finished 
tlie  other  accounts  would  be  presented  to 
the  House. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  (HOUSE   OF 

LORDS)  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and  said  it 
was  one  tliat  had  come  to  them  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  where  it  was  introduced 
upon  the  Report  of  a  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  exercise  of  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  that  House,  with  the  view  of 
seeing  whether  any  Amendments  might  be 
suggested.     That  Committee,  after  receiv- 
ing ^  great  deal  of  very  important  evidence, 
made  a  Report  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  in  substance  declared  that  the  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction  of  the  Upper  House  as 
now  exercised  was  not  satisfactory,   and 
that  the  time  had  arrived  for  making  cer- 
tain improvements  which  they  recommend- 
ed, and  the  principle  of  which  were  em- 
bodied in  the  present  measure.       There 
could  be  no  doubt  of  the  great  importance 
of  the  subject.     The  House  of  Lords,  as 
they  all  knew,  exercised  in  all  suits,  both 
at  common  law  and  in  equity,  a  jurisdic- 
tion as  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  last  resort, 
and   by  its  decisions  all  such  suits  were 
finally  settled  and  determined.      Now,  it 
was  perfectly  notorious,  and  he  thought 
could  not  be  contradicted,  that  for  some 
time  past  great  dissatisfaction  on  the  part 
of  the  suitors  and  of  the  legal  profession 
had  existed  with  respect  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  appellate  jurisdiction  had  been 
exercised.       Hon.    Members   were   aware 
that,   although   the  appellate  jurisdiction' 
was  vested,  according  to  the  theory  of  the 
constitution,  in  the  House  of  Lords,  yet 
practically  it   was  not  exercised  By  the 
whole  body  of  the  Members  of  that  House, 
but  was  left  in  the  hands  of  those  Members 
only  who  were  holding  or  had  held  high 
judicial  office.     With  the  exception  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  for  the  time  being,  and 
the   Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the   Queen *s 
Bench — who  was,  and  generally  had  been, 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords — the 
Judges  of  the  Court  had  consisted  of  those 
who  had  formerly  held  the  office  of  Chan- 
cellor, with  the  occasional  but  very  rare 
exception  of  other  Members  of  the  House 
who  had  belonged  to  the  legal  profession. 
A  body  of  Judges  so  composed  was  open  to 
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several  inconveniences.     It  was  quite  clear 
that  the  number  of  such  Judges — that  was 
to  say.  Judges  not  exercising  actual  judi- 
cial functions — must  depend  more  or  less 
upon  accident.       Sometimes  the  number 
of  ex-Chancellors  had  been  considerable ; 
at  others  it  had  been  comparatively  small. 
A  long  Administration,  during  which  the 
Chancellorship  remained  in  the  same  hands, 
would  have  a  tendency  to  limit  the  number; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  frequent  changes 
of  Government  would  increase  the  number 
of  those  who  had  held  the  Great  Seal. 
Again,  the  circumstances  of  age  and  in- 
firmity must  be  taken  into  account  as  ex- 
ercising an  influence  with  respect  to  tlie 
attendance  of  those  who  hold  seats  in  the 
House  of  Lords  under  the  designation  of 
'*law  Lords.**    But,  lastly,  supposing  that 
there  was  a  sufficient  number  of  law  Lords 
to  furnish  a  requisite  body  of  persons  to 
act  as  Judges  on  appeals  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  there  was  nothing,  except  in  the 
case  of  a  person  holding  a  judicial  oflice 
like  the  Lord  Chancellor,  to  raako  it  obli- 
gatory on  them  to  attend.     Their  attend- 
ance was  purely  voluntary.    Considerations 
of  personal  convenience  or  other  occupa- 
tions might  make  the  number  who  attend- 
ed extremely  small.     The  result  had  been, 
that  for  some  time  past  the  number  of  law 
Lords  attending  on  hearing  of  appeals  had 
been  reduced  below  the  point  which  was  at 
all  satisfactory  either  to  the  suitors  or  the 
public.     It  had  frequently  happened  that 
not  more  than  two  Judges  had  sat  on  very 
important  appeals,  and  not  unfreqoently 
the  number  had  been  reduced  even  to  one. 
Now  this  was  a  state  of  things  which  must 
be  deemed  unsatisfactory,  when  it  was  con- 
sidered that  the  House  of  Lords  was  the 
appellate  tribunal  in  the  last  resort  from 
Courts  of  Error,  also  courts  of  high  autho- 
rity, aud  that  in  cases  which  came  before 
them  they  might  have  to  adjudicate  on 
matters  theretofore  decided  on  by  two  of 
the  Courts  of  common  law,  perhaps  con- 
firming  the   decision   of  a   third,    or,    in 
equity,  cases  which  had  been  decided  by 
the  Lords  Justices,  confirming,  perhaps,  in 
like  manner,  the  judgment  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  or  one  of  the  Vice  Chaneel- 
lors,  or,  lastly,  on  cases  which  had  come 
up  from  the  Court  of  Session  in  Scotland, 
which   consisted  of  a  number  of  Judges 
who  were  surely  better  acquainted  with  the 
principles  and  rules  of  Scotch  j  urisprudence 
than  any  English  Judge  or  Judges,' however 
eminent,  could  possibly  be.      In  all  those 
cases  the  dci*isiun  in  the  litghcst  and  last 
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Court  of  Appeal  might  be  the  decision  of 
a  single  law  Lord.     But,  again ^  in  many 
instances,   where  two  Judges  sat  in   the 
House  of  Lords,  the  evil  was,  if  possible, 
greater.     Nothing  had  been  more  frequent 
of  late  than  to  see  the  two  Judges  in  the 
Ho'ise  of  Lords  divided  in  opinion  ;  the  ef- 
fect of  which  was  that  the  judgment  of  the 
inferior  Court  could  not  be  reversed,  and 
was  held  to  be  a£Srmed.     That  occurred 
several  times  when  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and   Lord  St.   Leonards   sat  together  as 
Judges,  being  the  only  law  Lords   pre- 
sent ;  and  the  effect  had  necessarily  been 
to  cause  a  feeling  of  great  dissatisfaction. 
In  a  case  mentioned  in  the  evidence  there 
had  been  conflicting  decisions  given  by  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  and  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls.      There  was  an  appeal   from  the 
jadgment  of  the  latter,  and  it  was  heard 
before  two  law  Lords ;  they  differed,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  judgment  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  was  confirmed,  not- 
withstanding the  conflicting  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer.   Meantime  there  were 
several  other  suits  in  Chancery  standing 
over  to  await   the   result  of  the   appeal 
which  had  thus  proved  abortive.      If  it 
happened  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
sitting  alone,  he  might  confirm  by  his  own 
judgment  a  decision  which  he  had  given 
in  the  Court  of  Ciiancery  in  opposition  to 
that  of  an  inferior  Court — a  state  of  things 
which  must  strike  every  one  as  the  reverse 
of  what  was  desirable  in  a  Court  of  final 
appeal.      But  not  only  was  the  composi- 
tion of  the  House  as  an  appellate  tribu- 
nal unsatisfactory,  there  was  another  in- 
convenience which  nothing  but  the  inter- 
ference of  Parliament  could  remedy.     The 
sitting  of  the  House  of  Lords  as  a  Court 
of  final  appeal  could  only  be  coextensive 
in  time  with  its  sittings  as  a  branch  of 
the  Legislature ;  so  that  from ,  the  proro- 
gation of  Parliament  until  the  Parliament 
met  again  all  appeals  were  necessarily  in 
abeyance.     Nothing  could  be  more  incon- 
▼enieot  than  this  delay,  especially  where 
the  appeals  were  in  matters  of  injunction 
or  specific  performance  ;  and,  according  to 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  it  led  to  this  fur- 
ther inconvenience,  that  tiie  shortest  pe- 
riod within  which    an    appeal    could   be 
brought  to  hearing  was  at  least  two  years. 
All  these  matters  were  subjects  of  grave 
and  eerious  consideration.     He  had  omit- 
ted to  notice  other  topics  brought  forward 
in  evidence  before  the  Lords— the  want  of 
the  externals  of  judicial  office,  the  absence 


of  a  specific  dress — the  want  of  a  common 
combination   as    regards   .^iitting,  enabling 
the  Judges  to  hear  one  another  and  hold 
communications  together,  so  necessary  for 
the   due    administration    of    the    judicial 
office ;  and  the  grievous  expense  of  which 
parties  complained,  arising  from  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  House  of  Lords;  because 
these  were  matters  which  did  not  require 
the   interposition   of  the  Legislature,   as 
they  might  easily  be  corrected  by  arrange- 
ments made  by  the  House  of  Lords  itself. 
The  matters,  however,  to  which  the  pre- 
sent Bill  related  could  not  be  corrected  ex- 
cept by  the  interposition  of  the  Legisla- 
ture.    An  efficient  number  of  the  Judges 
could  not  be   secured,    their  attendance 
could  not  be  compelled,  and  the  sittings  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal  could  not  be  made 
like  the  sittings  of  any  other  Court,  ex- 
tending over  the  whole  judicial  year,  ex- 
cept by  passing   an  Act  of  Parliament ; 
and  hence  it  was  that  the  present  Bill  was 
necessary.     He  was  well  aware  that  very 
strong  objections  had  been  urged  to  this 
Bill  from  various  quarters,  arising,  per- 
haps, from    different   considerations ;  but 
the  question  for  the  House  to  consider  dis- 
passionately was,  whether,  when   the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Lords'  Committee 
demonstrated   that  the  adniinistratiou    of 
justice  b}'  the  House  of  Lords,  as  an  ap- 
pellate tribunal,  was  glaringly  unsatisfac- 
tory to  the  suitors  and  the  public,  it  was 
not  necessary  to  do  something  to  meet 
the  evils  complained  of,  and  to  improve 
the  character  of  the  House  of  Lords  as  a 
judicial   tribunal  in  the  last  resort ;  and 
whether  the  present  Bill  did  not  offer  the 
best  practical  remedy,  and,  indeed,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  only  remedy  that 
could  be  devised  ?     He  knew  that  many 
persons    thought    that    the    simple    and 
shorter  course  would  be  to  withdraw  from 
the  House  of  Lords  the  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion.    [Cheers,"]     He  found  by  that  cheer 
that  he  was  not  wrong  in  anticipating  that 
that  argument   would   be   urged;  but  to 
such  a  course  were  there  not  very  serious, 
if  not  insuperable,  difficulties  ?     Even  if 
such  an  object  could  be  accomplished  at 
all,  it  was  likely  that  great  delay  would 
take  place  before  it  was  attained,  and  in 
the  meantime  the  unhappy  suitors  would 
be  left  in  the  same  position  as  they  stood 
in   at  present.     Many  persons  conceived 
that  to  deprive  the  Lords  of  their  judicial 
functions  would  be  to  strip  them  of  one  of 
the  chief  elements  of  their  importance  and 
dignity.     He  owned  he  could   not   bring 
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himself  to  look  on  the  matter  in  that  light. 
He  (lid  not  see  the  necessary  conueetiou 
between  the  functions  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  an  integral  portion  of  the  con- 
stitution and  Legislature,  and  the  exercise 
of  judicial  functions,  which,  after  all,  were 
not  exercised  bj  the  House  itself,  but  only 
bj  the  law  Members,  a  few  lay  Lords  being 
present  to  constitute  the  House ;  but,  as 
far  as  judicial  proceedings  were  concerned, 
acting  only  the  part  of  mutes.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  dignity  and  in- 
fluence of  the  House  of  Lords  was*  rather 
impaired  than  otherwise  by  its  appellate 
jurisdiction,  so  long  as  the  administration 
of  that  jurisdiction  was  the  subject  of  just 
complnint  and  was  regarded  as  a  griev- 
ance; but,  on  the -other  hand,  there  were 
persons  who  thought  otherwise,  and  who 
would  resist  to  the  utmost  any  proposition 
to  divest  the  House  of  Lords  of  its  judicial 
functions.  The  grave  difficulties  iu  the 
way  of  withdrawing  the  judicial  functions 
from  the  House  of  Lords  must  not  be 
overlooked.  To  what  tribunal  could  they 
be  transferred  ?  He  thought  it  would  be 
impossible  to  constitute  a  tribunal  in  the 
last  resort  other  than  the  House  of  Lords 
without  recasting  and  reconstructing  the 
whole  judicature  of  the  country.  There 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  creating  a 
Court  which  should  decide  in  the  last  re- 
sort appeals  brought  up  from  all  the  Su- 
perior Courts  of  common  law  and  the 
Courts  of  Equity.  If  it  were  proposed  to 
form  such  a  tribunal  from  the  Judges  at 
the  present  sitting  in  those  Courts,  then  of 
course  they  must  be  withdrawn  from  the 
important  duties  which  they  had  to  dis- 
charge in  their  proper  Courts.  It  had 
been  argued  that  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council  should  be  made  the 
last  Court  of  Appeal.  He  was  perfectly 
ready  to  admit  that  it  was  impossible  to 
conceive  a  Court  the  functions  of  which 
were  discharged  more  admirably ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  must  not  overlook 
the  difficulties  which  would  stand  in  the 
way  of  transferring  the  whole  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  coflntry  to  that  Court. 
At  the  present  moment  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee consisted  of  Members  of  the  Privy 
Council,  who,  with  one  or  two  exceptions, 
either  held,  or  had  formerly  held,  judicial 
offices.  There  was  one  splendid  excep- 
tion— a  Member  of  that  tribunal,  a  shining 
light  of  justice,  who  must  add  dignity, 
lustre,  and  efficiency  to  any  Court  in  which 
he  sat — he  meant  Mr.  Pemberton  Leigh— 
in  respect  of  whom,  if  thero  was  ever  a 
The  Attorney  General 


matter,  of  surprise  and  regret,  it  was  that 
he  had  never  filled  a  judicial  office,  worthy 
as  he  was  to  have  filled  the  highest  of-  all. 
The  Committee,  then,  consisted  generally 
of  two  classes — those  who  were  actually 
Judges  of  Courts,  and  those  who  had 
been,  but  who  had  ceased  to  be,  such 
Judges.  With  respect  to  those  Members 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  who  had  ceased 
to  hold  judicial  offices,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  they  had  already  earned  an 
honourable  retirement  by  the  discharge 
of  important  judicial  duties,  and  that  the 
country  had  no  right  to  call  upon  them 
now  to  undertake  the  whole  appellate 
business  of  the  country.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  make  their  attendance  com- 
pulsory, and  if  they  attended  at  all  it  must 
be  as  volunteers.  With  regard  to  those 
Members  of  the  Committee  who  were 
Judges  of  Courts,  they  were  enabled  to 
attend  the  Committee  because  the  amount 
of  its  business  was  comparatively  small 
and  its  sittings  were  occasional.  Those 
Judges  were  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  the 
Lords  Justices,  and  other  Members  of  the 
Superior  Courts,  the  Judge  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  the  Judge  of  the  PrerogatiTo 
Court.  They  were  at  present  able  to  at- 
tend ;  but  if  the  whole  appellate  busi- 
ness of  the  country  was  thrown  upon  the 
Judicial  Committee,  it  would  render  it  im- 
possible for  them  to  devote  as  much  of 
their  time  as  was  due  to  their  own  Courts, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  serve  as  Members 
of  the  Privy  Council.  If  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee, therefore,  were  to  be  made  the  solo 
tribunal  of  appeal  in  the  last  resort,  it 
would  be  uecessary  to  recast  it.  There 
was  a  still  greater  difficulty  in  the  way, 
which,  porhaps,  he  ought  to  have  put  first. 
The  House  of  Lords  could  not  be  divested 
of  this  appellate  jurisdiction  without  its 
own  consent,  and,  so  far  as  he  could  gather 
from  all  that  had  passed  on  the  subject, 
the  last  thing  which  the  House  of  Lords 
dreamt  of  was  the  surrender  of  their  pre- 
rogative. Unless,  therefore,  the  House  of 
Lords  could  be  persuaded  to  give  up  their 
appellate  jurisdiction,  all  that  was  left  was 
to  endeavour  to  improve  it,  and  to  make  it 
what  it  was  not  now — an  efficient  and  sa- 
tisfactory tribunal  in  the  last  resort.  At- 
tempts had  already  been  made  to  do  this 
without  legislative  interference.  Hon. 
Members  who  had  heard  the  petition  of 
Lord  Wensleydale  read  were  quite  aware 
what  had  passed  with  respect  to  the  eleva- 
tion to  a  life  peerage  of  that  eminent  per- 
sonage, of  whom,  as  he  was  present,  he 
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could  not  say  all  that  he  might  otherwise 
hare  wished — [Lord  Wensleydale  occnpted 
a  seat  in  the  Peers'  box]; — this  much,  how- 
ever, he  might  state,  namely,  that  no  indi- 
vidual could  have  been  selected  more  fitted 
for  the  performance  of  any  duties  that 
could  be  entrusted  to  him.  The  noble 
Lord  was  selected  by  Her  Majesty  to  dis- 
charge judicial  functions  in  the  House  of 
Lords ;  but  that  attempt,  as  they  were  all 
aware,  had  failed.  It  failed  because,  al- 
though many  eminent  persons,  whose  opi- 
nions were  entitle^  to  the  greatest  weight 
— and  the  authority  of  the  noble  Baron 
himself  was  second  to  none  in  such  mat- 
ters— considered  that  Her  Majesty  had 
done  no  more  than  exercise  Her  undoubted 
prerogative  in  conferring  upon  him  a  peer- 
age for  life,  the  House  of  Lords  had  been 
practically  enabled  to  frustrate  Her  Majes- 
ty's writ,  the  constitution  having  placed  it 
io  its  power  to  determine  upon  the  validity 
of  any  writ  of  summons  which  might  be 
presented  at  its  bar.  Under  these  circum- 
BtSlices  Lord  Wensleydale  had  not  been 
able  to  take  his  place  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  question,  then,  arose,  what 
was  to  be  done  ?  They  might  undoubt- 
edly elevate  a  sufficient  number  of  eminent 
judicial  persons  to  the  dignity  of  the  peer- 
age ;  but  there  would  be  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  carr3'ing  a  plan  like  that  into  effect. 
There  were  now  few  lawyers  who  could 
afford,  with  any  due  regard  to  themselves 
or  their  families,  to  take  upon  themselves 
the  dignity  of  a  peerage.  Things  were 
not  as  they  used  to  be,  and  fortunes  were 
Dot  now  to  be  easily  earned  at  the  bar. 
The  number  of  the  Courts  had  of  late  been 
greatly  increased.  Formerly  there  were 
few  Queen's  Counsel ;  now  there  were  a 
great  number;  and  many  changes  had 
been  made  in  the  administration  of  justice, 
which  were  beneficial,  no  doubt,  to  suitors, 
to  the  public,  and  to  the  profession,  but 
which  rendered  it  very  difficult  to  amass 
snch  fortunes  as  would  justify  a  man  im- 
posing upon  his  family  the  onerous  burden 
of  a  peerage.  They  were  thus  in  this  di- 
lemma. The  House  of  Lords  would  not 
admit  life  Peers,  and  they  could  not  obtain 
a  sufficient  number  of  lawyers  to  accept 
hereditary  peerages ;  they  would  not  part 
with  their  appellate  jurisdiction,  and  it 
was  admitted  on  all  hands — themselves 
included — that  the  exercise  of  that  juris- 
diction was  in  a  most  unsatisfactory  con- 
dition. What,  then,  was  to  be  done  ?  Would 
they  enter  upon  a  conflict  with  the  House 
of   Lords?     But  how  long  would  that  con- 


flict last,  and  what  was  to  become  in  the 
meantime  of  the  unfortunate  suitors?  Be- 
sides, even  if  the  House  of  Lords  were  dis- 
posed to  admit  Peers  created  for  life,  they 
would  still  have  to  resort  to  legislation  for 
the  purpose  of  making  the  sittings  of  the 
appellate  tribunal  coextensive  with  the  legal 
year.  What,  then,  was  the  objection  to 
the  Bill  ?  It  would  give  efficiency  to  the 
House  of  Lords  as  a  judicial  body,  and  it 
would  also  enable  Her  Majesty  to  supply  a 
defect  which  had  long  been  regarded  as  a 
grievance,  and  even  as  a  scandal.  He 
did  not  believe  there  was  any  desire  to 
have  a  Scotch  Court  of  Appeal ;  but  it  was 
desired  (and  the  wish  seemed  to  him  not 
unreasonable)  that  there  should  be  a  Scotch 
Judge  introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords, 
who  might  assist  his  learned  brethren  with 
his  knowledge  and  experience  of  Scottish 
law  and  procedure,  whenever  appeals  from 
the  northern  part  of  the  island  came  before 
the  House  for  final  decision.  Was  not 
that  a  simple,  and  at  the  same  time  an 
efficient  course  to  pursue  ?  He  was  per- 
fectly aware  of  the  objections  to  the  Bill. 
He  could  only  put  it  to  the  House  in  this 
way — they  had  a  most  grievous  evil  to 
overcome,  and  this  was  the  only  practical 
means  of  doing  it.  But  then  it  would  be 
said  that  they  were  surrendering  the  Royal 
prerogative.  It  would  be  said  that,  where* 
as  the  Crown  had,  by  virtue  of  its  preroga- 
tive, in  the  opinion  of  many  of  the  most 
eminent  constitutional  lawyers  of  the  day, 
the  right  to  create  life  Peers,  the  Govern- 
ment were  abandoning  that  right,  as  in- 
deed was  suggested  by  the  petition  of  Lord 
Wensleydale.  In  answer  to  that,  he  could 
only  say  that  although  they  really  asserted 
the  Royal  prerogative,  and  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  assert  it,  and  as  far  in  him' 
lay  to  support  it  whenever  the  opportunity 
arose — still,  practically,  to  stand  up  for 
that  prerogative  in  the  face  of  circum- 
stances which  rendered  improvement  im- 
peratively necessary,  would  be  to  make 
that  prerogative  stand  in  the  way  of  such 
an  improvement.  He  could  only  present 
this  Bill  as  a  mode  of  getting  out  of  the 
difficulty.  [Latighter,]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
might  laugh ;  but  he  did  not  for  a  single 
moment  disguise  that  there  were  difficul- 
ties which  beset  this  question.  The  evil 
they  had  to  overcome  was  a  vast  and  a 
fearful  one  ;  for  what  could  be  worse  than 
an  inefficient  administration  of  justice,  and 
a  sense  of  wrong  entertained  by  suitors  ? 
Therefore  the  House  ought  to  apply  itself 
with  earnestness  and  with  its  best  ability 
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and  power  to  overcome  that  difficulty.  He 
submitted  that  the  proposition  involved 
in  this  Bill  did  meet  and  overcome  the 
difficulty.  Better  courses  might  possibly 
be  suggested.  The  question  was,  could 
they  be  carried  into  practical  operation  ? 
Unless  it  could  be  shown  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  House  that  some  other  scheme 
was  practicable  which  would  effect  the  ob- 
ject of  establishing  an  appellate  tribunal 
in  the  last  resort,  at  once  efficient  and 
satisfactory  to  the  suitors  and  the  country 
-—he  hoped  that  the  House  would  not 
lightly  or  inconsiderately  reject  a  propo- 
sition which  at  all  events  held  out  a  pros- 
{>ect  of  effecting  that  great  improvement  so 
oudly  demanded. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  BOWYER  rose,  pursuant  to  notice, 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months.  Early  in  the 
present  Session,  when  the  question  of  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords 
was  first  mooted,  he  had  said  that  that 
House  ought  not  to  remain  a  stranger  to 
the  discussion  of  a  matter  so  deeply  affect- 
ing the  rights  and  interests  of  their  con- 
stituents. It  then  appeared  to  him  that 
the  opinions  of  the  most  eminent  per- 
sons in  that  House  ought  to  be  elicited, 
and  go  forth  to  the  country;  so  that  public 
opinion  might  exercise  a  salutary  influence 
on  the  decision  of  this  great  question.  En- 
tertaining as  he  did  the  profoundest  respect 
for  the  House  of  Lords,  he  thought  that 
there  was  danger  of  the  question  being 
considered  with  too  much  reference  to  local 
feelings  and  prepossessions,  and  rather  with 
reference  to  the  dignity  and  privileges  of 
,that  House,  than  with  reference  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  providing  a  large  and  thoroughly 
satisfactory  measure  for  the  reform  of  that 
great  branch  of  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice and  the  public  service.  It  was  true 
their  Lordships  had  disclaimed  any  such 
influence,  and  professed  themselves  ready 
to  give  up  the  appellate  jurisdiction  altoge- 
ther, if  it  could  be  shown  that  the  satisfac- 
tory administration  of  justice  required  the 
renunciation  of  their  privileges.  He  be- 
lieved their  Lordships  were  sincere,  but  it 
seemed  the  Attorney  General  did  not  think 
so  ;  for  he  said  that  nothing  remained  but 
to  accept  the  House  of  Lords  as  the  court 
of  supreme  judicature,  and  to  submit  to 
tlic  course  now  proposed  as  the  only  mode 
of  solving  the  difficulty.  The  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House  showed  that  his  (Mr.  Bow- 
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ycr's)  fears  were  not  groundless.    Ho  con- 
sidered the  Bill  altogether  inadequate  to 
satisfy  the  just  expectations  of  the  country 
and  the  exij^encies  of  the  public  service.  It 
was  more  like  an  expedient  to  stop  a  cla- 
mour, than  a  well-considered  and  well-di- 
gested measure  fur  the  reform  and  recon- 
struction of  the  tribunal  of  ultimate  ap- 
peal.    He  need  nqt  enter  into  any  argu- 
ments to  prove  the  necessity  of  a  reform 
of  that  tribunal ;  that  had  been  already 
proved  by  the  Attorney  Qeneral,  and  it 
had  been  admitted  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  that 
their  House  was  not  adequate  to  the  dis- 
charge of  the  judicial  duties  with  which  it 
was   invested  by  the  constitution.      The 
statements  in  that  Report,  however,  fell 
very  far  short  of  the  real  evils  which  at- 
tended the   appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords  as  it  now  stood.     These 
evils,  as  stated  in  the  Report,  were — uncer- 
tainty as  to  the  number  of  law  Lords,  be- 
sides the  Chancellor,  who  heard  appeals  ; 
that  the  House  sat  during  only  six  niontiis 
of  each  year ;   and  that  the  administra- 
tion of  Scotch  law  had  been  at  times  un- 
satisfactory.    He  would  take  these  evils  in 
the  order  in  which  they  stood  in  the  Re- 
port.    Not  only  was  there  uncertainty  in 
the  number  of  law  Lords,  besides  the  Chan- 
cellor, who  snt  to  hear  appeals,  but  there 
was  a  manifest  want  of  strength  of  law 
Lords.     It  often  hai>pened  that  the  Chan- 
cellor silt  alone  and  heard  appeals,  either 
from  himself  or  from  the  two  Lords  Jus- 
tices in  Chancery.     If  only  one  law  Lord 
sat  with  him,  and  they  differed  in  opinion, 
there  was  no  judgment,  and  of  such  cases 
five  occurred  during  the  last  Session   of 
Parliament.     In  cases  of  appeal  from  the 
Courts  of  Error,  opinions  pronounced   by 
nine  common  law  Judges  were  perhaps  set 
aside  by  men  who  had  never  held  a  brief 
in   their  lives   in   a  common   law  Court. 
Even  when  the  Judges  were  called  in,  the 
case  was  not  much  better,  because  they 
were  not  allowed  to  ask  a  single  question 
of  counsel,  nor  to  take  any  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings.    That  the  appellate  tribunal  sat 
only  during  six  months  of  the  year  was  not 
only  an  inconvenience,  but  an  absolute  de- 
nial of  justice  and  a  constitutional  absur- 
dity.    It  ought  to  sit  during  the  whole  of 
the  judicial  year.     The  Lords'  Committee 
reported  that  the  administration  of  Scotch 
appeals  had  at  times  been  unsatisfactory. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Bowyer)  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  the  administration  of  Scotch 
law  was  not  only  "at  times/'  but  always 
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Tinsatisfactory  ;  and,  as  the  tribunal  of  ap- 
peal was  at  present  constituted,  it  must 
necessarily  be  so.     The  appeal  was  from 
the  fifteen  Judges  of  Scotland — men  of 
the  greatest  dignity   and  experience — ^to 
two  or  three  English  Judges  who  knew 
nothing  of  Scotch  law.     At  the  present 
time,  it  happened  that  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice was  a  Scotchman  and  acquainted  with 
Scotch  law,  but  he  was  detained  elsewhere 
often  by   the  pressure   of   other  duties. 
Lord  Brougham,  too,  was  well  acquainted 
with  Scotch  law,  but  could  not  now  bo  ex- 
pected to  attend  regularly  to   dispose  of 
appeals.     It  was  said  that  Lord  Erskine, 
a  Scotchman,  had  been  Lord  Chancellor  ; 
but  that  was  an  accidental  circumstance, 
which  should  not  prevent  the  Legislature 
from  dealing  with  this  important  subject, 
and  Lord  Erskine  was  more  an  orator  than 
a  lawyer.    Having  shown  how  inadequately 
the  Report  had  dealt  with  the  evils  which 
were  stated  upon  its  face,  he  would  proceed 
to  consider  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and 
how  far  they  were  likely  to  cure  those 
CTils.    The   proposal  was  to   create  two 
Deputy  Speakers  to  assist  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor in  the  hearing  of  appeals,  giving  to 
BDch  Deputy  Speakers  salaries  in  order  to 
secure  their  regular  attendance.     The  Bill 
also  contained  a  limitation  of  the  power  of 
creating  life  Peers  to  the  extent  of  four. 
It  was  also  provided  that  no  writ  to  sit  in 
the  House  of  Lords  should  issue  to  a  life 
Peer,  except  he  were  one  of  the  Deputy 
Speakers,  or  held  the  office  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor.    The  chief  feature  of  the  Bill  was, 
that  which  operated  on  the  right  of  creat- 
ing Peers  for  life.    Without  entering  upon 
the  constitutional  question  as  to  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown  to  create  such  Peers, 
he  would  only  observe  that  the  Bill  before 
the  House  did  not  settle  that  point.     It, 
however,   did  something  which  was  very 
important — it   sanctioned  the  creation  of 
Peers  for  life  without  seats  in  the  House 
of  Lords — a  perfectly  new  order  of  nobility. 
Upon  that  point  some  very  grave  consti- 
tational  considerations  would  arise.     One 
qoesUon  was,  what  would  be  the  status  of 
those  Peers  for  life  ?  By  the  constitutional 
laws  of  the  country  every  man  not  a  Peer 
was  a  commoner,  and  every  Peer  was  either 
entitled  to  ait  in  the  House  of  Lords,  or, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Peers, 
was  represented  in  that  body  by  Peers 
whom  they  selected.    The  Bill  would  sanc- 
tion the  creation  of  Peers  who  would  nei- 
ther have  seats  in  the  House  of  Lords  nor  be 
represented  there.     What,  then,  would  be 
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the  rights  and  privileges  of  such  persons  ? 
Would  they  have  a  right  to  claim  a  trial 
by  their  Peers  ?  Would  they  be  eligible  to 
be  elected  to  seats  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons? But  the  creation  of  those  titular 
peerages  must  lead  to  serious  results.  Ad- 
mirals aud  generals  who  had  greatly  serv- 
ed their  country,  judges  and  statesmen  of 
great  distinction,  might  be  created  life 
Peers,  and  public  opinion  would  not  long 
permit  the  exclusion  of  such  persons  from 
the  House  of  Lords.  There  would  then 
occur  a  great  change  in  the  constitution 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  for  there  would  be 
two  classes  of  Peers  who  would  never 
amalgamate  and  would  never  be  upon  an 
equality.  Such  a  subject  was  one  which 
merited  the  most  mature  and  deliberate 
consideration  of  Parliament,  and  should  not 
be  dealt  with  indirectly.  The  Bill,  by  its 
title,  appeared  to  relate  entirely  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  but  under  cover  of 
that  Bill,  a  most  vital  change  in  the  con- 
stitution of  Parliament  might  be  brought 
about.  A  further  inspection  of  the  Bill 
had  led  him  to  discover  many  anomalies 
and  absurdities.  He  would  first  call  their 
attention  to  the  title  of  Deputy  Speaker. 
A  Speaker  was  a  president  or  prolocutor, 
and  a  Deputy  Speaker  was  a  person  to  act 
in  that  capacity  when  the  Speaker  was 
absent.  In  the  case  provided  for  by  the 
Bill,  the  Speaker  and  the  Deputy  Speakers 
were  to  sit  together.  Then,  again,  the 
Speaker  and  the  Deputy  Speakers  were 
practically  to  sit  without  a  House.  The 
Bill,  certainly,  did  not  provide  that  the 
lay  Lords  should  not  take  any  part  in  ap- 
peals, but  the  understanding  was,  that 
they  would  abdicate  their  functions.  If  so 
the  House  would  consist  of  a  Speaker  and 
two  Deputy  Speakers.  Could  anything  be 
more  absurd  ?  Another  and  most  impor- 
tant anomaly  was,  that  the  House  of  Lords 
was  to  be  empowered  to  sit  during  a  pro- 
rogation of  Parliament.  That  was  a  pro- 
posal which  h#  thought  should  be  regarded 
with  great  constitutional  jealousy,  for  it 
was  almost  unprecedented  in  our  history. 
It  was  true  that  in  the  reign  of  Edward 
III.  an  Act  was  passed  which  enabled 
certain  Lords  and  Bishops  to  sit  when  Par- 
liament was  not  sitting  ;  but  the  powers  of 
that  Committee  were  limited  to  reception 
of  complaints  of  delays  in  the  inferior 
Courts,  and,  moreover,  the  period  was  a 
revolutionary  one  and  could  form  no  prece- 
dent for  our  times.  But,  oven  if  that  were 
a  precedent,  the  course  proposed  would  bo 
opposed  to  the  fundamental  principles  of 
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the  constitution.  The  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords  was  exercised 
by  the  Queen  in  Parliament,  and  Hale  had 
shown  that  from  the  most  ancient  times 
writs  of  error  were  brought  before  the 
King  in  Parliament.  At  one  time  that 
(the  Commons)  House  claimed  a  right  to 
participate  in  the  exercise  of  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords,  upon 
the  ground  that  it  formed  one  branch  of 
the  High  Court  of  Parliament.  By  the 
principles  of  the  constitution  Parliament 
could  not  be  divided  by  time,  and  all  its 
three  branches  must  be  in  existence  at 
the  same  moment,  and  though  one  House 
might  adjourn  for  a  few  days  while  the 
other  continued  to  meet,  both  Houses  must 
be  prorogued  at  the  same  time.  But  by 
this  Bill  it  was  now  proposed  that  the 
Queen  and  the  House  of  Lords  should  sit 
in  Parliament  while  the  House  of  Commons 
was  not  sitting.  Clause  5,  enabling  the 
House  of  Lords  to  dispose  of  appeals  and 
writs  of  error  during  the  prorogation,  end- 
ed with  the  proviso  that  no  other  business 
than  the  determination  of  appeals  "and 
matters  connected  therewith  '  should  be 
transacted  by  the  Upper  House  under  such 
circumstances.  What  was  the  meaning  of 
the  words  "  matters  connected  therewith?" 
Encroachments  on  constitutional  principles 
had  before  now  taken  place  under  cover  of 
language  far  less  vague  and  indefinite  than 
this ;  and,  although  there  might  be  no 
immediate  danger  of  an  invasion  of  the 
privileges  of  that  House,  it  behoved  them 
to  guard  with  jealous  care  against  the 
least  loophole  for  a  departure  from  the 
fundamental  principles  of  the  constitution. 
A  further  question  was,  who  were  to  be 
the  Judges  of  this  Court  of  Appeal  ?  The 
Lord  Chancellor  and  four  Peers  for  life. 
Practically,  however,  there  would  be  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  only  two  life  Peers, 
because  there  was  nothing  to  compel  the 
other  life  Peers,  who  would  be  unpaid,  to 
attend.  It  was  said  that  due  of  the  De- 
puty Speakers  was  to  be  a  Scotch  Judge, 
and  it  was  certainly  impossible  for  the 
hearing  of  appeals  from  Scotland  to  be 
improved  without  some  such  arrangement. 
It  was  also  stated  that  the  Scotch  Judf^e 
was  to  be  unpaid  ;  but  it  would  doubtless 
bo  found  that  Scotch  jurists  were  men  far 
too  shrewd  and  practical  to  come  to  Lon- 
don to  discharge  such  functions  without 
receiving  proper  remuneration.  The  Judge 
of  the  Admiralty  Court  and  the  Judge  of 
the  Prerogative  Court  were  also  to  be  De- 
puty Speakers  ;  but  the  branches  of  the 
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law  which  the  House  of  Lords  had  to  ad- 
minister being  totally  different  from  that 
dealt  with  in  either  of  those  Courts,  where 
could  be  the  sense  of  this  provision?    Let 
the  House  pause  and  consider  how  the 
proposed  tribunal  of  last  resort  was  likely 
to  work.  First,  there  would  be  the  appeals 
from  the  Courts  of  Equity.     These  would 
go  up  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the 
same  high  judicial  personage,  assisted  by 
two  Deputy  Speakers,  one  of  whom  would 
be  a  Scotch  Judge  wholly  ignorant  of 
English  law,  and  the  other  a  common  \m 
Judge,  who,  perhaps,  had  never  held  a  brief 
in  a  Court  of  Equity.     The  same  unsatis- 
factory tribunal  would  determine  appeals 
from  the  two  Lords  Justices — Judges  of 
the  highest  rank  and  the  greatest  expe- 
rience.    The  result  would  be  still  more 
anomalous  if  the  Deputy  Speakers  were 
the  Judges  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Pre- 
rogative Courts,  because  then  the  apneal 
would  practically  be  from  the  Lords  Jus- 
tices to  the  Lord  Chancellor  alone,  and  he 
would  be  really  one  equity  Judge  sitting  to 
determine  on  the  decisions  of  two  eauity 
Judges  of  the  highest  rank.     Next,  there 
was  the  jurisdiction  upon,  writs  of  error 
from  England  and  Ireland.     Those  writs 
proceeded  from  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
Chamber,  consisting  of  ten  Judges,  the 
case  before  reaching  that  Court  having  been 
heard  in  one  of  the  three  Superior  Courts. 
Yet  they  would  go  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
in  most  instances  an  equity  Judge  who  had 
probably  never  practised  at  common  law, 
assisted  by  a  Scotch  Judge  knowing  no- 
thing of   English  law,   and   an   English 
Judge   who  might    be  either   an   equity 
Judge  or  a  common  law  Judge.     The  ap- 
peal would,  therefore,  practically  lie  from 
ten  common  law  Judges  to  one  common 
law  Judge.     A  stronger  reductio  ad  a6- 
surdum  than  this  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceive.    There  still  remained  the  appeab 
from  Scotland,  which  would  go  up  from 
fifteen  Judges  of  the  highest   rank  and 
experience  sitting  in  the   Court  of  Ses- 
sion, to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  had  no 
knowledge  of    Scotch   law,    assisted   by 
one  Scotch  Judge  and  one  English  Judge 
of  common  law  or  of  equity.      Such  would 
be  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  which  surely 
could  not ,  deserve  the    sanction   of   the 
House.      But  the  measure   had   another 
fault  of  a  radical  nature  ;  it  did  not  deal 
with  the  great  constitutional  defects  of  our 
judicial  system.      There    were    now  two 
supreme  Courts  of  Appeal  in  this  country 
— the  Judicial  Committee    of  the  Privy 
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CoTinc3  and  tbe  House  of  Lords.    These 
two  Coarts  might  take  quite  different  views 
of  the  eonstrnetton  of  the  same  statute  and 
administer  the  law  quite  differently.    Such 
a  system  could  not  be  defended ;  and  a 
Bill  whieh  professed  to  deal  with  the  su- 
preme appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  coun- 
try, and  whieh  did  not  remedy  the  exist- 
ing evily  must  be  regarded  as  inadequate 
and  nnsatisfaetory.     The  defects  of  such  a 
ftystem  were  even  greater  in  this  country 
than  they  would  be  in  noost  other  countries 
in  Europe.     In  most  continental  States 
the  decisions  of  Judges  were  founded  upon 
established  codes  or  upon  the  civil  law,  or 
on  both  combined.    But  here  the  case  was 
different.     The  greater  part  of  the  deci- 
sions of  our  Courts  were  founded  on  re- 
ported cases  ;  and  though  it  was  true  that 
the  Courts  decided  according  to  law,  yet 
the  law  was  what  the  Courts  had  decided, 
whieh  was  a  vicious  circle.     There  were, 
moreover,  a  great  many  important  questions 
still  in  doubt,  and  which  Judges  might  de- 
cide just  as  they  pleased.     The  amount  of 
doubt  connected  with  the  law  of  this  country 
was,  he  believed,  unexampled  in  any  other 
country,  and  if  it  were  not  for  the  high 
character  of  our  Judges  our  legal  system 
would  be  so  arbitrary  as  to  be  absolutely 
intolerable.     The  law  of  this  country  was 
now  in  a  state  of  transition ;  the  boundaries 
between  law  and  equity  were  not  so  deci- 
dedly marked  as  was  formerly  the  case;  and 
the  tendency  of  the  Judges  was  to  unite 
the  two  as  much  as  possible.     Under  such 
circnmxtances,  he  thought  the  establish- 
ment of  a  single  supreme  Court,  perma- 
nent and  mdependent,  was  absolutely  ne- 
eessary  for  the  development  of  our  joris- 
pradenee.     He  would  venture  to  say  that 
withoat  the   institution   of  the  Court  of 
Cassation  in  France  the  Code  NapoUon 
would  have  been  almost  inoperative  ;  and 
even  now  complaints  were  made  of  the 
quantity  of  uncertain  and  undefined  law 
which  bad  grown  up,  like  a  sort  of  jungle, 
about  that  eode.     The  question  was  then, 
what  remedy  ought  to  be  applied  ?     The 
Attorney  General  had  defied  any  one  to 
snggeat  a   better  measure  than  that  now 
under  consideration,    and   the  hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  asked  to  whom,  if  the 
House  of  Lords  were  deprived  of  their  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction,  that  jurisdiction  was 
to  be   transferred?      He    (Mr.   Bowyer) 
would  suggest   the  remedy  which  common 
lense  pointed  out — ^the  establishment  of  a 
supreme  Court,  to  consist  of  not  less  than 
fiTe  Judges*  edeeted  from  the  best  men  on 


the  bench  or  at  the  bar,  and  he  would 
transfer  to  such  Court  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  of  Lords  and  that  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  The 
members  of  the  Court  should  be  persons 
bred  and  trained  to  different  branches  of 
the  law,  and  should  have  nothing  but  the 
appeal  business  to  attend  to.  He  pro- 
posed that  that  Court  should  sit  during  the 
whole  of  the  judicial  year,  and  that  it 
should  be  composed  of  Judges  acquainted 
with  the  various  laws  prevailing  in  this 
empire.  Those  Judges  would  not  only  be 
enabled  to  hear  appeals  without  unneces- 
sary delay,  and  consequently  without 
causing  undue  expense  to  the  suitors,  but, 
from  being  in  frequent  communication  and 
from  constantly  sitting  together,  they 
would  doubtless,  in  course  of  time,  form  a 
series  of  decisions  which  would  go  far  to 
fix  and  to  develope  the  jurisprudence  of 
this  country.  Th6  only  objection  to  the 
plan  he  suggested  was  its  expense.  The 
County  Courts  had  already  diminished  very 
materially  the  business  of  the  Superior 
Courts  of  common  law,  and  as  the  County 
Courts  received  an  accession  of  jurisdic- 
tion the  effect  on  the  business  of  the  Supe- 
rior Courts  would  doubtless  be  still  more 
considerable.  The  Court  of  Exchequer  and 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  had  not  at 
present  sufficient  employment,  and  the  ex- 
pense of  the  supreme  Court  he  proposed 
to  establish  might  be  partially  met  by 
reducing  the  number  of  Judges  in  those 
Courts.  This  Court  would  answer  another 
purpose — ^it  could  bo  made  a  Court  of  Cri- 
minal Appeal.  In  this  country,  if  a  man 
had  a  judgment  given  against  him  for  a 
small  sum  of  money  he  had  an  appeal  to 
other  Courts  ;  but  if  he  was  sentenced  to 
bo  hanged  he  had  no  appeal  except  ex 
gratid,  and  that  appeal,  ne  believed,  was 
never  given,  or  by  a  point  being  reserved, 
which  remedy  depended  on  the  discretion 
of  the  Judge.  A  writ  of  error  was  his  only 
remedy,  and  that  could  only  be  for  an 
error  apparent  on  the  record  ;  but  there 
might  be  no  error  on  the  face  of  tbe  re- 
cord, and  yet  the  man  be  substantially  in- 
nocent ;  or  there  might  be  error  on  the 
face  of  the  record  and  the  man  be  sub- 
stantially guilty.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
carrying  or  not  carrying  out  of  the  sen- 
tence lay  practically  with  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, and  he  could  conceive  nothing 
more  unconstitutional  than  to  repose  such 
a  power  in  that  functionary.  If,  however, 
there  was  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  criminal 
cases,  with  the  power  of  granting  a  new 
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trial,  it  would  romedj  this  groat  defect ; 
and  such  a  Court  would  be  found  in  the 
tribunal  which  he  had  taken  the  liberty  to 
suggest.  Ho  trusted  ho  had  said  enough 
to  show  that  this  Bill  would  be  inadequate 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  intended, 
that  it  was  replete  with  absurdities,  and 
that  its  operation  would  scarcely  be  more 
satisfactory  than  the  working  of  the  juris- 
diction which  it  was  intended  to  amend. 
He  objected  to  the  Bill  being  accepted  as  an 
experiment,  because  what  might  be  called 
bit-by-bit  improvements  always  stood  in 
the  way  of  effectual  reforms.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  then  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 
Ma.  ROBERT  PHILLIMORE,  in  se- 
conding the  Amendment,  observed,  that 
the  Attorney  General  had  asked  what 
could  be  worse  than  the  present  state  of 
the  Supreme  Appellate  Jurisdiction  ;  he 
(Mr.  R.  Phillimore)  knew  what  would  be 
worse — to  render  that  state  of  things  per- 
manent, as  they  were  invited  to  do  by  the 
measure  now  before  them.  He  then  ob- 
jected to  the  passing  of  a  measure  so  novel 
and  so  important  at  so  late  a  period  of  the 
Session.  It  was  in  the  second  week  of 
July  that  the  House  of  Lords  thought  fit 
to  invoke  the  aid  of  the  House  of  Commons 
for  the  maintenance  of  what  the  House 
of  Lords  had  hitherto  considered  their  most 
dearly  cherished  prerogative,  and  which 
they  had  guarded  with  religious  scrupu- 
losity from  the  profane  hands  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  How  had  this  strange  event 
come  to  pass?  Who  had  assailed  their 
privilege  ?  It  was  not  the  democracy,  or 
the  overweening  ambition  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  had  driven  the  House  of 
Lords  to  take  this  extraordinary  step.  The 
enemy  was  not  without,  but  within,  the 
walls.  The  conduct  of  the  House  of  Lords 
had  forced  the  House  of  Commons  to  ex- 
amine the  whole  question-^-one  which  most 
deeply  concerned  the  welfare  of  the  whole 
country — Ought  the  House  of  Lords  to 
retain  the  supreme  appellate  jurisdiction 
over  the  property,  and,  in  some  measure, 
over  the  liberties  of  the  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  ?  The  state  of  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords  had 
been  painted  in  such  colours  by  the  At- 
torney General  as  to  require  no  additional 
touches  from  those  who  spoke  after  him  ; 
and  yet  it  was  proposed,  by  means  of  this 
ill-considered  Bill,  to  render  permanent, 
through  this  House,  and  the  money  of  the 
people  voted  by  this  House,  the  stato  of 
things  so  described.    The  Bill  had  two  ob- 
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jects  of  paramount  importance.  In  the  first 
place,  it  provided  for  the  enactment  of  life 
peerages,  and  those  of  a  peculiar  character, 
being  limited  to  the  profession  of  the  law, 
and  founded  on  arguments  which  could  not 
recommend  themselves  to  those  who  ma- 
turely and  deliberately  considered  the  sub- 
ject.    The  House  of  Commons  ought  not 
to  conceal  from  itself  that  the  effect  of  this 
measure,  as  respected  lifo  peerages,  was  a 
practical  limitation  of  the  peerage,  and  on 
that  account  alone  the  House  ought  to 
look  upon  the  Bill  with  great  jealousy.    It 
would  be  remembered  that,  in  1719,  an 
attempt  was  made  by  the  House  of  Lords 
to  limit  creations  of  the  peerage  within  a 
certain  number,  and  he  need  not  remind 
hon.  Members  how  resolutely  that  measure 
was  opposed  by  Sir  R.  Walpole,  and  thrown 
out  by  the  House  of  Commons.     It  was 
true  the  present  Bill  was  not  precisely  the 
same  as  the  Bill  of  1719,  but  its  practical 
effect  was  the  same  —  it  was  a  Bill  for 
the  limitation  of  the  peerage — a  Bill  in 
derogation   of  the  rights  of  the  Grown, 
and  of  the  Commons.     It  was  his  deli- 
berate opinion  that   it   was  the   fact   of 
the  House  of  Lords  being  accessible  not 
ouly  to  birth  and  to  wealth,  but  to  the  in- 
dustry and  ability  of  every  man  and  every 
profession  in  the  land,  which  had  been  the 
cause  of  its  surviving,  almost  alone,  simi- 
lar institutions  in    other  countries.      He 
repeated  that  with  regard  to  that  part  of 
the  Bill  which  had  reference  to  the  appel- 
late jurisdiction,   the  Lords  had  obliged 
them  to  examine  into  the  foundations  of 
tho  whole  question,  for  the  Bill  contained 
a  practical  confession  that  the  House  of 
Lords  was  unable  to  discharge  the  gre&l 
trust  which  the  constitution  had  confided 
to  it.     Before,  however,  they  proceeded  to 
build  the  new  edifice  upon  the  plan  now 
recommended  to  them,  they  were  bound  to 
look  a  little  at  the  materials  within  their 
reach,  and  to  pause  before  they  sanctioned 
the  patchwork  which  had  originated   in  a 
strange  compromise  of  political  parties  ;  it 
was  their  duty  to  look  closely  and  examine 
severely  every  provision  of  the  measure. 
Was  it  founded  upon  sound  and  wise  prin- 
ciples, or  was  it  a  wretched  temporary 
expedient  ?     Now,  what  did  he  find  on  the 
threshold,  so  to  speak,  of  this  measure  ? 
Why,  the  Bill  before  them  left  untouched 
the  great  practical  defect,  that  of  baying 
two    tribunals  equally  supreme^     and    of 
co-ordinate  jurisdiction ;   there  were    the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  Judicial   Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  both   exer* 
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cfsing   oyer   different    subjects    supreme 
jarisdiction  in  the  last  resort.     The  latter 
was  indeed  the  creature  of  little  more  than 
twenty  jears'  existence.    But  it  could  not 
be  denied  that  of  those  two  supreme  judi- 
catores»  one  had  gradually  won  while  the 
other  had  gradually  lost  the  confidence  and 
esteem  of  the  public.     One  question  was, 
how  bad  this  happened  ?     Another  ques- 
tion for  consideration  was,  could  these  two 
adJQdicatnres  be  amalgamated  and  made 
to  work  together,  or  must  the  House  of 
Commons  •be  obliged  to  vote  £10,000  a 
year  for  two  Deputy  Speakers,  in  order 
that  the  House  of  Lords  might  continue 
to  exercise  its  appellate  jurisdiction,  their 
present  administration  of  which  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  so  soTercly  censured  this 
night  ?  Hon.  Members  were  aware  that  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords  with  re* 
spoct  to  common  law  was  of  immemorial 
antiquity.  The  case  was  not  so  with  regard 
to  the  other  portions  of  the  judicature.    It 
was  only  in  1675,  after  a  long  struggle, 
and  under  peculiar  circumstances,  that  the 
Hoaae  of  Lords  obtained  its  jurisdiction  in 
matters  of  equity.     At  the  same  time  it 
endeaToured  to  procure  jurisdiction  in  ap- 
peals from    the   Ecclesiastical,  Testamen- 
tary, and  Admiralty  Courts,  but  was  foiled 
in  the  attempt.      Its  jurisdiction  was   at 
first  surrounded  by  checks  and  limitations. 
There  was  the  highest  authority  for  saying 
that  up   to   1700  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  exercised  with  the 
concurrence   of  the  Judges  as  assistants, 
snd  at  an  earlier  period  with  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Pri?y  Council.     It  was  true 
that  the  Judges  did  not  vote  in  the  House 
of  Peers  ;  but  Lord  Hale  maintained  that 
they  had  a  right  to  do  so,  and  Lord  Somers 
regarded   the  Judges  as  ancillary  to  the 
jarisdiction  of  the  House,  the  two  subsist- 
ing together.     The  present  Bill  proceeded 
upon  a  totally  different  principle.     It  said 
in  effect,  though  not  in  express  terms,  that 
Isy  Peers  should  not  vote  upon  judicial  ques- 
tions, and,  while  abandoning  altogether  the 
principle  of  the  hereditary  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  it  set  up  a  different,  an 
inferior,  a  bad  court,  under  the  name  of 
the  House  of  Lords.     As  late  as  1786  the 
hfcy  Peers  voted  upon  a  judicial  question  of 
the  greatest  importance — namely,  the  case 
of  the  ••  Bishop  of  London  against  Fitch,*' 
respecting   the  validity  or  non- validity  of 
general  resignation  bonds.     On  that  occa- 
sion nineteen  roted  on  one  side  and  eighteen 
on  the  other.  Lord  Thurlow  dirrying  the 


question  withl  the  aid  of  the  lay  Peers 
against  the  authority  of  Lord  Mansfield. 
Since  that  time  the  lay  Peers,  he  believed, 
had  not  voted,  and  for  150  years  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Judges  attending  as  the  regular 
assistants  of  the  House  of  Lords  had  been 
discontinued,  those  learned  persons  being 
now  called  in  by  way  of  exception,  and 
not  as  formerly,  as  a  matter  of  general 
practice.  An  abortive  attempt  had  been 
made  to  remedy  that  evil.  Lawyers,  accord- 
ing to  the  Attorney  General,  had  ceased  to 
make  large  fortunes  ;  the  House  of  Lords 
could  no  longer  be  recruited  with  heredi- 
tary Peers  from  the  Bar.  That  was  a  point 
upon  which  different  opinions  might  be  en- 
tertained ;  but  assuredly  the  example  cited 
by  the  Attorney  General  did  not  boar  out 
his  statement.  Was  it  meant  to  be  said 
that  Baron  Wcnslcydalc  was  so  poor  that 
he  could  not  with  propriety  be  made  an  here- 
ditary Peer,  and  that  the  Government  were 
driven  by  necessity  to  the  experiment  of  a 
life  peerage — the  greatest  experiment,  ho 
might  add,  tried  upon  the  constitution  for 
the  last  300  years  ?  It  was  well  known 
that  his  noble  Friend  Baron  Wensleydalo 
was  a  rich  man,  that  he  had  no  son  to 
inherit  his  dignity,  and  that  there  was  no 
necessity  in  his  case  to  resort  to  the  experi- 
ment of  a  life  peerage.  Nor  was  the  possi- 
bility of  finding  other  competent  and  able 
lawyers  sufficiently  rich  to  endure  the  ho- 
nours of  the  hereditary  peerage  so  entirely 
impossible  as  the  Attorney  General  seemed 
to  suppose.  But  the  attention  of  the  House 
might  now  be  usefully  called  to  the  prac- 
tical working  of  the  other  supreme  tri- 
bunal— namely,  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council — and  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  question  how  it  had  come  to 
pass  that  this  Court  had  engrossed  to  itself 
the  confidence  of  the  public.  The  Judicial 
Committee  was  in  itself  a  creation  of  mo- 
dem times  ;  but  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Privy  Council,  apart  from  the  Judicial 
Committee,  was  of  great  antiquity.  From 
the  beginning  of  Henry  V.  to  the  end  of 
James  L,  owing  to  the  frequent  intermis- 
sion and  non-holding  of  Parliament,  and 
the  consequently  rare  exercise  of  either 
civil  or  criminal  jurrsdiction  by  the  Lords, 
it  was  found  necessary  to  estoblish  a  judi- 
cature connected  with  the  Privy  Council, 
which  was  afterwards  greatly  strengthened, 
and  which,  notwithstanding  the  resump- 
tion of  Parliaments,  continued  with  great 
fidelity  to  exercise  its  functions  up  to  tho 
time  of  tho  constitution  of  tho  Judicial 
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Committee.  It  took  cognisance  of  all  ques- 
tions from  abroad,  of  all  appeals  from  the 
Ecclesiastical,  Admiralty,  and  Testament- 
ary Courts,  and,  what  was  still  more  singu- 
lar, of  petitions  in  matters  of  lunacy  from  the 
Court  of  Chancer}'.  When  Lorct  Brougham 
was  Chancellor,  among  his  other  eminent 
services  to  the  country,  be  established  the 
present  Judicial  Committee,  founding  it 
so  wisely,  making  its  constitution  so  flexi- 
ble, composing  it  of  such  distinguished 
Judges  that  it  gradually  attracted  the  at- 
tention of  the  public,  and  engrossed  to 
itself  the  confidence  which  the  other  co- 
ordinate tribunal  had  lost.  In  1834  a  Bill 
was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords 
that  neyer  got  beyond  the  first  reading,  in 
which  Lord  Brougham  proposed  to  amend 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  House  by 
giving  the  House  the  power  of  referring 
certain  cases  to  the  Judicial  Committee, 
that  tribunal  being  empowered  to  send  for 
the  Lord  Chief  Justices  and  the  other 
Judges  and  to  improye  its  machinery  gene- 
rally, and  required  to  make  a  report  to  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  questions  submitted 
to  its  judgment.  There  were  two  advan- 
tages connected  with  that  scheme — first, 
the  advantage  of  having  one  supreme  tri- 
bunal for  all  cases ;  secondly,  the  advan- 
tage of  concentrating  in  it  idl  the  judicial 
learning  and  talent  of  the  country.  Contrast 
such  a  scheme  as  this  with  the  present 
miserable  proposal  of  two  Deputy  Speakers, 
with  £5,000  a  year  each — the  salary  of  a 
puisne  Judge — to  sit  with  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  overrule  the  decisions  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Chamber — that  was  to  say,  of  all 
the  common  law  Judges — and  to  continue 
all  the  abuses  which  the  Attorney  General 
had  so  justly  and  so  indignantly  described 
in  his  opening  speech.  Surely  the  House 
of  Commons  ought  not  to  be  forced,  at  the 
weary  end  of  the  Session,  into  the  passing 
of  a  measure  which  continued  every  abuse 
of  the  present  system,  and  created  new 
places  and  fresh  patronage  to  no  incon- 
siderable amount.  The  only  argument 
which  the  Attorney  General  urged  for 
passing  the  measure  now  was,  that  the 
suitors  before  the  House  of  Lords  would 
sufifer  by  delay.  He  had  great  compassion 
for  these  unfortunate  people,  but  he  de- 
nied that  it  became  the  House  of  Commons 
to  pass  a  bad  measure  respecting  so  im- 
portant a  subject  as  the  court  of  last  resort 
for  all  the  property  and,  indirectly,  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, because  certain  unfortunate  suitors 
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might  suffer  for  a  year  or  two  longer.   He 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  it  was  very 
doubtful  indeed  what  course  ought  to  be 
adopted  by  Parliament.     It  was  very  de- 
sirable that  a  supreme  Court  of  Appeal 
should  exist,  containing  men  of  the  highest 
talent  and  the  most  varied  learning ;  and, 
as  to    the  question   of   money,  he  was 
well  convinced  that  the  House  would  not 
grudge  any  sum  in  order  to  insure  a  court 
of  last  resort  in  which  justice  might  be 
expeditiously  done,  and  in  a  manner  to 
command  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
this  country.    But  if  it  were  doubtful  what 
course  that  House  ought  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  the  general  question,  it  was  by 
no  means  doubtful  what  course  it  ought  to 
adopt  with  regard    to   the  present  Bill. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Bill  did 
not  remedy  one-third  of  the  evils  at  present 
complained  of,  and  that  it  only  skinned 
over  the  disease  without  curing  it;   and 
therefore,  if  the  second  reading  were — 
which  he  trusted  would  not  be  the  case — 
to  pass,  it  would  be  most  expedient  to  send 
the  measure  to  a  Select  Committee,  for  the 
evidence  before  the  Committee  had  by  no 
means  exhausted  the  subject.     It  was  for 
the  House  of  Commons  to  consider  well 
the  position  in  which  it  was  now  for  the 
first  time  placed.     The  House  of  Peers 
had  sent  them  down  a  Bill  in  order  to 
supply  a  defect  which  they  for  the  first 
time  acknowledged  to  exist,  and  which  Bill 
admitted  that  they  could  not  without  as- 
sistance discharge  the  trust   confided  to 
them  by  the  constitution.     How,    then, 
would  that  House  be  able  to  answer  to  the 
country  and  to  posterity,  if,  on  this  great 
occasion,  when  they  had  the  opportunity  of 
conferring  a  real  benefit  of  inestimable 
value  to  the  people — ^namely,  the  consti- 
tution of  a  good  court  of  ultimate  appeal 
over  the  most  important  intereata  of  the 
subject  —  if,  because  there   had  been  a 
compromise  between  certain  parties  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  or  because  acme  suitors 
might  suffer  from  delay — they  consented 
to  permanently  establish  that  which  would 
be  the  greatest  curse,  a  court  of  judicature 
in  the  last  resort  alienated  from  the  sym- 
pathy, and  which  did  not  command  the 
confidence  of  the  country  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day 
three  months." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'now'  stAd  part  of  the  Question." 
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M&.  WHITESIDE  :  Sir,  the  two  hon. 
and  learned   Gentlemen   who   spoke  last 
hare  contented  themselves  with  urging  all 
manner  of  objections  to  the  Bill,  from  the 
first  word  in  the  preamble  to  the  last  in 
the  clauses.      Surely,  if  the  subject  is  full 
of  difficulty,  a  genUeman  so  eminent  for 
his  legal  ability  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman   opposite  (Mr.  B.  Phillimore) 
might  bare  suggested  some  mode  of  re- 
moving those  difficulties  ;  and  if  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  strike 
out  aome  practical  mode  of  redressing  the 
grierances  admitted,  who  more  fit  to  do  so 
than  the  hon.   and  learned  Member  for 
Bandalk?       [Mr.   Bowteb  :    I   did  so.] 
The  hon.  and  learned   Member  amused, 
SDd  perhaps  instructed  the  House  by  a 
reference    to   the  French  laws,   and  the 
practice  of  the  French  courts ;  but  with 
all  respect  to  him,  I  should  not  wish  to  see 
either  those  laws  or  that  practice  introduced 
into  this  country.     What  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  was  to  suggest  a 
number  of   difficulties  and  objections   to 
the  Bill,  but  he  sat  down  without  having 
applied  hts  abilities  to  solve  in  any  way  the 
difficulties  which  he  raised.     Now,  I  am 
not  here  to  discuss  the  question  of  criminal 
law,  or  appeals  from  criminal  law — I  am 
not  here  to  offer  an  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ought  to 
be  empowered  to  grant  a  writ  of  error  or 
not,  bnt  am  occupied  with  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent question*-a  question  which  is  quite 
enough  to  engross  the  whole  attention  of 
this  House,  and  one  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  have  done  well  to 
have  applied  his  mind.    The  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman,  among  other  things,  spoke 
of  the  low  scale  of  salaries  to  be  given 
under  this  Bill ;  but  that  seemed  to  me  no 
argument  against  the  princi{^e  of  the  mea- 
sure.    If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  seised  with  a  fit  of  liberality,  he  might 
have  proposed  to  increase  those  salaries  in 
Committee ;  and  perhaps  he  would  have 
prevailed  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  do  80,  if  he  could  persuade  him 
that  by  so  doing  he  could  procure  a  greater 
amoont  of  ability  in  the  persons  to  be  ap- 
pointed.    But  the  salaries  proposed  in  the 
House  of  Lords  had  been  already  reduced 
because   it    was  thought  they  would  not 
meet  fhe   riews  of  some  of  the  political 
economists    in  the    House  of    Commons, 
so    there    was    little   chance   of   success 
in  that  direction.      The  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  also  spoke  in  high  terms 
of  the  eligibility   of  the  Judicial  Com- 


mittee of  Privy  Council  as  an  appellate 
Court.  I  fully  admit  that  that  is  an 
excellent  Court,  that  it  has  discharged  its 
duties  faithfully,  and  is  worthy  of  the 
confidence  which  the  public  place  in  it ; 
while  at  the  same  time  its  members  are 
cautious  enough  to  suppress  any  difference 
of  opinion  which  may  arise  between  them, 
so  that  its  decisions  appear  to  have  the 
stamp  of  unanimity,  whilst  that  is  not 
always  the  case.  But  I  am  surprised  that 
a  Gentleman  possessing  that  profound 
knowledge  of  the  constitution  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  possesses 
should  have  approved  the  suggestion  that 
the  Judicial  Committee  should  be  consti- 
tuted the  ultimate  Court  of  Appeal  in  all 
cases.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  not  condescend  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  Judges  of  the  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  are  entirely  dependent  upon  the 
pleasure  of  the  Sovereign  ;  he  did  not  tell 
us  that  every  one  of  those  Judges  might  be 
struck  out  of  the  list  to-morrow.  If  such 
a  Court  as  that  is  to  be  made  an  ultimate 
Court  of  Appeal,  it  would  indeed  be  the 
most  unconstitutional  tribunal  that  could 
well  be  imagined.  It  does  not  follow  that 
because  a  number  of  gentlemen,  eminent 
indeed  for  their  great  abilities  and  exten- 
sive learning,  are  acquainted  with  Dutch 
law,  with  Spanish  law,  with  Indian  law 
— ^if  there  be  any  such — they  should  be 
the  best  tribunal  to  discuss  and  decide 
questions  of  criminal  law — political  cases — 
great  cases  of  equity.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  assumed,  but  he  did  not 
prove,  that  the  two  Courts  of  the  House 
of  Lords  and  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
Privy  Council  were  co-ordinate  tribunals. 
When  was  that  fact  discovered?  It  is 
true  that  they  both  take  cognisance  of 
cases  in  which  personal  property  is  the 
subject  of  dispute  ;  but  it  is  a  strong  as- 
sumption that,  because  they  both  decide  a 
certain  class  of  cases,  their  jurisdiction  is 
co-ordinate.  Nor  is  it  the  fact  that  there 
is  any  danger  of  the  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  conflicting  in  opinion  with  the 
House  of  Lords;  for  that  very  question 
was  inquired  into  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  I  find  it  stated  by  a  very  eminent 
authority  that  when  there  was  the  least 
danger  or  the  least  chance  of  their  com- 
ing into  conflict  in  consequence  of  similar 
cases  being  before  the  House  of  Lords  and 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  Privy  Council, 
the  latter  Court  stayed  all  proceedings  until 
the  House  of  Lords  had  pronounced  an 
opinion  on  the  caBe,  and  they  then  took 
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the  law  as  affirmed  bj  that  tribunal.  It  is 
therefore  entirely  an  assumption  that  the 
Committee  owe  a  great  deal  to  the  circum- 
stance of  some  of  its  members  being  Judges 
of  other  Courts,  because  I  have  shown  that 
they  decide  in  conformity  with  the  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  I  now  come  to 
the  practical  question  —  and  I  gi?e  the 
House  of  Commons  credit  for  not  indulging 
in  abstractions,  but  at  all  times  attempting 
to  solve  difficulties  in  a  practical  manner — 
what  are  we  to  do  in  the  present  instance  ? 
Now,  I  must  say,  it  seems  to  me  that  there 
has  been  a  want  of  generosity  in  the  way 
in  which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friends 
have  spoken  of  the  House  of  Lords.  They 
have  represented  the  jurisdiction  of  that 
House  as  having  failed  for  many  years. 
What  is  the  fact  ?  All  the  seventeen  wit- 
nesses examined  before  the  Lords*  Com- 
mittee, and  among  them  were  the  foremost 
men  in  this  country,  declared  that  never  was 
there  a  tribunal  which  commanded  more 
perfectly  the  respect  of  the  Bar  and  the 
confidence  of  the  country.  It  has  given 
laws  to  half  the  civilised  world.  American 
lawyers  and  writers  have  passed  the  high- 
est ealogiums  upon  it ;  and  it  was  asserted 
by  all  the  witnesses  that  at  the  time  when 
Lord  Cottenham,  Lord  Brougham,  Lord 
Campbell,  and  Lord  Lyndhurst  sat  toge- 
ther under  the  Chancellorship  of  the  first 
named  noble  and  learned  Lord,  no  tribunal 
was  ever  more  distinguished  for  dispatch 
of  business,  for  ability,  or  for  learning. 
They  discharged  their  duty  to  the  coun- 
try with  a  grasp  of  intellect,  a  power 
of  language,  and  a  display  of  legal  acu- 
men, admirable  to  behold.  Is  it  just, 
then,  that  because  one  of  those  learn- 
ed men  can  no  longer  attend,  and  an- 
other is  obliged  to  absent  himself  in 
consequence  of  illness,  you  are  to  say, 
*'  this  tribunal  is  no  longer  what  it  was,  it 
is  unworthy  therefore  to  exist."  Every 
gentleman  who  was  examined  before  t)ie 
Committee  has  stated  that  until  the  last 
two  or  three  years  that  tribunal  was  one 
of  unequalled  excellence.  An  inconve- 
nience has  arisen— and  it  has  arisen  from 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  attempt- 
ing to  confer  a  peerage  in  an  irregular 
form  upon  an  individual  whose  learn- 
ing and  ability  must  have  been  found  of 
great  advantage  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  But  however  that  may  be, 
we  have  no  power  of  dealing  with  it  here 
— in  this  House  we  must  deal  with  the 
matter  as  we  find  it.  But  with  what  jus- 
tice can  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
Mr,  Whiteside 


say  that  it  is  proposed  to  appoint  two 
miserable  persons  to  preside  in  a. miser- 
able court,  and  dispose  of  causes  in  a 
miserable  manner,  at  a  miserable  rate  of 
remuneration.     If  I  held  that  opinion  I 
certainly  would  vote,    not   for  referring 
this  measure  to  a  Select  Committee,  but 
for  relinquishing  it  altogether.     But  the 
fact  is,  that  it  is  not  proposed  to  do  any- 
thing of  the  sort.      The  principal  argu- 
ment made  use  of  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  who  have  opposed  this  measure 
is,  that  the  cases  will  be  decided  by  three 
persons.     But  what  becomes  of  that  argu- 
ment when  we  find  that,  during  the  period 
of  which  all  the  witnesses  spoke  as  being 
a  period  when  the  House  of  Lords  was 
considered  a  tribunal  of  unexampled  ex- 
cellence, seldom  more  than  three  attend- 
ed ;  and  no  one  will  deny  that  when  Lord 
Campbell  attended,  before  he  was  Chief 
Justice,    Scotch  appeals  were  admirably 
disposed  of.     Still  out  three  persons  at- 
tended.     Well,    an    Act  of    Parliament 
passed    to  constitute  the  Judicial   Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council — which  tribunal, 
because  it  was  new,  was  cried  Up  against 
the  House  of  Lords  because  it  waa  old. 
What  did  that  Act  do  ?     It  made  three 
Judges  a  quorum.     If,  then,  the  cases  in 
the  popular  court  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council  were  decided  by 
three  Judges,   and  if    the  cases  in   the 
House  of  Lords,  when  that  tribunal  was 
one  of  acknowledged  excellence,  were  de- 
cided by  three  Judges,  where  is  the  objec- 
tion to  the  cases  brought  before  the  new 
court  contemplated  by  this  Bill  bein^  de- 
cided by  three  Judges?      Some  of   the 
witnesses  have  pronounced  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  five  instead  of  three  bein^  the 
quorum.     I  have  no  objection  to  that.     A 
great  point  in  a  Court  of  last  appeal  should 
be  to  have  an  unequal  number,  so  that  in 
case  of  difierence  of  opinion  there  should 
be  a  casting  vote ;  and  if  such  a  gentleman 
as  Mr.  Pemberton  Leigh  could  be  induced 
to  enter  the  other  House  for  that  porpose, 
he  would  doubtless  be  a  great  addition  to 
the  learning  and  ability  of  that  tribunal. 
But  the  number  of  Judges  is  a  quesUon 
of  detail  and  not  of  principle,  and   this 
Bill,  which  is  one  of  the  strictest  modera- 
tion, has  only  proposed  two.     To  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  I  see  no  objection.      In- 
deed, I  can  speak  from  my  own  experience, 
with  reference  to  cases  which  have  come 
from   Ireland,  as  to  the  feeling  in    that 
quarter  in  favour  of  the  House  of  Laords 
being  the  Court  of  final  appeal.     Those 
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cases  have  been  political,  equitable,  and 
crimiDal — thej  have  inrolved  the  highest 
interests  and  qaestions  of  the  deepest  im- 
portanee ;  bat  the  fruit  of  my  experience 
is,  that  nothing  should  induce  me  to  give 
up  the  right  of  appeal  to  that  House.  It 
would  ill  become  me  to  speak  of  O'Connell's 
case*  because  in  that  I  was  counsel ;  but  I 
appeal  to  the  great  case  of  the  Presbyterian 
Marriages,  which  affected  the  interests  or 
the  feelings  of  thousands  of  persons,  and 
I  ask  whether  in  that  and  similar  cases 
the  greatest  confidence  was  not  felt  by  the 
public  in  the  House  of  Lords  as  a  court 
of  appellate  jurisdiction  ?  The  House  of 
Lords  has  always  had  a  right  to  call  in  the 
assistance  of  the  Judges  of  the  land,  and 
the  Bill  does  not  deprive  them  of  that  right. 
The  assumption  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is,  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  instead  of  searching 
for  men  of  the  first  ability  and  greatest 
eminenee  to  place  in  the  high  offices 
created  by  this  Bill,  will  look  out  for 
men  of  inferior  ability,  and  be  influenced 
by  other  considerations.  I  do  not  believe 
in  that  aasumption.  I  would  also  mention 
that  the  Court  of  the  Lords  Justices  really 
consists  of  three,  because,  although  only 
two  Justices  are  appointed,  in  case  of  dif- 
ference of  opinion  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
called  in  and  assists  them.  Now  on  this 
point  I  will  just  refer  to  the  evidence  given 
by  the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Wal- 
Kogford  (Mr.  Malins)  before  the  Lords' 
Committee.     He  says  :— 

"  An  appeal  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  sitting 
alone  ia  not  satisfiietory :  an  appeal  to  the  Lords 
Jostioes  is  not  quite  satisfactorj.  It  is  not  bo« 
eaase  I  think  the  decision  is  not  correct,  hut 
hecanse  I  studj  the  waj  in  which  the  puhlic  look 
at  the  matter.  I  think  there  ought  to  bo  four  or 
Hre  Judges  ;  flre  would  be  a  oonvenient  number, 
bat  fenr  would  do." 

And  in  another  place  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  atated  his  opinion  that  three  would 
be  satisfactory.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Bowyer)  expressed  an  opinion  that  there 
ought  to  be,  at  least,  one  Scotch  Judge 
among  the  number.  I  do  not  object  to 
that ;  but  I  confess  I  was  surprised  at  the 
eaodonr  of  the  Scotch  witnesses,  who, 
instead  of  asserting  their  right  to  have 
a  Scotchman  in  the  House  of  Lords  as 
one  of  the  Judges  of  Appeals,  expressed 
an  opinion  that  the  decisions  on  Scotch 
qnestions  were  very  much  better  without 
them ;  and  gentlemen  of  such  eminence 
as  Mr.  Hope  and  Mr.  Bcllenden  Ker  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  in  fatour  of  leaying  the 


appellate  jurisdiction  with  the  Houso  of 
Lords.    The  Writers  to  the  Signet  state— 

**  That  this  society  fully  recognises  the  great 
benefits  which  have  resulted  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land from  the  exercise  of  the  appellate  jurisdio- 
tion  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  would  depre- 
cate any  alteration  by  which  its  judicial  functions 
would  be  vested  in  any  other  body.  That,  in  the 
determination  of  appeals  from  the  Scotch  Courts, 
it  is  of  great  importance  to  maintain  the  benefit 
derived  from  the  application  of  the  English  ju- 
dicial mind,  and  also  to  obtain  the  assistance  of 
an  eminent  lawyer,  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
the  whole  range  of  Scotch  law  and  practice." 

They  therefore  suggested  the  propriety  of 
having  a  Scotch  Judge  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  I  should  bo  sorry  to  say 
anything  in  favour  of  the  exclusion  of 
learned  individuals  of  the  Scotch  nation 
from  this  Court  of  Appeal ;  but,  at  all 
events,  the  practical  grievance  resulting 
from  the  absence  of  a  Scotch  Judge  is 
very  little,  according  to  the  testimony  of 
the  witnesses.  What  do  those  who  object 
to  the  present  measure  rely  on  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth,  and 
almost  all  the  able  and  learned  men  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee,  expressed 
their  anxiety  that  the  appellate  jurisdiction 
should  be  retained  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  also  am  anxious  to  retain  it  in  the  House 
of  Lords  for  the  Tory  best  possible  reason, 
because  it  possesses  it,  and  that  is  a  good 
Conservative  argument.  The  House  of 
Lords  has  had  an  appellate  jurisdiction 
for  a  long  period  of  time,  and  if  there  are 
any  defects  it  is  our  duty  to  improve  but 
not  to  destroy  it.  If,  at  any  time,  in  con- 
sequence of  infirmity  or  length  of  years, 
three  Judges  are  not  able  to  attend  in  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
it  is  our  duty  to  replace  them,  and  such 
is  the  principle  upon  which  this  Bill  ia 
framed.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
says  that  his  objection  to  the  House  of 
Lords  being  a  permanent  tribunal  of  appeal 
in  the  last  resort  is,  because  it  depends  en- 
tirely on  the  volition  of  individual  Lords 
whether  they  will  attend  or  not.  That  ia 
to  be  cured  by  the  appointment  of  two 
learned  persons  as  assistants  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  to  attend  constantly  to  hear 
and  determine  cases.  But,  it  is  alleged, 
that  in  public  opinion,  such  a  tribunal  will 
not  carry  the  weight  and  authority  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  believe  it  will,  for  I 
believe  that  the  Members  composing  the 
Houso  of  Peers  will  always  have  such  an 
influence  over  the  Judges  constituting  that 
Court  as  to  impart  to  their  decisions  the 
dignity  of  the  whole  House,,  while  they 
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will  always  be  able  to  check  any  approach 
to  irregalarity.     It  is  of  the  greatest  con- 
sequence that  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  sho^ild  be  vested  in,  and  dis- 
chai^ed  by,  the  whole  body,  which  it  will 
be  in  the  persons  of  these  Judges.    Surely 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  does  not 
expect  to  get  more  perfect,  more  brilliant, 
more  luminous  judgments  than  had  been 
deliTored  in  that  House  during  the  last 
half  century,  when  Lord  Redesdale  and 
Lord  Eldon  sat  there  ?     Is  the  House  of 
opinion  it  will  get  better  men  ?     I  think 
not.     Nor  will  they  be  miserable  Judges 
because  they  are  moderately  remunerated 
for  devoting  their  talents  to  the  country. 
So  far  from  objecting  to  the  Bill,  I  think 
that  die  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
TOte  for  its  second  reading,  and  show  us  in 
Committee  how  it  can  be  improved.     It  is 
said  that  life  peerages  would  be  created. 
That  is  true;   but  you  hear  the  opinion 
of  eminent  authorities,  that  if  limited  in 
number  the  adoption  of  that  principle  may 
be  beneficial;  there  is  no  likelihood  that 
the  House  of  Lords  will  be  deluged  with 
life  peerages.     Tou  must  give  way  to  the 
exigencies  of   the  time.     You  have  re- 
formed the  Court  of  Chancery — ^you  have 
created  the  Judicial  Committee  of  Privy 
Council — ^you  have  established  the  Court 
of  the  Lords  Justices ;  and  I  think  there 
is  no  ground  either  for  surprise  or  alarm 
in  this  proposition.     By  adopting  it  you 
will  get  eminent  men,  who  will  not  only 
increase  the  judicial  strength  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  but  who  will  suggest  good  laws, 
and  more,  correct  those  laws  sent  up  to 
them  by  this  House.     Considering  that 
almost  all  the  amendments  of   the  law 
which  we  have  had  of  late  years  origi- 
nated in  the  House  of  Lords,  I  am  the 
more  confirmed  in  my  opinion  that  I  am 
right  in  giving  support  to  this  measure. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM:  Sir,  I  always 
listen  with  the  greatest  respect  to  gentle- 
men of  the  long  robe,  but,  as  the  House 
has  been  addressed  by  four  learned  Gen- 
tlemen in  succession,  I  hope,  conscious  as 
I  am  of  my  own  incompetency,  that  they 
will  allow  one  not  learned  in  the  law  to  ad- 
dress them  upon  a  question  of  the  greatest 
gravity,  and,  I  must  add,  of  the  greatest 
constitutional  importance,  which  has  been 
discussed  in  this  House  for  a  long  time. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  passed  a  glowing  eulo- 
gium  upon  the  House  of  Lords,  which,  I 
presume,  he  meant  to  apply  to  it  in  its 
judicial  capaoi^  as  a  Court  of  ultimate  ap- 
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peal.     He  has  referred  to  great  names, 
to  Eldon  and  to  Lyndhurst,  not  going  far- 
ther back,  however,  as  he  might  have 
done,  to  times  when  there  were  giants  in 
the  law.     I  shall  not  differ  from  him  with 
respect  to  earlier  times  ;  but  I  ask  him, 
if,  indeed,  the  House  of  Lords  be  so  strong 
in  its  legal  powers  and  in  its  efficiency  to 
deal  with  great  questions  in  the  last  resort 
which  are  brought  before  it,  whence  arises 
this  Bill  sent  down  to  us  from  the  other 
House  ?    Is  the  House  of  Lords,  I  would 
ask,  of  the  same  opinion  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that,  as  at  present  con- 
stituted, it  is  a  tribunal  which  is  satisfac- 
tory or  such  as  to  inspire  the  public  with 
confidence  ?     The  Attorney  General,  who 
proposed  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  if 
I  mistake  not,  told  us  that  the  defects  of 
that  tribunal  were  glaring,  and  that  it  was 
on  account  of  those  defects  that  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  this  Bill.     I  am  bound 
to  add  that  there  were  several  observations 
made  by  the  Attorney  General  which  filled 
me  with  amazement  and  fear.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  told  us  that  the 
defects  of  this  tribunal  were  glaring  ;  that 
a  better  course  might  possibly  be  adopted 
than  that  proposed  by  this   Bill  ;  and  he 
added,  as  a  reason  for  pasaing  this  Bill, 
that  the  House  of  Lords  would  not  surren- 
der its  appellate  jurisdiction.     I  aaid  some 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  ob- 
servations filled  me  with  fear  and  amaze- 
ment.    Have  we  arrived  at  that  point  that 
we,  the  Commons  of  England,  if  we  shall 
be   satisfied   with    the  judgment  of   the 
House  of  Lords  itself  as  to  the  inefiicient 
mode  in  which  it  now  exerciaes  its  judicial 
functions,  are  to  be  told,  when  called  upon 
to  supply  a  remedy,  that,  though  a  co-ordi- 
nate branch  of  the  Legislature,  we  are  not 
to  exercise  our  own  right  of  decision  with 
respect  to  the  remedy,  and  that  we  are  to 
be  coerced  by  the  assertion   of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Attorney  General  that  the  House 
of  Lords  will  not  surrender  its  appellate  ju- 
risdiction, and  consent  that  a  new  tribunal 
shall  be  erected  which,  it  was  admitted,  is 
not  one  that  will  fulfil  all  the  requirements 
of  such  a  Court?   Have  we  arrived  at  such 
a  pitch  of  degradation  ?  What  ia  the  mean- 
ing of  that  assertion  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral that  this  is  not  the  best  measure  which 
can  be  proposed  ?   A  noble  Friend  of  mine 
(the  late  Lord  Melbourne)   aaid  be  could 
well  understand  not  proposing  any  change 
in  cases  of  doubt,  and  he  could  well  under- 
stand also  changes  being  proposed  greater 
than  he  might  think  safe,  and  greater 
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Uwn  he  might  be  ready  to  asient  to  ;  but 
he  was  always  filled  with  apprehenaion  when 
it  was  said  that  "  Bomething  "  must  be 
done — an  indefinite  change  must  be  made, 
not  auf^rted  by  reason,  bat  pressed  on  as 
being  cogent  from  necessity,  without  any 
distinct  idea  of  what  the  change  should  be. 
Yet  I  heard  from  the  Attorney  General  this 
evening  that  the  defects  in  the  appellate 
tribunal  are  glaring  ;  that  the  best  remedy 
was  not  the  remedy  proposed  by  this  Bill ; 
tliat  the  House  of  Lords  would  not  surren- 
der its  appellate  jurisdiction — and  yet  that 
something  must  be  done.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  says  that  it  is 
our  duty  if  we  reject  this  Bill,  to  propose 
/I  better  one.     It  may  be  possible  for  us 
to  do  BO ;    but  before  we  do  so,  as  the 
Houae  of  Lords  has  inquired,  b  it  very  un- 
reasonable that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  ask  for  a  little  time  to  inquire  like- 
wise ?      I  turn   now,  however,  Sir,  from 
that  which  has  been  said  by  those  who 
have  preceded  me  to  the  vi,ew  which  I  my- 
self am  disposed  to  take  upon  the  subject. 
The   Bill   presents  itself  to  us  under  a 
doable  aspect.     It  seeks  to  dispose  of  a 
controversy  as  to  peerages  for  life,  and  it 
seeks  also  to  remedy  the  deficiencies  in 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords.     With  regard  to  the  first,  a  com- 
promise was  a  matter  of  necessity.     Her 
Majesty's   Government  found  themsdves 
anexpectedly  involved  in  a  difficulty  with 
respect  to  the  creation  of  peers  for  life, 
from  which  they  sought  to  retreat,  and 
tlieir  opponents  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
having  the  command  of  a  majority,  found 
themsdves  also  in  a  great  difficulty,  in- 
asmaeh  as,  having  given  a  vote  against 
peerage  for  life,  they  were  involved  in 
and  embarrassed  by  a  struggle  with  the 
Grown  on  a  question  of  prerogative.     A 
compromise,  under  such  circumstances,  be- 
tween the  two  contending  parties  was  na- 
tural and  inevitable.     The  compromise  in 
this  ease  has  been  admitted  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government.     It 
is  the  nature  of  this  compromise  to  release 
the  Government  from  their  difficulty  as  to 
the  peerages  for  life,  and  to  release  the 
Opposition  from  their  difficulty  in  respect 
of  their  struggle  with  the  Crown.     But  is 
there  nothing  extraordinary  in  this  state 
of  affisira  ?      The    unanimity  with  which 
this  Bili  has  been  sent  down  to  us,  in  my 
o]Hnion,  onght  to  excite  the  jealousy  of  the 
House  of  Commons.    In  these  matters  the 
graa^es^  prineifmm  amicUice  are  more  for- 
aidahle  than  the  array  of  hostile  parties. 


and  I  think  the  House  of  Commons  ought 
to  view  with  jealousy  a  compromise  based 
on  the  mutual  convenience  of  contend- 
ing parties.  There  is  nothing  new  in 
this.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
seconded  the  Amendment  referred  to  the 
last  occasion  on  which  the  question  of 
peerages  was  discussed  in  this  House.  It 
was  in  the  year  1719.  Then,  also,  a  Bill 
came  down  to  ^is  House  which  had  re- 
ceived very  general  support  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  It  was  moved  by  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  it  was  supported  by  their  op- 
ponents. It  was  met  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  Sir  Robert  Walpole,  who 
found  himself  on  this  question  united  with  ^ 
his  oldest  opponents,  and  opposed  to  his 
warmest  partisans,  with  signal  success, 
both  in  this  House  and  out  of  it.  He 
published  a  memorable  pamphlet  upon 
that  occasion,  in  which  there  is  a  passage 
which  I  will  read  to  the  House,  as  it  is 
an  admirable  illustration  of  the  present 
state  of  affsirs  with  respect  to  this  Bill. 
He  says — 

'*  Axnid  all  the  nnmerons  objections  to  this 
worthj  Boheme,  I  am  free  to  own  that  there  is 
one  thiog  in  it  which  deeervei  commendation,  for 
it  has  produced  a  never-before-known  unanimity 
among  our  great  men.  It  has  yoked  the  lion 
with  the  lamb." — [I  don't  know  whether  we  may 
not  say  the  same  of  this  Bill  after  the  speeches  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Enniskillen  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General — which  is 
the  lion  and  which  is  the  lamb  it  may  be  diffi- 
cult to  say] — "  the  Whigs  with  the  Tories,  men 
in  power  with  those  they  have  turned  out  of  it." 
[The  hon.  Member  for  fiiniskiUen  sees  some  an- 
alogy already,  I  imagine.]  "  Ministers  of  State 
are  become  patriots,  and  join  with  their  professed 
enemies  in  lessening  that  prerogative  they  hare 
so  often  occasion  for." 

I  am  almost  ashamed  to  quote  a  passage 
from  another  pamphlet,  because  it  is  not 
a  pamphlet  of  Walpole,  but  of  Sir  Richard 
Steele,  who  took  part  in  that  great  strug- 
gle, and  who  wrote  a  pamphlet  called  The 
Plebeian,  He  mentions  a  suspicion  that 
certain  great  influences  were  afloat  to  carry 
the  Bill,  which  had  come  down  as  a  com- 
promise from  the  other  House,  and  he  de- 
scribes some  nameless  Member  under  the 
designation  of  Esau,  whom  he  denounces 
as — 

"  The  greatest  traitor  to  oiTil  society  that  erer 
yet  appeared,  who  shall  contend  for  such  a  Bill  in 
the  Commons  with  the  assurance  in  his  pocket  of 
being  a  Peer  as  soon  as  the  Bill  passes." 

I  know  not  whether  that  passage  is  at  al^ 
applicable  to  the  present  case,  but  there 
are  suspicions  which  will,  of  course,  be 
afloat  on  all  such   occasions,  and  it  is 
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ccrtainlj  Bnspicious  to  see  such  nnnataral 
unanimity.  1  only  put  it  as  an  instance 
of  there  being  nothing  new  under  the  sun. 
Even  if  it  were  admitted  that  it  was  not 
a  compromise,  every  line  of  the  Bill  which 
we  are  now  discussing  is  marked  by  feeble- 
ness, obscurity,  and  that  impotent  indeci- 
sion which  is  inherent  in  middle  measures. 
The  principle  upon  wliich  the  Bill  is  fram- 
ed is  clear.  If  the  House  will  permit  me 
to  read  it,  I  have  a  passage  here  from  the 
speech  of  Lord  Derby,  which  in  the  plain- 
est and  most  explicit  manner  gives  you  a 
clue  to  the  labyrinth,  and  shows  you  the 
precise  basis  on  which  the  Bill  rests.  The 
noble  Lord  said — 

"  Can  wo  frame  the  Bill  in  such  a  manner  as 
not  to  call  upon  the  Ministry  to  pronounce  a  con- 
demnation of  the  policy  they  have  upheld ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  not  commit  the  body  of  the 
Peers  to  a  proceeding  inconsistent  with  the  stand 
made  by  them  in  defence  of  the  hereditary  cha- 
racter of  the  peerage  V* 

That  is  a  most  frank  and  open  avowal  of 
the  principle  on  which  this  measure  is 
framed,  and  it  leaves  no  doubt,  not  only 
as  to  the  existence,  but  as  to  the  object 
of  this  compromise,  and  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  it  is  worked  out  in  this  Bill.  Either 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  is  compro- 
mised by  the  limitation  which  this  Bill 
contains,  and  by  the  appeal  to  legislative 
sanction  for  the  issuing  of  a  writ  of  sum- 
mons to  a  Peer  for  lifo  to  sit  in  the  House 
of  Lords;  or,  if  there  be  no  such  limita- 
tion, the  precedent  of  peerages  not  of  in- 
heritance is  established  by  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  What  is  most  remark- 
able is  that  such  is  the  ambiguity  and  ob- 
scurity of  this  Bill,  such  is  the  core  with 
which  it  has  been  framed  with  words  in 
collocation  bearing  a  double  meaning,  that 
we  have  reason  to  know  that  on  the  third 
reading  it  was  viewed  in  an  opposite  sense 
by  each  of  the  two  sets  of  authors  from 
whom  it  emanated.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council  de- 
clared that  they  would  never  have  given 
their  consent  to  the  Bill  if  it  had  limited 
the  prerogative  with  respect  to  the  crea- 
tion of  Peers  for  life;  while  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  England  and  Lord  St.  Leonards 
declared  that  they  would  not  have  consent- 
ed to  it  if  it  had  contained  a  recognition  of 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  create  such 
peerages.  .  Of  two  things  one— either  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Lords  is  de- 
ceived with  respect  to  this  measure,  or 
Her  Majesty's  servants  who  have  advised 
it  have  unintentionally  betrayed  the  prero- 
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gative,  of  which  they  are  the  guardians. 
It  is  a  dilemma  from  which  there  is  no 
escape.     For  us  there  is  an  escape,  and 
that  is  by  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and  by 
giving  time  for  the  framing  of  a  measure 
on  this  important  subject  which  shall  not 
be  ambiguous,  but  of  which  the  meaniog 
shall,  on  the  contrary,  be  clear  and  patent. 
I  have  said  that  the  measure  is  studiously 
obscnre.   Let  any  hon.  Member  turn  to  the 
fourth  clause,  which  I  have  myself  repeat- 
edly read.    The  -uninitiated  would  certainly 
say  that  it  conceded  to  the  Crown  the  aV 
solute  power  of  creating  four  peerages  for 
life.     It  commences  by  giving  the  Crown 
power  to  grant  peerages  for  life  to  two  De- 
puty Speakers,  and  by  providing  that  a  writ 
of  summons  shall,  with  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament, be  issued  to  them  ;  but  the  words 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  go  much  further. 
They  provide  that  there  shall  not  bo  more 
than  tour  persons  holding  peerages  for  lifo 
at  the  samo  time.     The  plain  meaning  of 
that  would  bo  that  it  would  be  quite  open 
to  the  Crown  to  make  two  Deputy  Speakers 
and   to  fill    up   two  other  peerages,  the 
holders  of   which  should  be  chosen,  not 
from  the  legal  profession,   but  from  any 
other   class   from    which    the    Sovereign 
should  be  advised  to  make  tho  selection. 
But  I  believo  that  the  right  construction  is, 
that  it   is  in  the    first  instance   etrictlj 
limited  to  two  Deputy  Speakers,  and  tho 
provision  for  the  existence  of  four  life  Peers 
is  made  that  these  Deputy  Speakers  may 
retire   and  fresh  ones  may  be  appointed 
with  the  same  rank,  the  gross  number  of 
Peers  for  life  at  no  time  exceeding  foar. 
But,  then,  what  is  the  position  of  Lord 
Wensleydale?     Unless  he  shall  be  selected 
by  the  Crown  to   fill  one  of   the  Deputy 
Speakerships,  he  being  and  remaining  a 
Peer  for  life,  his  position  will  be  most  am- 
biguous and  most  anomalous.  The  peUUon 
which  he  has  presented  to  the  House  this 
evening  cannot  fail  to  receive  our  attentire 
consideration.    He  understands  the  precise 
bearing  of  this  clause,  for  the  ambiguity 
of  which  he  is  not  responsible,  and  he  says 
that  it  will  seriously  damage  his  case  in 
regard  to  that  legal  claim  which  he  seeks  to 
urge  to  its  greatest  possible  extent.  I  think 
that,  out  of  deference  to  that  noble  Lord, 
who  has  every  claim  upon  our  consideration, 
we  ought  not  to  decide  without  referring  the 
question  to  a  Committee^  or  else  summarily 
rejecting  a  Bill  which  prejudices  his  claim. 
It  is   a    strange    inconsistency   that  the 
champions  of  tho  peerage  by  inheritance 
only  aro  now,  as  it  wcro»  the  authors  of 
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tbis  proposal  of  peerages  for  life.    If  the 
prerogati?e  be  limited,  *  it  is  contrary  to 
the  sense  of  duty  of  the  Queen's  advisers, 
as  is  avowed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that   henceforth   no   Peer  for  life, 
not  a  Deputy  Speaker,    can    be  created 
without  the  consent  of  Parliament.     If  it 
be  unlimited,  then  it  is  open  to  abuse  for 
party  purposes,  and  dangerous  to  the  in- 
dependence of  the  House  of  Lords.     This 
Bill  has  one  remarkable  characteristic.    In 
this  assembly  there  are,  I  dare  say.  very 
conflicting  opinions  with  respect  to   the 
general  policy  of  tho  creation  of  peerages 
for  life;  now,  this  Bill  is  so  framed  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  general  concurrence  of 
those  who  favour  and  those  who  are  op- 
posed to  the  creation  of  such  peerages  to 
reject  it,  because  it  leaves  in  uncertainty 
that  great  branch  of  the  prerogative.     I, 
for  one,  entertain  the  gravest  doubts  with 
respect  to  the  policy  of  the  creation  of 
peerages  for  life.     I  look  at  the  colonial 
senates,  and  see  there  the  nominees  of  the 
Crown  holding  their  appointments  in  the 
Upper  Chamber,  which  are  quasi  peerages, 
for  life.     Nothing  could  have  been  more 
injurious  to  the  colonies   generally  than 
this    system     of    nominees.       Speaking 
broadly,  I  should  say  that  an  hereditary 
peerage — an  independent  peerage — and  I 
would  use  these  terms  as  almost  synony- 
mous—  an    hereditary    and    independent 
peerage  is  the  characteristic  of  the  mixed 
kingly  form  of  government.     And  there  is 
no  alternative.     If  you  have  not  an  in- 
dependent hereditary  peerage,  you  must 
eome  to  elective  biembers  of  tho  Second 
Chamber,  which  is  the  mark  and  designa- 
tion   of   the  republican  form   of  govern- 
ment.    Now,  what  is  tho  evil  alleged? 
The  alleged  evil  which  this  Bill  seeks  to 
coanCeract  is,  that  there  is  in  the  House  of 
Lords  too  much  of  a  law  origin  ;  and  that 
the  sons  of  great  lawyers  inheriting  peer- 
ages are  without  adequate  means  of  sus- 
taining^ their  dignity.     The  cure  suggested 
by  this  Bill  is  the  most  extraordinary  one 
that  I  ever  saw.     Instead  of  running  the 
risk  of  a  comparative  want  of  means  on  the 
part  of  the  sons  of  law  Peers  created  with 
inheritance,  it  seeks  to  introduce  tho  Peers 
themaelTes  into  the  House  for  life,  before 
they  shall  in  their  noble  profession  have 
earned  means  sufficient  to  sustain  the  in- 
dependence and  tho  dignity  of  their  sta- 
tion.    Poverty  is  for  the  first  time  avow- 
edly to  be  one  of  the  ingredients  in  the 
qualifications  for  life  peerages.     What  will 
be  the  effect  ?    Poverty  is  to  be  one  of  the 


ingredients,  and  it  will  be  a  brand  of  de- 
pendence and  a  mark  of  inferiority.    It  will 
engender  in  the  miud  of  a  Peer  for  life, 
who  feels  himself,  as  it  were,  degraded, 
the  constant  hope  of  working  out  his  own 
independence  and  obtaining  from  the  Minis- 
ter of  the  day  the  more  honourable  station 
of  an  hereditary  Peer.     It  will  have  an- 
other effect.     What  is  the  title  of  Peers  ? 
The  very  title  of  Peers,  ** Fares,**  implies 
equality.     But  here  will   be  a  degraded 
class,  unequal  in  its  position,  looked  down 
upon  by  the  hereditary  Peers  on  that  very 
ground,  on  account  of  their  poverty,  as 
well  as  of  their  inequality.      What  has 
the  law  done  to  deserve  this  indignity?     I 
cannot  conceive  any  position  to  be  worse 
than  one  in  which  favour  is  to  follow  fawn- 
ing, and  where  they  are  to  hang  upon  the 
skirts  of  a  Minister  to  obtain  a  more  in- 
dependent station,  and  to  become  really 
equal,  pares,  with  that  body  into  which 
they  have  been  so  unworthily  introduced. 
I  If  this  Bill  should  pass,  no   Chancellor 
.  will  ever  obtain  an  heui^itary  peerage — 
he  will  never  reach   tne   position  which 
was  filled  by  Clarendon,  by  Hardwioke, 
by  Camden,  by  Eldon,  and  by  others  whose 
names  it  is  needless  to  particularise,  but 
whose  descendants  are  among  the  most  re- 
vered and  most  respected  members  of  the 
House  of  Peers,  because  they  owe  their 
origin  to  men  who  in  their  day  rose  to  pre- 
eminent   station    by  pre-eminent    talent. 
The  only  chance  that  a  Lord  Chancellor 
will  have  of  obtaining  an  hereditary  peer- 
age will  be,  not  that  he  is  pre-eminent  in 
his  profession,  but    that  he  is  rich  and 
childless.      Lord   Somers  has  been  men- 
tioned.     Lord  Somers  was  a   poor  man 
when  he  had  become  a  most  eminent  one, 
and  such  was  his  noble  spirit  that  he  was 
content  to  sit  as  Chancellor  in  the  House 
of  Lords  virtually  deciding  causes  by  his 
learning  and  his  influence,  yet  really  with- 
out a  vote,  because  in  his  early  days  he 
had  not  acquired  that  independent  fortune 
which  he  thought  necessary  to  entitle  him 
to  take  an  hereditary  peerage.     Did  ho 
ever  dream  of  a  peerage  for  life?     He 
never  thought  of  such  a  thing.     He  never 
dreamed  of  it.      Together  with  his  pre- 
eminence he  earned  an  independent  for- 
tune ;  he  was  raised  to  the  peerage,  and 
his  heir  still  adorns  that  noble  assembly. 
The  Attorney  General  said — 

"  This  is  an  efficient  remedy  to  cure  the  evil;  it 
is  not  tho  hest  measure  that  we  could  hope  to 
carry  if  the  IIouso  of  Lords  would  yield  to  reason; 
but  that  Uonse  will  not  port  with  its  jurisdiction; 
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yon  muat  take  this,  and,  upon  the  whole,  it  is  a 
Terj  good  thing/' 

By  this  Bill  yoa  limit  tbe  number  of  peer- 
ages  for  life  to  four.  From  the  nature  of 
the  choice  the  Deputy  Speakers  must  be 
aged  men  who  have  long  occupied  a  pro- 
minent station.  Age  and  infirmity  will 
tell  upon  them,  and  it  is  possible  that  from 
ago  and  infirmity  they  may  cease  to  be 
able  to  perform  their  judicial  functions ; 
yet  they  will  remain  peers  for  life, 
though  no  longer  Deputy  Speakers,  and, 
unless  you  legislate  again,  you  will  be  re- 
duced to  the  precise  position  in  which  you 
stand  at  this  moment.  Yonr  remedy  fails; 
your  measure  is  useless.  I  feel  satisfied 
that  you  cannot  stop  here — that  you  will 
find  it  indispensably  necessary,  if  this  pre- 
cedent is  established,  to  go  on  and  extend 
the  creation  of  peerages  for  life  not  only 
to  the  law,  but  to  the  army,  the  navy,  and 
to  politicians.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
poverty  is  not  confined  to  the  law  ;  on  the 
contrary,  I  believe  the  law  to  be  a  much 
more  lucrative  pi]|fes8ion  than  that  of  arms. 
Your  admirals,  your  generals,  usually  do 
not  make  £10,000,  £15,000,  or  £20,000 
a  year ;  and  I  must  be  permitted  to  say 
I  very  much  doubt  whether  the  leaders  of 
the  bar  at  this  moment  are  not  in  receipt 
of  a  larger  income  than  their  predecessors 
enjoyed  at  any  period  of  the  history  of  the 
profession.  Their  talent  is  pre-eminently 
gpreat.  I  need  only  look  on  both  sides 
of  this  House  to  be  justified  in  saying 
that  the  Bar  was  never  more  distin- 
guished. I  doubt  whether  at  any  pe- 
riod were  tbe  receipts  of  the  Bar  greater 
than  they  are  now.  If,  then,  they  are  pru- 
dent ana  able,  like  their  great  exemplars 
in  an  earlier  history  of  our  free  constitu- 
tion, in  a  profession  which  is  the  safeguard 
of  that  free  constitution — if  employing 
their  talents  fully  they  have  that  self-com- 
mand, that  thrift  combined  with  industry 
which  leads  to  the  accumulation  of  ample 
means,  then,  I  say,  they  have  no  need  of 
this  paltry  measure,  limiting  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  great  reward  of  their  exertions 
and  their  great  fame  to  the  short  and  nar- 
row limits  of  their  own  lives.  But  if  this 
Bill  be  necessary  for  the  profession  of  the 
law,  then,  d  fortiori^  it  is  applicable  to 
other  professions,  and  you  are  establishing 
a  precedent  that  will  not  stop  where  you 
profess  to  limit  it.  Then,  I  say,  you  touch 
the  mainspring,  the  noble  mainspring  of 
human  action.  All  our  highest  aspirations 
in  everything  that  is  reaUy  worthy  of  ge- 
nius are  connected  with  a  longing  for  im- 
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mortality,  and  a  desire  to  immortalise  and 
perpetuate  our  name.  Let  me  say  in 
passing — 

" ipsos  qnaniTis  angusti  terminus  sori 

Excipiat 

At  genus  immortale  numet,  maltosqne  per  annoe 
Stat  fortnna  domos,  et  avi  nnmerantur  ayorom.'* 

That  is  the  motive  which  actuates  the  no- 
blest spirits,  and  animates  their  hopes  and 
their  exertions.  Then  take  the  case  of  po- 
liticians :  I  say  a  life  peerage  in  the  House 
of  Lords  may  be  regarded  as  a  shadow 
from  the  heat,  as  a  refuge  from  the  storm ; 
but  it  is  a  miserable  thing  for  a  man  who 
has  occupied  a  prominent  position  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  as  history  has  taught 
us  by  examples.  Look  at  the  very  period 
to  which  I  have  referred,  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Walpole  and  Mr.  Pulten^.  At  that 
time  Mr.  Pulteney  had  an  opportunity, 
having  overthrown  Sir  Robert  Walpole, 
to  form  an  Administration,  b^t  he  shrunk 
from  the  responsibility  and  would  not  ac- 
cept the  blithest  office,  but  asked  for  an 
earldom.  Walpole,  whom  he  had  hum- 
bled, had  great  influence  with  the  Crown 
— ^the  King  was  unwilling  to  grant  the 
earldom  ;  but  Walpole  out  of  office  had 
sufficient  influence  to  obtain  the  grant  for 
his  opponent  from  his  reluctant  Soveroign, 
and,  having  succeeded,  Horace  Walpole 
records  that  when  he  went  home  he  used 
this  expression — suiting  the  action  to  the 
words — **  I  have  turned  the  key  of  the 
closet  upon  that  Gentleman."  Lord  Ches- 
terfield, commenting  upon  the  transac- 
tion, says  of  Pulteney,  that  "  he  sank 
into  the  insignificance*  of  an  earldom.'* 
And  Walpole  himself  having,  after  twenty 
years  of  triumphant  power,  been  raised  to 
the  peerage  by  the  title  of  Earl  of  Orford, 
we  are  told  that  when  he  entered  the 
House  of  Peers  be  went  up  to  the  Eari  of 
Bath,  his  old  rival,  and  taking  him  by  the 
hand  said,  '*now  hero  we  aro,  the  two 
most  insignificant  fellows  in  all  JSngland.** 
Yet  those  wero  hereditary  peerages.  Con- 
sider, then,  what  will  be  the  effects  of  this 
retreat  into  the  House  of  Lords  for  de- 
crepit politicians,  by  means  of  peerages  for 
life.  How  miserable  and  degraded  will  be 
their  position !  And  I  tell  the  House 
that  if  it  passes  this  Bill,  many  years  will 
not  elapse  before  tbe  precedent  will  extend 
from  lawyers  to  admirals,  to  generals,  to 
politicians ;  and  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences of  all  will  be,  that  we  shall  find  our 
veteran  statesmen  standing  in  the  market- 
place, like  the  labourers  in  the  parable, 
crying  at  the  eleventh  hour  of  the  day — 
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"No  man  will  hire  us!"    Political  de- 
generation and  turpitude  will  be  extreme. 
I   therefore  entreat  the  House  to  pause 
before  it  passes  this  Bill.     There  is  one 
reflection  which  I  wish  to  make  in  pass- 
ing:   hereditary  peerages,  from  the  ab- 
stinence of  the  Crown  in  respect  to  new 
creations,  are*rapidly  diminishing,  and  if 
you  come  to  granting  peerages  for  life  the 
independence  of  the  House  of  Lords  will 
be  incnrably  swamped.      I  have  here  an 
account  of  the  state  of  the  peerage  at  the 
beginning  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Adminis- 
tration in  1841.     Since  then,  I  find  that 
twenty-nine  peerages  hare  become  extinct, 
and  np  to  January  of  the  present  year  only 
fourteen  new  creations  had  been  made. 
Since  January,  I  believe,  there  have  been 
two  new  peerages  created,  making  sixteen 
in  all ;  but  still  leaving  a  diminution  of 
thirteen  since  1841.    The  independence  of 
the  body,  unless  you  tamper  in  this  way 
with  it,  is  sustained  both  by  the  course  of 
nature  and  the  constitutional  forbearance 
of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  from  un- 
duly augmenting  the  number  of  hereditary 
Peers ;  but  if  you  break  ground  in  that 
direction,  I  am  satisfied  that  for  a  very 
paltry  object — paltry  in  respect  to  the  ob- 
ject you  have  in  view — you  will  inflict  a 
great  blow,  and  run  the  greatest  risk  of 
seriously  impairing  the  value  of  a  co-ordi- 
nate branch  of  the  Legislature.     Turning, 
however,  from  this  point  to  that  which  is 
of  the  greatest  importance — the  court  of 
appeal  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords — I  find  that  there  is  a  fiction  and  a 
reality.  The  fiction  is  as  to  the  jurisdiction 
being  in  the  House  of  Lords.     The  reality 
is,   that  that  jurisdiction  is  in  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  chosen   with   the  fluctuations 
of  party,  partly  on  account  of  his  abilities, 
but  still  more  on  account  of  his  activity  as 
a  partisan,  and  in  three  or  four  other  ex- 
Chancellors,  who  have  been  chosen  in  the 
same  way  in  their  own  day.     What  is  the 
description   given  of  that  House  by  the 
Queen's  Attorney  Qeneral  ?   He  said — ^I 
do  not  know  that  he  used  the  expression 
'*  dummies,"  but  he  said  they  were  ciphers, 
or  mutes  and  ciphers.     Now,  the  fiction  is 
that  these  mutes  and  ciphers  exercise  the 
jurisdiction,  while,  in  fact,  I  believe  the 
tribunal,  which  at  last  to  its  honour  has 
avowed  its  incompetency,  consists  at  the 
present  time  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  sitting 
alone.      I  admit  there  have  been  times 
when,  as  I  have  said,  ''there  were  giants," 
the  Lord  Chancellor  sitting  alone  was  the 
best  possible  tribunal ;  but  we  have  passed 


from  the  days  of  g^antu  to  those  of  pig- 
mies. I  cannot  think  that  one  Judge, 
unaided,  yet  reversing  the  decisions  of  the 
highest  tribunals  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom,  can  be  regarded  as  adequate  to 
the  performance  of  his  high  duties.  There 
were  sucn  things  at  the  common  law  bar 
as  sham  pleas,  but  those  fictions  have 
now  been  discarded  as  worse  than  useless. 
Shall  a  delusion  be  maintained  in  the  hig;h- 
est  tribunal  itself,  when  all  such  worthless 
fictions  are  abolished  in  the  lowest  Courts? 
What  were  the  objections  admitted  in  the 
Lords'  Report  ?  The  principal  objections 
were  two — first,  that  the  tribunal  was  un- 
certain, sometimes  the  Lord  Chancellor  sit- 
ting alone,  sometimes  sitting  with  one,  two, 
or  three  ex-Chancellors ;  but  the  client 
never  knew  until  the  morning  his  case  was 
opened  what  was  the  tribunal  he  was  to 
appear  before  and  who  was  to  constitute  it; 
and,  secondly,  that  the  Scotch  appeals 
were  not  satisfactorily  heard.  Now,  what 
are  the  remedies  which  are  proposed  to 
meet  these  evils  ?  Two  Deputy  Speakers 
are  to  be  appointed,  but  still  the  objection 
remains  to  the  uncertainty  of  the  tribunal. 
This  Bill  contains  no  ouster  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  ex-Chancellors.  There  are  three 
or  four  of  them  floating  about  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  sometimes  present,  sometimes 
absent ;  but,  if  they  should  all  think  fit  to 
attend,  1  believe  there  are  three  ex-Chan- 
cellors and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  who  can 
do  so.  I  remember,  too,  the  time  when 
my  noble  Friend  Lord  Devon  was  held  to 
be  a  law  Lord,  and  I  believe  the  great 
case  of  "Small  and  Atwood"  was  de- 
cided during  his  attendance.  Then,  there 
is  an  Emeritus  Master  in  Chancery  in 
that  House,  and  he,  too,  may  be  re- 
garded as  a  law  Lord.  There  is  no 
ouster  against  them,  and  they  may  safe- 
ly claim  the  privilege  of  voting  as  law 
Lords,  and  the  vote  of  each  will  be  equal 
with  that  of  one  of  the  two  Deputy 
Speakers,  whom  you  are  now  invited  to 
appoint  at  salaries  of  £5,000  or  £6,000 
a  year  each.  A  sham,  whatever  care  may 
be  taken  to  conceal  it,  is  always  transpa- 
rent at  last;  and  the  fiction  which  con- 
fides the  appellate  jurisdiction  to  the  House 
is  so  flagrant  that  it  escapes  through 
all  disguise,  even  in  this  very  measure. 
The  Bill  admits  it  to  be  indispensable  that 
this  tribunal,  reconstituted  as  proposed, 
should  sit  during  prorogations.  What  is 
the  meaning  of  such  a  provision  ?  It  means 
that  the  House  of  Lords  will  delegate  cer- 
tain powers  from  themselTea  as  an  integral 
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part  of  the  Legislatare  to  tbree  Peers,  or 
to  three  Peers  and  the  law  Lords  when 
Parliament  is  not  sitting.  And  it  appears 
that  four  Ministers  of  the  Crown  Toted  in 
the  Committee  that  these  powers  should 
be  delegated  during  dissolutions  as  well  as 
during  prorogations — a  proposition  which 
was  only  defeated  by  the  independent 
voices  of  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords 
not  connected  with  the  Government. 
Again,  it  turns  out  that  pay  has  become 
necessary  to  ensure  the  discharge  of  these 
judicial  *duties.  Now,  while  the  House  of 
Lords  maintained  their  dignity  by  exercis- 
ing their  judicial  powers  without  receiv- 
ing salaries,  I  could  understand  that  the 
continuance  of  this  jurisdiction  might 
strengthen  the  position  of  the  learned 
body  to  whom  they  intend  to  entrast  it ; 
but  when  you  tell  me  that  they  are  to  be 
hired  journeymen,  paid  for  their  work  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  I  cannot  say  that 
there  is  either  dignity  or  honour  in  such 
a  position,  and  the  strength  of  the  posi- 
tion of  the  House  itself  will  not  be  the 
same  as  it  was  when  they  performed 
their  old  hereditary  office  in  the  old 
hereditary  way,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
people,  without  fear,  without  favour,  and 
without  pay.  In  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council — which  you  all  agree 
in  commending — you  have  unpaid  Judges, 
performing  with  dignity  the  duties  con- 
fided to  them,  to  the  entire  satisfaction 
both  of  the  profession  and  of  the  coun- 
try. I  will  now  make  a  few  comments 
upon  the  second  clause.  Observe  that 
by  the  limitation  in  that  clause  the  Crown 
is  confined  in  its  selection  of  these  new 
Judges  within  a  very  narrow  space.  The 
qualification  is  having  held  certain  judicial 
offices  for  a  specified  time.  In  1840, 
when  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  was  appointed,  and  when,  if  ever 
a  measure  of  this  kind  ought  to  have 
been  proposed,  the  right  moment  for 
its  introduction  had  arrived,  this  limita- 
tion would  have  excluded  Lord  Campbell, 
Lord  St.  Leonards,  Dr.  Lushington,  and 
Lord  Rutherford  ;  even  at  the  present  mo- 
ment it  will  exclude  one,  I  believe,  of  the 
Vice  Chancellors,  Sir  W.  P.  Wood  ;  Mr. 
Pemberton  Leigh,  on  whom  such  deserved 
encomiums  have  been  bestowed  ;  the  pre- 
sent law  officers  of  the  Crown,  and  the 
law  officers  of  Lord  Derby's  Government 
^-men  equal  in  character,  in  learning,  in 
independence,  and  in  ability  to  any  gentle- 
men who  ever  adorned  the  legal  profession. 
And  this  is  the  Bill  which  we  are  asked  to 
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pass  without  inquiry,  because  the  Hoaae 
of  Lords  will   accept   nothing  else  ;    be- 
cause they  will  take  no  other  means  of 
satisfying  the  expectations  of  the  people  ; 
because,  if  it  is  not  passed,  they  will  allow 
things  to  remain  as  they  are !     Again,  bj 
the  common  consent  of  all  the  witnesses 
of  authority  examined  by  the  Committee, 
three  is  an  inadequate  number  of  Judges 
for  the  new  tribunal ;    yet  three  is  the 
number  named  in  this  Bill !     I  will  not 
trouble  you  with  the  evidence  upon  this 
point  ;  it  is  sufficient  to  observe  that  the 
Solicitor- General,  Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly,  Mr. 
Roundell  Palmer,  the  Dean  of  the  Faculty, 
Mr.  Napier,  and  the  Lord  Justice  General 
of  Scotland  concur  in  the  opinion  that  five 
is  the  smallest  number  of  which  the  Court 
of  Appeal  ought  to  be  composed.     Then, 
if  you  wish  to  make  these  Judges  in  the 
last  resort,  small  in  number  but  pre-emi- 
nent in  power,  adequate  to  the  discharge 
of  their  duties,  you  ought  to  hold  out  some 
inducement  in  the  shape  of  salary  larger 
than  that  of  the  puisne  Judges  ;  yet  the 
salary  it  is  proposed    to  give    them    is 
£5,000,  exactly  that  of  a  puisne  Judge. 
I  am   now  about  to  touch  upon  a  point 
which,  considering  the  number  of  gentle- 
men of  the  legal  profession  who  are  pro- 
sent,  will,  I  am  afraid,  be  unpleasant  to 
the  House  ;  but  my  love  of  truth  compels 
me  not  to  pass  it  over.     This  Bill,  if  it 
passes,  will,  in  my  humble  judgment,  de- 
bauch both  the  Bench  and  the  Bar.  Puisne 
Judges   are  now  very  rarely  indeed  pro- 
moted to  be  the  chiefs  of  their  Courts. 
There  is  an  old  saying,  that  the  Common 
Pleas  is  the  pillow  on  which  the  Attorney- 
General  reposes  ;  it  is  his  natural  promo- 
tion,.and  no  doubt,  generally  speaking,  it 
is  better  that  the  chief  of  the  Common 
Law  Courts  should  be  selected  from  the 
Bar  than  from  the  Bench.     What  will  be 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  ?     Why,  the  Crown 
will  have  the  power  of  looking  along  the 
row  of  puisne  Judges,  and  holding  out  to 
them  the  appointment  of  Deputy  Speaker, 
a  peerage  for  life,  probably  the  expectation 
of  an  hereditary  peerage  in  reversion  ;  the 
tenure  upon  whiqh  they  hold  office,  quam* 
diu  bene  se  gesserint,  will  be  very  well  un- 
derstood, and  if  a  Deputy  Speaker  is  com- 
plaisant, a  good  voter  in  the   House  of 
Lords,  always  with  the  majority,  and  in 
favour  of  the  Minister  of  the  day,  he  maj 
hope    to  obtain    an    hereditary  peerage. 
The  Government  will  then  give  the  vacant 
place   to  some  elderly  gentleman  of  the 
bench,  who  will  not  occupy  it  very  long» 
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but  will  make  room  for  an  elfgible  succes- 
sor, also  taken  from  the  bench.     I  repeat 
that  the  effect  of  placing  such  patronage 
in  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Govemment 
will  be  to  debauch  the  bench  of  Judges. 
What  will  be  the  effect  upon  the  Bar? 
It  will  not  be  so  direct,  but  it  will  not  be 
less  palpable.     The  vacant  places  on  the 
beoch  will  be  filled  by  leaders,  the  business 
of  those  leaders  will  either  be  engrossed 
by  a  few  persons,  or  divided  among  the 
Bar,  whose  interest  it  will  therefore  be  that 
the  leaders   should  be  promoted.       The 
measure  will  thus,  I  think,  operate  unduly 
and  unfairly,' both  on  the  dignity  and  ho- 
nour of  the  Bench  and  on  the  independ- 
ence of  the  Bar.     I  have  made  this  obser- 
vation, I  hope,  without  giving  offence.    No 
man  living  honours  more  than  I  do  the  in- 
dependence, the  learning,  the  character  of 
the  Bar;   they  have  heretofore  beeu,  as 
they  are  at  present,  the  champions   of 
liberty,  and  I  regard  with  pride  and  grati- 
fication their  honourable  and  fair  promotion 
in  the  career   of  just  competition  ;    but 
when  attempts  are  made  to  throw  tempta- 
tions in  their  way  inconsistent  with  their 
honour,  I  think  these  attempts  ought  to  be 
resisted  by  the  House.     Now,  let  us  see 
what  is  the  business  which  will  be  trans- 
acted by  the  new  tribunal  to  bo  constituted 
at  this  great  cost.     We  have  before  us  a 
return  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Devonport  (Sir  Erskine  Perry), 
from  which  it  appears  that  the  causes  taken 
before  the  Court  of  ultimate  appeal  in  the 
course  of  a  year  do  not  average  more  than 
seventy,  and  do  not  occupy  more  than  four 
months  of  the  year  in  their  consideration 
and  decision.     Now,  I  think  it  would  be 
wise,  before  you  constitute  a  new  tribunal 
as  a  Court  of  ultimate  resort,  to  consider 
whether  additional  business  ought  not  to 
be  transferred  to  it.     A  grave  question 
arises  with  regard  to  the  Lords  Justices, 
a  still  graver  question  with  regard  to  the 
Committee  of  Privy   Council.      I  doubt 
whether  the  arrangement  of  a  concurrent 
appeal  or  a  double  appeal,  if  your  tri- 
bunal in  the  last  resort  is  really  satisfac- 
tory, ought  to  be  maintained.     These  are 
grave  considerations,  not  to  be  decided  in 
the  middle  of  July,  and  by  a  declaration 
of  the  House  of  Lords  that  they  will  take 
this  measure  or  nothing.     If  there  is  the 
least  spirit  in  the  House  of  Commons,  they 
will  reject  the  proposition  and  take  their 
own  time  and  their  opportunity  to  consider 
the  important  questions  it  involves.     In 
the  next  pUu^e,  has  the  appellate  business 
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for  a  considerable  time  been  satisfactorily 
transacted  by  the  House  of  Lords  as  at 
present  constituted  ?  Upon  this  point  we 
have  the  authority  of  Lord  Brougham,  of 
Lord  Cottenham,  of  Lord  St.  Leonards, 
of  Lord  Campbell,  and  of  Lord  Langdale, 
who  at  different  periods  have  all  recorded 
their  strong  and  deliberate  opinions  against 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  as  now  exer- 
cised. Most  of  these  learned  Lords,  too, 
have  proposed  remedies  for  the  evils  they 
have  pointed  oyt,  any  one  of  which  is,  in 
my  bumble  judgment,  preferable  to  the 
measure  we  are  now  discussing.  Observe, 
this  was  at  first  a  usurped  jurisdiction  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  it 
was  so  characterised  by  Lord  Hale  and  by 
Lord  Nottingham.  And  let  mo  also  say, 
in  passing,  that  it  was  not  by  the  House 
of  Lords  that  it  was  originally  exercised, 
but  by  the  King  in  the  Great  Council  of 
State,  His  Majesty,  by  writ,  summoning 
his  Privy  Councillors  to  attend  him,  and 
then,  under  their  advice,  deciding  the 
causes  in  the  presence  of  the  Lords,  but 
not  through  the  Lords.  I  should  be  wan- 
dering far  beyond  my  proper  sphere  if  in 
any  detail  I  sketched  what  should  be  done ; 
but  of  this  I  feel  certain,  that,  of  two 
things,  one  must  be  done — either  the 
House  of  Lords,  without  legislation,  and 
proprio  viaore,  must  endeavour  to  amend 
their  jurisdiction ;  or,  failing  that,  let  them 
frankly,  openly,  nobly,  and  with  a  single 
eye  to  the  pubhc  good,  entirely  abandon  a 
duty  which  they  cannot  satisfactorily  dis- 
charge. This  is  no  suggestion  of  mine  ; 
it  has  been  made  by  some  of  the  high  au- 
thorities whom  I  have  enumerated.  It  is 
quite  competent  for  the  other  House,  with- 
out our  intervention,  to  amend  their  juris- 
diction. I  believe  they  have  the  power  of 
summoning  to  their  aid,  not  only  the  com- 
mon law  Judges,  but  the  equity  Judges 
and  the  members  of  the  Judicial  Commit- 
tee of  Privy  Council.  Why,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  each  session,  should  not  all 
the  causes  entered  for  hearing  be  classified 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  common  law 
appeals  be  sent  to  a  committee  of  common 
law  Judges  and  certain  Privy  Councillors, 
the  equity  causes  to  the  equity  Judges  and 
also  certain  Privy  Councillors,  the  Scotch 
appeals  distributed  to  certain  Judges  and 
the  Lord  Justice  General  and  the  Lord 
Justice  Clerk,  both  of  whom  are  now  Privy 
Councillors?  and  even  two  more  of  the 
Scotch  Judges  might  with  great  propriety 
be  made  Privy  Councillors.  The  dele- 
gation must  be  outside  the  House  of  Lords 
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— in  the  Painted  Chamber,  for  instance — 
the  Lord  Chancellor  always  presiding,  and 
a  certain  number  of  Judges  hearing  the 
causes  and  having  voices.  Lord  St.  Leo- 
nards  says  that  nothing  can  be  more  dero- 
gatory to  the  science  of  the  law  than  de- 
bates upon  the  law  itself,  in  public,  between 
the  Judges,  What  takes  place  in  the 
Painted  Chamber  in  regard  to  the  report 
need  not  be  known  except  from  the  report 
itself  and  the  conclusion  come  to ;  it  should 
be  reported  to  the  Housqf  from  the  wool- 
sack as  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, and  when  adopted  by  the  House  it 
would  stand  the  final  judgment  of  the  House 
of  Peers.  Some  such  measure  as  I  have 
thus  faintly  shadowed  out  is  within  the  com- 
petence of  the  House  of  Lords  without  new 
legislation.  If  that  is  not  sufficient,  I  know 
of  no  remedy  within  themselves  likely  to 
lead  to  a  more  satisfactory  solution,  and 
nothing  therefore  will  remain  for  them  but, 
as  I  have  said,  to  surrender  their  jurisdic- 
tion. Of  this,  however,  I  am  sure,  this 
matter  cannot  continue  to  go  on  as  it  does 
now — the  public,  the  profession  will  not 
allow  it.  The  House  of  Lords  is  an  as- 
sembly of  politicians,  and  your  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  ex-Chancellors  come  together 
every  evening  to  debate,  and  that,  too, 
sometimes  with  great  bitterness;  your  keen 
law  Lords  are  often  as  keen  politicians ; 
and  it  would  be  really  curious  to  see  how 
they  meet  each  other,  after  an  angry  de- 
bate in  the  House  of  Lords,  to  agree  the 
following  morning  on  their  legal  judgments. 
We  know  how  they  agree — they  have  come 
together  to  debate  their  judicial  decisions 
in  the  presence  of  the  public.  Even  Lord 
St.  Leonards — who  in  bis  most  able  work 
on  real  property  gives  it  as  his  opinion 
that  to  the  science  of  the  law  nothing  is 
so  injurious  as  open  debates  among  Judges 
on  the  law — was  the  first  to  break  through 
his  own  rule  in  a  learned  argument  which 
he  himself  conducted  in  the  House  of 
Lords  with  singular  ability  and  remarkable 
astuteness.  I  cannot  consistently  with  my 
duty  forbear  to  mention  certain  prominent 
cases,  although  some  of  them  have  already 
been  alluded  to,  wherein  the  action  of  po- 
litical influences  was  quite  apparent.  There 
was  the  celebrated  O'Connell  case,  to  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ennis- 
killen  referred,  having  himself  been  coun- 
sel in  it  for  Mr.  O'Connell.  The  opinion  of 
nine  of  the  common  law  Judges  was  taken 
on  that  case.  Seven  were  in  favour  of  a 
conviction,  two  were  against  it.  The  ques- 
tion came  to  be  decided  by  the  law  Lords 
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alone.    I  do  not  see  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Suffolk  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  in  his 
place,  but  he  was  also  counsel  for  Mr. 
O'Connell.     I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
by  reading  the  evidence  he  gave  before 
the  Committee  of  the   House  of  Lords. 
He  gave  it  as  his  deliberate  and  confident 
opinion  that,  if  that  case  had  been  the  case 
of  any  ordinary  individual — an  operative 
mechanic,  for  example — judgment  would 
have  been  pronounced  the  other  way.  Vice- 
chancellor  Stuart,  in  his  evidence,  also 
stated  the  opinion  of  my  late  lamented  and 
sincere  Friend,  Sir  William  FoUett,  who 
once  expressed   his   conviction    that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  impaired  their  juris- 
diction to  a  degree  which  could  never  be 
restored,  by  the  law  Lords  failing  on  that 
occasion  to  put  aside  every  political  bias 
which  npight  have  existed  in  their  minds, 
and  to  do  what  he  believed  was  their  duty 
— namely,  to  sustain  the  decision  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Judges.    Another  remarkable 
case  was  that  of  the  Irish  mixed  marriages. 
It  was  argued  in  Ireland,  and  ten  out  of 
twelve  of  the  Judges  pronounced  their  opi- 
nion.    It  was  brought  to  the  House  of 
Lords  ;  the  English  Judges  were  called  in, 
and  they  unanimously  coucurred  with  their 
ten  Irish  brethren.  What  happened  in  that 
case?     By  a  mere  chance — ^a  pure  acci- 
dent— that  judgment,  so  sustained  by  the 
concurrence    of    the    English    and  Irish 
Judges,  was  upheld  indeed  by  the  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  how  up- 
held?     There  was  an  equality  of  voices 
on    each    side,   among    the    law    Lords, 
and  no  judgment   was   delivered  at  all. 
So  that  literally  that  decision  was  a  mat- 
ter of  chance.     A  more  recent  example 
was  the  decision  in  the  Bridgewater  will 
case,  which  was  heard  before  the  Lord 
Chancellor.     Eleven  of  the  Judges  were 
called  in  to  hear  the  appeal,  nine  of  whom 
agreed  with  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  yet  the 
judgment  which   that  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  the  head  of  the  law,  delivered  in  his 
own  court,  although  it  was  supported  by  ct 
most  able  argument  and  backed  bj  sacH 
an  array  of  judicial  authorities  as  I  haire 
named,   was   ultimately  reversed  by  tho 
voice  of  four  ex- Chancellors.     The  Scotcb 
cases   are  more  remarkable  still.      Ad«1 
this  Bill  does  not  profess  to  provide  an^r 
remedy   whatever  for    them.      An    hot^. 
Friend    of   mine    has  presumed    that     ^ 
Scotch  Judge  will  be  elevated — if  elevcw^ 
tion  it  can  be  called — to  a  life  peerage  ^ 
and  made  one  of  the  Deputy  Speakers. 
But,  if  you  are  reduced  to  that  necessity^ 
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what  wOl  English  and  Irish  suitors  say  to 
this  Scotch-law  deputy,  trained  in  a  law 
other  than  that  which  he  will  htL%e  to  ad- 
minister, deciding,  with  a  voice  equal  to 
one-third  of  the  highest  Court  of  Appeal, 
on   the  law    of   England   touching    pro- 
perty, and  touching  property,  too,  in  its 
most  sensitive  parts,  and  in  the  last  re- 
sort?     This  Bill  leaves  it  open  for  the 
Crown  to  appoint  a  Scotch  lawyer;   hut 
with  that  single  and,  I  must  say,  douhtful 
exception,  it  wholly  passes  hy  the  ques- 
tion as  to  Scotch  appeals.     What,  then,  is 
tho  mode  in  which  justice  is  administered 
in  regard  to  Scotch  cases?      It  is  well 
known  that  Lord  Erskine,  in  his  place  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  from  the  wool- 
sack, when  he  had  heen  elevated  to  the 
great  seal,  frankly  and  openly  avowed  be- 
fore the  assembled  Peers,  and  in  the  face 
of  the  country,  that  he  knew  about  as 
much  of  the  law  of  Scotland  as  he  did 
of  the  law  of  Mexico.      I  do  not  believe 
a  more  honest,  upright  man,  ever  filled 
the   seat  of  justice   than  the  late  Lord 
Traro.     He  possessed  that  quality — more 
precious  even  than  learning  in  a  Judge — 
the  strongest  possible  love  of  justice.     He 
was  not  ashamed  to  do  what  few  men  had 
the  moral  courage  to  do — namely,  to  own 
his  imperfect  knowledge  of  certain  branches 
of  the  Law,  when  justice  was  at  stake. 
He  sat  alone,  by  a  sad  compulsion,  for 
a  whole  Session  to  hear  Scotch  appeals; 
and  it  is  recorded  of  him,  that  when  he 
first  sat  to   hear  a  question  relating  to 
Scotch  entails  he  wished  to  take  home  an 
elementary  treatise  to  inform  his  mind  on 
the  branch  of  the  law  on  which  he  was 
called  upon  to  decide,  having  practised  all 
his  life  at  common  law.     [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :   It  was  an  Irish,  not  a  Scotch  case.] 
Even  if  that  were  so,  the  argument  to  be 
drawn  from  it  was  much  the  same.     Lord 
Truro  was  sitting  in  equity,  and  all  his 
life  he  had  been  a  common  lawyer.     Lord 
Tmro  for  an  entire  Session  beard  all  the 
Scotch  appeals,  and  such  was  his  sense  of 
justice  that  he  never  pronounced  a  single 
judgment.     What  is  the  bearing  of  this 
on  the  administration  of  justice  in  this 
class   of  cases?     The  Lord   Justice  Ge- 
neral— the  highest  authority — says   that 
the  appeals  mainly  rest  on  speculation  as 
to  the  chances  of  the  tribunal  at  the  par- 
ticular time.    The  Lord  Advocate  told  the 
Hoase  of  Lords'  Committee  that  he  had 
heard  stated  at  the  bar  of  that  House,  as 
being  the  law  of  Scotland,  that  which  would 
never  iittve  been  uttered  by  tbe  youngest 


counsel  at  the  Scottish  Bar  ;  and  the  Dean 
of  Faculty  says,  that  when  be  is  consulted 
by  Scotch  clients  on  the  propriety  of  an 
appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords,  he  does  not 
look  in  the  least  to  the  merits  of  the  case, 
but  speculates  on  the  light  in  which  it  will 
be  viewed  by  English  lawyers.  Rabelais 
relates  that  there  was  a  certain  Chancellor 
who  for  twenty  years  pronounced  judg- 
ments to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the 
people,  which  were  regarded  as  perfectly 
consistent  with  justice  and  redundant  with 
learning — that  he  kept  his  own  counsel, 
however,  about  the  peculiarity  of  his  pro- 
cedure ;  but  the  mode  in  which  he  had 
administered  justice  at  length  transpired, 
when  it  was  found  that,  having  always  re- 
tired to  his  closet  before  delivering  his  de- 
cisions, he  there  fixed  arbitrarily  upon  two 
numbers  to  correspond  with  each  view  of 
the  case,  and  then,  taking  a  dice-box  into 
his  hand,  he  would  cast  the  die  and  give 
his  judgment  according  to  the  numbers 
that  ho  turned  up.  This  is  the  mode  in 
which  appeals  have  been  virtually  con- 
ducted in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  which 
we  are  this  day  asked  to  sanction.  They 
certainly  do  not  decide  appeals  by  lot,  but 
a  tribunal  in  which  chance  or  party  feeling 
thus  prevails,  in  these  days  is  disgraceful 
to  the  country  in  which  we  live.  I  am 
ashamed  of  the  extent  to  which  I  have 
occupied  the  time  of  the  House.  Hitherto 
the  inquiry  has  been  instituted  by  the 
House  of  Lords  alone,  but  I  am  one  of 
those  who  think  that  a  reformatory  pro- 
cess can  seldom  be  safely  intrusted  to 
those  who  have  to  reform  themselves.  The 
case  is  one  in  which  the  intervention  of  a 
second  body  will  be  most  useful,  and  I  do 
think  that  inquiry  into  the  appellate  juris- 
diction in  the  last  resort  will  most  profit- 
ably employ  our  attention.  What  evil  can 
result  from  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  ?  The 
Session  is  drawing  to  a  close,  and  this 
jurisdiction  will  not  be  exercised  until  we 
meet  again.  There  is,  therefore,  ample 
time  for  further  consideration.  I  have  not 
only  resisted  the  measure,  but  I  have  pre- 
sumed, not  on  my  own  authority,  but  on 
the  authority  of  those  by  whom  I  think  I 
have  been  well  advised,  to  sketch  a  mode 
by  which  the  House  of  Lords  themselves 
may,  without  the  intervention  of  this 
House,  improve  their  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion. But  again  I  say,  if  legislation  is 
necessary  let  us  begin  de  novo,  and  care- 
fully investigate  how  an  efficient  and  satis- 
factory tribunal  can  be  constituted.  Either 
for  rejection  or  delay  I  cannot  hesitate  to 
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was  the  traditional  respect  in  which  the 
jarisdiction   of  the  House  of  Lords  was 
neld  80  utterly  baseless  that  no  advantage 
whatever  was  to  be  derived  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  from  the  high  dignity 
with  which  it  was   associated   by  being 
united  to  one  great  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature?     Did    the  independence  of    the 
judicial  system  gain  nothing  by  having  its 
root  and  fountain-head  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  where  unquestionably  it  was  unas- 
sailable by  corruption  or  by  the  influence 
of  the  Crown,  and  where  it  was  brought 
into  immediate  and  close  contact  with  the 
legislative  power,  so  that  the  same  Judges 
who  administered  justice  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  might  also  suggest  acts  of  the  Le- 
gislature to  correct  any  defects  or  errors  in 
the  law  ?    He  confessed  he  could  not  divest 
himself  of  the  notion  that  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  did  gain  something  in  dig- 
nity, independence,  and  stability  from  its 
association  with  the  House  of  Lords ;  and 
he  believed,  also,  that  the  opinion  which 
had  so  long  prevailed  was  not  unfounded, 
which  supposed  that  the  House  of  Lords 
gained  something  of  dignity,  honour,  inde- 
pendence, and  stability  from  its  association 
with  the  administration  of  justice.     And, 
without  pressing  that  consideration  for  one 
moment  to  a  point  which  would  make  it 
interfere  with  the  due  administration  of 
justice,  he  was  unable  to  prevail  on  him- 
self so  far  to  disregard  it  as  to  avoid  asking 
this  question.     If  it  be  possible  to  esta- 
blish a  satisfactory  court  of  final  appeal  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  consistently  with  con- 
stitutional principle  and  the  interests  of  the 
country,  would  it  not  be  as  well — would  it 
not  be  better — to  do  so,  rather  than  to  anni- 
hilate all  the  prestige  of  centuries  and  all  the 
traditional  respect  which  the  country  had 
been  accustomed  to  feel  for  the  jurisdic- 
tion so  exercised,  for  the  sake  of  attempt- 
ing some  new  experiment  the  success  of 
which  no  one  could  foretell  ?     He  thought 
it  better  to  try  improvement  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  rather  than  venture  on  a  course 
of  mere  experiment  without  any  necessity 
which  he  was  able  to  perceive.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  addressed 
the  House  in  a  very  powerful  speech,  full 
of  topics  calculated  to  a6fect  its  decision. 
Ho  was  not  quite  sure  that  all  those  topics 
were    equally  germane    to  the   essential 
merits  of  the  question.     His   right  hon. 
Friend   had   urged   objections   to  details, 
many  of  which  were  well  founded  ;  but  he 
thought  it  was  not  necessary  to  refer  to 
them  upon  the   question   of  giving  this 
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Bill  a   second  reading.     His  right  hon. 
Friend  objected,  in  the  first  place,  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  question  of  life  peer- 
ages was  dealt  with  by  this  Bill;  and,  in 
the    second    place,   he  objected    to    the 
measure  as  giving  a  legislative  recogni- 
tion to  the  fiction  involved  in  the  present 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords.     Some 
hon.  Grentlemen  had  objected  that  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown,  with  regard  to  the 
creation  of  life  peerages,  would  be  invaded 
by  the  Bill,  while  others  maintained  that 
the  measure  would  open  the  door  to  the 
creation  and  extension  of  such  peerages. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  his  argument,  used  both  these 
objections,  but   he  seemed  to  throw  his 
own  opinion  into  the  scale  in   favour  of 
the  second.     He  (Mr.  R.  Palmer)  had  not 
been   persuaded   by  anything   which  had 
occurred  in  the  House  of  Lords  or  else- 
where to  entertain  a  doubt  that  the  Crown 
did  possess  the  prerogative  of  creating  life 
peerages.     Indeed,   until  the  recent  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  he  was  not  aware  that  any  doubt 
on  the  subject  had  been  expressed  by  any 
high  legal  authority,  hot  numerous  writers 
of  authority,  both  ancient  and   modern, 
had  affirmed  that  the   Crown  possessed 
such  a  power ;  while  as  for  the  distinction 
of  a  peer  with,  and  a  peer  without,  a  right  to 
take  his  seat  and  vote  in  the  House  of  Lords 
(no  personal  disability  being  in  question), 
such  an  anomaly  was  never  heard  of  before 
the  case  of  the  creation  of  Lord  Wensley- 
dale.     One  noble  Lord,  whose  voice  had 
not  been  least  loud  in  the  debate  against 
the  creation  of   Lord  Wensleydale,  had, 
when  exercising  a  function  which  he  (Mr. 
Palmer)  supposed  he  ought  to  call  judiciaU 
in  the  case  of  the  Devon  Peerage,  aflirmed 
with  the  most  undoubting  and  decided  con- 
viction that  the  Crown  had  the  power  of 
creating  life  peerages,  and  he  went  on  to 
say  that  there  was  great  reason  for  belieT- 
ing  that  the  Crown  had  the  power  to  crcato 
a  peer  during  another  man's  life.     That 
noble   Lord  had  unquestionably  chan^d 
his  opinion ;    but  down  to  the  time  when 
the  Crown  was  advised  to  exercise    tbe 
prerogative  in  the  case  of  Lord  Wensley- 
dale, he  (Mr.  R.  Palmer)  was  not  aware 
that  either  the  noble  Lord  to  wbom    he 
referred,  or  any  other  legal  authority  of 
eminence,  had  ever  entertained  any  serious 
doubt  upon  the  subject.     There  was  g^reat 
doubt  whether  the  passage  which  had  been 
referred  to,  as  expressing  the  opinion  of 
Mr.  Hargrave,  did  embody  the  riewa    of 
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that  gentleman ;  but,  at  all  events,  much 
higher  aathorities  had  affirmed  without 
hesitation  the  existence  of  thd  prerogative. 
He  thought  it  was  impossible  for  any  one 
who  had  studied  the  history  of  the  pre- 
rogatiTO  of  the  Crown,  with  regard  to 
peerages,  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that 
the  Crown  did  not  possess  the  power  of 
creating  life  peerages.  The  late  Mar- 
quess of  Londonderiy  sat  in  the  House 
of  Lords  as  Earl  Vane,  and  what  was 
the  nature  of  hb  title  ?  It  was  an  earl- 
dom^  limited  to  him  for  his  life,  with 
remainder  not  to  his  eldest  son,  not  to 
heirs  male  of  his  body,  but  to  heirs  male 
of  his  second  marriage ;  and  if  the  pre- 
sent dowager  Marchioness  had  died  during 
Lord  Londonderry's  life,  without  leaving 
male  issue.  Lord  Londonderry  would  either 
have  been  excluded  from  the  House  of 
Lords  upon  the  principle  which  had  lately 
been  laid  down,  or  he  would  have  been  an 
instance  of  a  person  holding  a  peerage  for 
life  which  could  not  by  possibility  devolve 
upon  any  of  his  descendants.  That  was 
not  the  only  example  of  the  same  kind. 
Whatever  might  have  been  the  policy  or 
prodence  of  ^e  advice  given  to  the  Crown 
in  the  case  of  the  Wensleydale  Peerage, 
he  thought  no  one  could  doubt  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  in  giving  his  advice,  had 
been  influenced  solely  by  a  desire  to  apply 
a  remedy  to  the  very  evil  which  this  Bill 
was  intended  to  meet.  He  (Mr.  R.  Pal- 
mer) might  be  asked  whether  he  did  not 
object  to  this  measure  on  the  ground  that 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  was  invaded 
by  the  limitation  which  the  Bill  by  implica- 
tion, though  perhaps  not  expressly,  placed 
npon  the  exercise  of  that  prerogative.  He 
did  not  think  that,  because  a  prerogative 
exbted,  it  should  not  be  in  the  power  of 
Parliament  to  limit  that  prerogative,  or 
that  it  might  not  be  wise  on  the  part  of 
the  Crown  to  consent  to  such  limitation, 
when  the  measure  might  be  deemed  politic, 
or  for  the  public  advantage.  The  differ- 
ence of  opinion  which  had  arisen  upon  this 
svbjeet,  and  the  absence  of  any  known 
legal  remedy  which  the  Crown  could  apply 
to  assert  its  prerogative  against  tbe  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Lords,  seemed  to  him 
to  reduce  the  practical  question  to  this — 
whether,  if  there  were  any  substantial 
objects,  beneficial  to  the  public,  for  which 
the  pmog^tive  ought,  within  certain  limits, 
to  be  supported  and  maintained,  and  if  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  could  concur  in  main- 
taining that  prerogative  within  such  limits, 
there  was  any  valid  reason  why  the  Crown 


should  be  advised  to  object  to  the  limita- 
tion of  its  prerogative.  The  very  novelty 
of  the  question,  and  the  doubts  which 
existed  on  the  subject,  were  reasons  why 
the  limitation  of  the  prerogative  might 
advantageously  and  expediently  be  de- 
clared by  Parliament.  No  one  who 
maintained  the  existence  of  this  prero- 
gative on  the  part  of  the  Crown  had,  so 
far  as  he  was  aware,  thought  that  it  would 
be  for  the  public  advantage  to  exercise  it 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  invade,  to  subvert, 
and  to  undermine  the  hereditary  character 
of  the  peerage.  The  Crown  had  been 
advised  to  exercise  the  prerogative,  with 
the  view  of  meeting  a  practical  difficulty, 
and  it  was  only  on  that  account  that  any 
importance  was  attached  to  the  question. 
When  the  union  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  took  place,  the  prerogative 
of  tbe  Crown  with  regard  to  the  creation 
of  Irish  peers  was  limited  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  that  was  also  the  case  when 
Scotland  was  united  with  this  country. 
The  law  with  respect  to  the  right  of 
Bishops  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords  had, 
of  late  years,  been  altered,  and  Bishops 
who,  formerly,  when  they  were  appointed 
by  the  Crown,  could,  by  virtue  of  their 
appointment  and  consecration,  take  their 
seats  in  that  assembly,  were,  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  deprived  of  the  privi- 
lege. There  was,  therefore,  nothing  un- 
constitutional in  dealing  with  a  question  of 
this  nature  by  act  of  Parliament.  If  tbe 
House  considered  that  the  practical  value 
of  the  prerogative  was  to  enable  the  Crown 
to  supply  the  House  of  Lords  with  an  ade- 
quate amount  of  judicial  power,  while  it 
was  not  desirable  that  the  prerogative 
should  be  exercised  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  destroy  or  undermine  the  principle  of  an 
hereditary  peerage,  he  thought  it  would 
be  wise  and  salutary  to  uphold  the  prero- 
gative within  some  such '  limits  as  those 
contemplated  by  this  Bill,  and  to  put  an 
end  to  all  further  dispute  by  restraining 
the  prerogative  for  the  future  within 
those  regulated  limits.  Such  a  course 
seemed  to  him  to  meet  the  objection  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Gra- 
ham)— that  the  Bill  would  tend  to  un- 
dermine the  hereditary  character  of  the 
peerage,  and  to  introduce  the  novel  prac- 
tice of  creating  life  peerages.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  that  when  lawyers  were 
created  life  peers  an  onward  movement 
would  take  place,  and  that  naval  and  mili- 
tary officers  and  politicians  would  be  ele- 
vated to  a  similar  dignity.    He  (Mr.  B. 
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Palmer)  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  not  justified  in  assuming  that 
this  Bill  which  limited,  regulated,  and  re- 
stricted the  prerogative,  preventing  its  as- 
sertion except  in  the  case  of  persons  called 
to  the  House  of  Lords  to  fill  certain  judi- 
cial offices,  and  which  they  were  told  would 
confer  an  unenviahle  honour  upon  men,  at 
whom  the  finger  of  scorn  would  conse- 
quently he  pointed,  would  induce  persons 
who  might  attain  distinction  in  the  army, 
in  the  nary,  or  as  statesmen,  to  desire  the 
position  of  peers  for  life.  He  (Mr.  R. 
Palmer)  helieved  there  was  no  cause  for 
alarm  on  that  ground.  If  there  was  any 
danger  that  life  peerages  would  he  ex- 
tensively created  this  Bill  was  a  most  salu- 
tary measure,  for  it  restricted  the  exercise 
of  the  prerogative.  It  was  his  conviction 
that  DO  persons  would  accept  life  peerages 
except  upon  the  ground  that  such  peerages 
were  more  desirable  for  themselves  than 
hereditary  peerages.  He  thought  no  man 
— whether  a  lawyer  or  a  person  in  any 
other  position — was  justified  in  accepting 
an  hereditary  peerage  merely  because  it 
was  the  object  of  his  ambition  to  "  build 
up  an  immortal  name,"  if  with  that  name 
he  could  not  transmit  to  his  children  and 
descendants  adequate  means  for  supporting 
its  dignity  and  honour.  Unless  those 
means  existed  the  descendants  of  such  a 
man  would  not  look  back  with  gratitude 
or  respect  to  the  founder  of  their  family, 
but  they  would  wish  that  his  ambition  had 
been  more  moderate,  and  that  he  had  been 
content  with  honours  which  he  might  him- 
self have  supported  with  becoming  splen- 
dour, but  which  they  were  unable  properly 
to  sustain.  A  court  of  appeal  must  be 
composed  substantially  of  lawyers,  and  if 
that  court  was  to  he  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  he  thought  it  should  be,  then 
means  must  be  taken  to  remove  every  im- 
pediment to  the  supply  of  lawyers  of  ade- 
quate attainments  and  numbers.  But  did 
experience  warrant  them  in  believing  that 
they  could  always  command  the  adequate 
number  of  lawyers  in  a  condition  to  accept 
hereditary  peerages  ?  He  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  that  it  was  probably 
not  true  that  the  legitimate  emoluments  of 
the  profession  were  less  in  the  present  day 
than  in  former  times.  The  habits  and  tastes 
of  society  now  were  perhaps  more  expensive 
than  formerly,  and  therefore  there  were 
not  the  same  chances  of  accumulation;  but 
one  reason  why  enormous  fortunes  were 
made  in  former  times  and  were  not  likely 
to  be  made  now  was,  that  in  other  days 
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they  were  not  solely  made  by  the  legiti- 
mate emoluments  of  the  profession.  Those 
were  the  days  of  large  and  extraordinary 
emoluments,  when  Lord  Chancellors  and 
other  high  judicial  officers  enjoyed  very 
great  salaries,  and  when  immense  fortunes 
were  made  in  a  short  time  in  very  irregu- 
lar ways.  All  these  irregular  ways  were 
cut  off  now,  and  all  that  was  done  must 
be  by  the  regular  road  of  honest  labour. 
This  was  an  improvement  of  our  times, 
but  one  consequence  of  the  improvement 
was  that  we  did  not  find  many  professional 
men  building  up  fortunes  adequate  enough 
to  sustain  the  expenses  and  dignity  of  the 
hereditary  peerage.  If  there  were  cases 
of  persons  with  sufficient  means  *there  was 
no  reason  against  giving  them  hereditary 
peerages  ;  but  who  could  count  up  the 
number  of  legal  peerages  that  had  heen 
created  during  the  last  sixty  or  seventy 
years,  and  say  that  there  were  adequate 
fortunes  in  connection  with  them  ?  Who 
could  fail  to  see  that  it  would  have  been  a 
better  thing  for  many  of  those  families  if 
their  ancestors  had  not  been  raised  to  tho 
hereditary  peerage,  and  that  it  was  no  ad- 
vantage to  the  hereditary  peerage  to  have 
such  members  among  them  ?  In  very  recent 
times  only  one  colossal  fortune  had  been 
made  by  a  lawyer — he  meant  that  of  Lord 
Eldon.  The  result  was  that  wise  and  mo- 
derate men,  who  acted  host  for  themselves 
and  their  posterity,  though  they  might  be 
possessed  of  means  ample  enough  to  sup- 
port their  personal  dignity  in  their  life- 
time, and  who  might  be  the  ornaments  of 
their  profession,  would  always  be  found,  in 
such  a  state  of  things,  reluctant  (if  they 
were  likely  to  leave  successors  behind  them) 
to  accept  the  hereditary  peerage.  If  we 
were  to  have  the  choice  of  the  best  men 
in  the  profession,  some  means  must  be 
found  of  obviating  this  difficulty;  and  that 
was  the  reason  why  a  remedy  was  lately 
sought.  But  he  took  the  liberty  of  saying 
that  the  remedy,  even  if  Lord  Wensley- 
dale's  creation  had  been  accepted  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  must  have  been  imper- 
fect, because  we  wanted  not  only  the 
presence  in  that  House  of  a  greater 
number  of  persons  conversant  with  the 
law,  but  also  persons  who  would  he  bound 
to  give  a  constant,  regular,  formal,  fo£S- 
cial  attendance  in  the  House  of  Lords 
for  the  performance  of  the  required  duties. 
That  could  not  be  done  unless  the  prin- 
ciple of  salary  was  adopted,  and  that  was 
included  in  the  principle  of  the  measure 
before  the  House.    The  Bill  he  regarded  as 
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dofeetiTe  in  its  details.  For  instance,  the 
number  of  the  fixed  judicial  body  appeared 
to  bim  too  small,  and  their  salaries  in- 
adequate. He  thought  if  they  were  going 
to  do  the  thing  at  all,  it  should  be  done 
well.  They  should  not  have  a  petty  mea- 
sure that  would  make  it  necessary  to  come 
to  Parliament  again.  He  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  if  the  Bill  passed  with  only 
two  Judges,  whose  salaries  wero  not  to 
exceed  those  of  puisne  Judges,  it  would 
run  a  great  risk  of  proving  a  miserable 
failure.  He  supported  the  second  reading 
on  this  ground — that  the  Bill  went  ou 
the  principle  of  forming  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  as  an  integral  part  of  that 
House,  and  therefore  no  fiction  (or  not 
more  a  fiction  than  the  existing  jurisdic- 
tion), a  tribunal  which  should  bo  found 
sufficient  to  perform  all  the  duties  of  a 
final  Conrt  of  Appeal.  That  was  the  prin- 
ciple in  which  he  concurred,  but  he  ob- 
jected to  some  of  the  details.  Those  who 
framed  it  thought,  and  he  did  not,  that 
two  Judges  would  be  enough.  They 
thought,  and  he  did  not,  that  salaries  of 
£5,000  would  be  enough ;  but  these  were 
points  to  be  considered  in  Committee  either 
in  the  present  or  in  another  Session,  and 
therefore  this  was  not  the  time  to  enter 
minutely  upon  those  points.  He  took  the 
main  principle  of  tho  Bill  to  be  that  they 
should  retain,  and  improve,  and  provide 
for  the  efficiency  of,  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
the  House  of  Lords ;  and  on  that  ground 
alone  be  gave  it  his  support. 

Mb.  collier  said,  until  there  was  a 
responsible  Minister,  and  Government  came 
forward  with  a  definite  policy  of  law  reform, 
by  which  they  would  be  willing  to  stand  or 
fall,  it  would  be  in  rain  to  expect  any  mea- 
sures of  law  reform  that  would  be  per- 
fectly satisfactory.  The  opposers  of  the 
Bill  had  shown  themselves  remarkably 
barren  of  suggestions  of  improvement. 
None  of  the  opponents  appeared  to  be 
sgreed  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done. 
They  admitted  that  matters  were  intoler* 
able,  bnt  they  totally  disagreed  as  to  the 
fitting  remedy.  The  proposition  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  Bowyer)  was  quite  untenable,  as  he 
proposed  to  take  Common  Pleas  and  Ex- 
chequer Judges,  and  with  their  aid  to  form 
a  Conrt  of  Appeal.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tavistock  (Mr.  K.  Phillimore), 
was  too  ssgacious  to  adopt  such  a  scheme, 
and  he  contented  himself  with  saying  that 
the  House  of  Lords  ought  to  reform  itself; 
bnt  lie  did  not  state  how.     That  was  the 


whole  case  of  the  opposition.  Here,  how- 
ever, in  the  Bill  was  a  practical  remedy  for 
an  admitted  grievance.  At  present  they 
had  an  uncertain  tribunal,  and  one  that 
could  not  be  depended  upon.  This  Bill  con- 
stituted three  Judges,  whose  attendance 
should  be  regular,  and  whose  attendance 
might  be  depended  upon  by  suitors — an 
improvement  of  the  greatest  practical  im- 
portance. The  Bill  proposed  that  the 
Jurisdiction  of  tho  House  of  Lords  should 
be  co-extensive  in  duration  with  the  sit- 
tings of  the  courts  from  which  the  appeals 
were  made — that  was  also  another  most 
important  improvement.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  the  Bill  was  capable  of  still 
further  improvement,  and  if  tho  Solicitor 
General's  opinion  had  been  attended  to, 
the  Bill  would  have  been  made  more  per- 
fect. The  Solicitor  General's  suggestions 
before  the  Committee  ought  to  be  embo- 
died in  the  Bill,  and  if  no  one  else  made 
the  proposition,  he  should  propose  that 
those  suggestions  be  embodied  in  it  in 
Committee.  It  was  not  too  late  to  em- 
body the  suggestions  of  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral with  reference  to  a  permanent 
Committee,  and  to  the  power  of  summon- 
ing all  the  Judges  of  law  and  equity, 
in  case  of  need.  The  Solicitor  General 
had  grappled  with  all  the  difficulties, 
and  had  shown  it  was  possible  to  deal 
with  business  transacted  not  only  by  the 
House  of  Lords  but  by  the  Privy  Council. 
If  these  suggestions  wero  adopted  the  Bill 
would  work  well,  and  be  found  a  practical 
remedy  for  existing  grievances.  He  should 
support  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
propose  Amendments  in  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORB  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  Bill  to  be  both  dangerous  and 
unconstitutional,  and  containing  a  compro- 
mise which  rather  eluded  than  met  ad- 
mitted evils.  If  there  was  one  argument 
stronger  than  another  against  the  Bill  it  was 
the  necessity  of  separating  tho  judicial  and 
legislative  functions ;  but  this  union  had 
been  put  forward  by  one  hon.  Member  as 
the  strongest  argument  in  favour  of  this 
Bill.  This  power  of  exercising  an  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction  was  a  mere  usurpation 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords.  In 
the  time  of  Charles  I.  the  House  of  Lords 
made  a  desperate  attempt  to  acquire  the 
judicial  function  in  the  case  of  '*  Skinner 
against  the  East  India  Company,"  but 
in  that  attempt  they  wero  defeated.  In 
the  time  of  Charles  II.  the  power  of  appeal 
to  the  House  of  Lords  was  resisted,  and 
by  no  man  more  earnestly  than  by  Lord 
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Hale,  and  it  was  not  finallj  established  i 
till  his  death.     The  way  in  which  the 
power  of  appeal  became   rested   in  the 
House    of   Lords  was    this: — After  the 
death  of  Lord  Hale  the  Crown  issued  a 
writ  to  certain  members  of  the  House  of 
Lords — members  of  the  Privy  Council — 
authorising  them  to  decide   upon  certain 
oases.    The  jealousy  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons  was  thereby  aroused,   and,  rather 
than  that  the  King  should  have  the  power 
of  appointing  a  Court  of  Appeal,  they  ac- 
quiesced in  what  was  undoubtedly  a  usurp- 
ation on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  same  objection  had  been  made  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Anne.     Sir  W.  Temple 
said  that  he  had  not  heard  any  part  of  the 
British  constitution  so  much  complained 
of  as  the  judicial  functions  exercised  by 
the  House  of  Lords.     The  same  power 
was  complained  of  by  Sir  Edward  Sugden 
(the  present  Lord  St.  Leonards)  in  1841 ; 
and  now  it  was  even  complained  of  by  the 
House  of  Lords  themselves,  who  had  re- 
ported that  they  were  inadequate  to  the 
discharge    of    their    functions.      In    his 
opinion,  the  only  effectual  remedy  would 
be  to  remove  the  appellate  jurisdiction 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  to  consti- 
tute a  supreme  court  of  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion, composed  of  tho  most  consummate 
lawyers,  which  would  command  the  respect 
and  confidence  of  the  country.     To  show 
that  there  was  no  peculiar  sanctity  in  the 
claim  of  the  House  of  Lords,  he  would 
refer  to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hallam,  which 
directly  negatived  the  claim  of  the  House 
of  Peers.     They  had  a  measure  before 
them  adequate  for  its  purpose,  and  if  the 
House  of  Lords  neglected  its  functions, 
it  was  no  reason  why  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  neglect  theirs.     The  Houso 
of  Commons,  though  willing  to  give  any 
sum  of  money  for  an   efficient  tribunal, 
objected  to  spend  money  for  an  inefficient 
object.     If  you  took  away  the  functions 
from  lay  Lords  which  they  did  not  really 
possess,  they  would  only  be  taking  away 
that  which  they  could  not  properly  exer- 
cise.    It  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
constitute  a  tribunal  that  should  be  efficient, 
not  for  a  few  years,  but  for  all  time.    With 
regard  to  the  power  of  the  Crown  to  create 
life  peerages,  he  did  not  consider  that  to 
be  the  proper  time  for  discussing  the  ques- 
tion.    He  would,  however,  observe  that  if 
James  II.,  in  his  time,  had  asserted  the 
power  of  creating  life  peerages,  in  all  pro- 
bability the  House  of  Lords  would  have 
been  swamped  and  his  crown  would  have 
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been  saved  ;  bat  notwithstanding  the  ar- 
bitrary power  generally  exercised  by  that 
monarch,  he  never  assumed  the  preroga- 
tive of  creating  life  peerages.  He  thought 
it  most  impolitic  and  unwise  to  empower 
the  same  men  to  exercise  both  the  judicial 
and  political  functions — for  it  must  be 
remembered  that  these  life  Peers  were 
also  to  vote  in  the  legislative  chamber — 
and  he  said  it  was  a  dangerous  temptation 
to  hold  out  to  Judges,  thus  to  mix  up  the 
judicial  and  legislative  functions. 

Lord  JOHN  BUSSELL  :    I   confess 
I  could  have   wished  to  hear  from  the 
Solicitor  Qeneral  some  other  reasons  in 
support  of  this  Bill  than  those  which  I 
have  as  yet  heard.     Indeed,  it  appears  to 
me  that  two  very  great  authorities  who 
have  spoken  in  favour  of  the  Bill  have,  by 
their  speeches,  rather  tended  to  increase 
the  doubts  of  those  who  are  unfavourable 
to  the  measure  than  to  confirm  those  who 
are  anxious  to  hear  reasons  in  favour  of  it. 
My  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
almost  made  an  apology  for  introducing 
the  Bill.     He  said  it  was  not  what   it 
ought  to  be,  and   that  what  he  desired 
was  a  Bill  which  would  erect  a  tribunal  of 
appeal  quite  independent  of  the  House  of 
Lords.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
pointed  out  how  much  better  such  a  tri- 
bunal would  be  than  that  devised  by  the 
present  Bill,  and  he  did  not  state  to  the 
House  any  reason  against  such  a  measure, 
except  that  the  House  of  Lords  were  de- 
termined to  go  against  reason,  to  over- 
bear all  the  motives  of  justice  and  ex- 
pediency, and  to  stand  by  their  appellate 
jurisdiction,  however  mischievously  it  might 
work  to  the  country.     I  must  confess  that 
would  give  one  a  very  bad  notion  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
it  would  give  the  country  a  bad  notion  of 
the  House  of  Commons  if,  acknowledging 
the  measure  to  bo  bad — knowing  that  it 
has  been  recommended  to  us  as  a  bad  mea- 
sure— we  were,    nevertheless,   to  accept 
and  adopt  it  in  its  present  shape.     Then 
we  were  told  by  the  hon.   and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Collier) — and 
I  was  glad  to  hear  his  remarks,  because 
they  coincided  with  the  opinion  which   I 
had  myself  formed — that  if  the  proposed 
tribunal  were  to  be  created,  not  only  would 
£5,000  a  year  be  an  inadequate  salary 
for  the  Judges  to  be  appointed,  but  more 
than  two  Deputy  Speakers  should  sit  in  the 
House  of  Lords;  and  he  added,  that  un- 
less the  salary  was  larger,  and  unless  two 
more  members  were  added  to  the  tribunal^ 
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the  Bill  before  us  would  be  a  miserable 
failure.    But  we  must  take  tbe  Bill  as  we 
find  it,  and  it  does  not  propose  to  give 
either  larger  salaries  or  to  appoint  a  larger 
staff  than  that  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  deprecates  as  insufficient.    The 
hon.   and  learned    Gentleman,    however, 
wishes  to  amend  the  Bill  in  Committee  ; 
but  I  know  not  that  the  Government  would 
be  prepared  to  adopt  the  alterations  which 
he  proposes.     I  am  told,  however,   that 
the  Bill  is  the  result  of  a  bargain-— that 
the  two  sides  of  the  House  of  Lords  have 
agreed  to  the  Bill,  and  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  nothing  to  do  but  to  assent 
to  it.     Now,  I  must  own  that  that  argu- 
ment does  not  at  all  incline  me  to  acquiesce 
humbly  in  the  Bill.      It  gives  me  some 
suspicion  of  the  measure  to  be  told  that 
it  is  a  compromiso  between  the  opposite 
parties.     In  the  first  place,  in  spite  of  the 
learned  authorities  which  have  been  quoted 
before  the  Committee,  I  have  considerable 
doubt   whether  the   proposed  remedy  is 
absolutely  required.     I  am  told  that  the 
House  of  Lords  is  unfit  to  exercise  the 
functions  of  a  Court  of  Appeal,  because 
very  frequently  the  Lord  Chancellor  sits 
alone ;  because  at  all  times  the  attendance 
of  the  law  Lords  is  uncertain ;   because 
there  may  be  present  two  ex- Chancellors, 
or  only  one,  or  none  at  all ;  and,  because 
the  members  of  the  Court  do  not  appear 
in   judicial    costume.      Why,     Sir,    the 
greater  part  of  these  allegations  refers  to 
a  state  of  things  which  has  always  existed, 
even  when  the  country  was  most  satisfied 
with  the  constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords 
as  an  appellate  tribunal.     We  have  heard 
the  names  of  Lords  Hard  wick  e,  Mansfield, 
and  Eldon,  more  recently  of  Lord  Cot- 
tenham,   as  well  as  of  Lords  Lyndhurst 
and  Brougham,  who  are  still  alive ;  and  I 
think  no  one  can  say  that  there  has  not 
been,  from  Lord  Hardwioke  downwards, 
almost  a  perpetual  succession  of  periods 
in  which  men  of  great  intellect,  of  very 
powerful    understanding,    and    with    vast 
treasures  of   acquired    legal    knowledge, 
have  presided  in  the  House  of  Lords.     If 
that  has  been  the  case,  I  am  disposed  to 
thbk,  when  you  are  told  by  competent 
witnesses — men,  too,  who  complain  of  the 
existing  system — that  when  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst presided  in  the  House  of  Lords  and 
Lords  Cottenham,  Campbell,  and  Brougham 
attended,  it  was  a  most  powerful  tribunal, 
and  one  satisfactory  to  the  country,  you 
are  endeavouring  to  provide  a  permanent 
remedy  for  a  temporary  evil;  that  those 


disadvantages    which    you  are    informed 
exist  in  1856  may  in  two  or  three  years 
hence  utterly  disappear ;    and  that  the 
tribunal  may  then  be  as  much  an  object  of 
veneration  and  confidence  as  it  has  hitherto 
been.     I  agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last,  that  in  the  days 
of  Charles  II.  the  House  of  Lords  in  its  judi- 
cial capacity  was  a  new  tribunal,  and  that 
Lord  Hale  was  opposed  to  its  appellate 
jurisdiction  ;  but,  when  so  much  time  has 
passed  since  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of 
that  monarch,  I  must  be  content  to  take 
things  as  they  are  now,  and  unless  that 
appellate  tribunal  is  quite  unsatisfactory — 
unless  I  am  forced  to  look  for  a  remedy — 
I  must  endeavour  to  be  satisfied  with  its 
constitution  as  it  exists  at  the  present  mo- 
ment.    At  the  same  time,  it  appears  to 
me  that  there  is  great  force  in  what  is 
stated  by  several  of  the  witnesses  with  re- 
gard to  the  Lord  Chancellor  sitting  alone  ; 
but  I  think,  with  the  Lord  Justice  Clerk 
in  Scotland  and  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in 
England,  that  an  accomplished  and  able 
man  giving  his  full  attention  to  a  case, 
even  though  it  may  not  relate  to  the  particu- 
lar law  with  which  he  has  been  most  conver- 
sant, is  likely  to  come  to  a  better  decision 
than  a  tribunal  composed  of  inferior  men, 
though  they  may  be  more  conversant  with 
the  precise   question  in  hand.      The  in- 
stance which  has  been  quoted  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Napier)  is  rather  a  proof  than  the 
reverse  of  the  truth  of  that  observation. 
Examine  it  for  a  moment.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  Lord  Truro,  coming 
to  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords,  was  so  igno- 
raut  with  respect  to  a  particular  Act  of 
Parliament  referring  to  Ireland — the  Irish 
Registry  Act — that  he  asked  for  a  com- 
mon text  book  to  take  home  with  him,  in 
order  that  he  might  learn  the  ABC  with 
regard  to  that  law  bearing  on  the  case. 
But  the   right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
stop  there,  for  he  goes  on  to  say  that  Lord 
Truro,  having  mastered  the  case,  having 
made  himself    perfectly  acquainted   with 
that  Act  of  Parliament,  came  down  to  the 
House  of  Lords  and  delivered  a  most  lumi- 
nous and  satisfactory  judgment.     There- 
fore, Sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  if  that  were 
the  case,  your  practice  of  selecting  the 
ablest  man  in  the  legal  profession  who  be- 
longs to  the  party  which  happens  to  be  in 
power,  of  placing  him  at  the  head  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  of  confiding  to  him 
the  appellate  jurisdiction,  is  not  so  utterly 
a  failure  or  so  entirely  disgraceful  an  ar- 
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rangement  aa  some  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemen at  tbe  present  day  seem  to  ima- 
gine. I  admit  that  there  are  many  things 
with  respect  to  which  we  might  blame  both 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  some  of  the  ex- 
Chancellors  who  sit  with  him  ;  but  they 
are  matters  of  arrangement  which,  with  a 
little  more  care  and  attention,  and  with  a 
little  more  respect  to  the  public,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lords  themselves  can  manage. 
Thus  in  the  instance  of  a  case  of  which  we 
hare  been  told  instead  of  two  noble  Lords 
delivering  an  elaborate  judgment,  and  a 
third  saying  that  he  was  not  aware  the 
case  was  coming  on  that  day,  and  was  not 
prepared  to  give  his  decision,  I  think  it 
would  have  been  respectful  to  the  public 
and  decorous  to  the  parties  whose  inter- 
ests were  to  be  adjudicated  upon  if  the 
case  had  been  adjourned  to  another  day. 
Again,  Sir,  great  fault  is  found  with  re- 
spect to  some  defects  of  manner,  in  some 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lords — for  in- 
stance, a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  whose 
qualifications  as  a  Judge  no  one  will  ques- 
tion— Lord  St.  Leonards — is  much  blamed 
because  he  has  been  seen  to  slap  the  table 
with  his  hand.  Now  really.  Sir,  are  we 
going  to  alter  the  whole  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  of  last  resort  because  one  of  the 
Judges  slaps  with  his  hand  upon  the  table  ? 
These  are  matters  which  should  be  reme- 
died by.  the  noble  and  learned  Lords  them- 
selyes.  They  should  agree  to  sit  together, 
and  wear  an  official  costume,  if  necessary  ; 
they  should  do  some  things  far  more  essen- 
tial than  those  to  which  I  have  adverted  ; 
they  should,  above  all,  very  much  diminish 
the  expense  of  those  printed  copies  and  of 
all  those  preparatory  proceedings  which  are 
now  necessary  before  a  case  can  come  iuto 
the  House  of  Lords.  Why,  Sir,  these  are 
vestiges  of  the  time  when  lay  Lords  gave 
their  opinions  in  the  House,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  three-fourths  of  the  expense 
might  be  saved.  There  is  another  point, 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  has  adverted,  and  which  I 
know  engaged  the  attention  of  Lord  Cot- 
tenham.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
thought  of  recommending  that  a  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  should 
ait  during  the  recess  of  Parliament ;  that 
at  the  opening  of  the  Session  they  should 
make  a  report  upon  the  several  cases  they 
had  heard ;  and  that  then  the  House  of 
Lords  should  be  moved  to  confirm  their 
report  and  deliver  judgment  accordingly. 
Why,  Sir,  that  would  remedy  a  great  part 
of  the  evil  complained  of.    It  is  complained 
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that,   during  a  period   of   two   or  three 
months,  most  useful  for  judicial  purposes 
in  other  courts,  the  House  of  Lords  does 
not  sit.     I  have  shown  how  that  might  be 
remedied  without  any  such  alteration  as  that 
proposed  by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
But,  Sir,  if  I  were  disposed  to  yield  to  tho 
learned  authorities  which  have  been  quoted 
in  favour  of  a  change,  I  should  still  remaia 
of  opinion  that  the  proposed  remedy  must 
result  in  making  the  tribunal  worse  thaa 
that  which  now  exists.     The  Attorney  Ge- 
neral spoke   of   the  mischief  and  impro- 
priety of  a  Lord  Chancellor  sitting  alone 
in  the  House  of  Lords  and  overruling  de- 
cisions which  the  Superior  Courts  at  West- 
minster, or   the  Lords  Justices,  or  any 
other   tribunals,  much    respected   in   the 
country,  have  arrived  at.     Let  us  suppose 
another  case.     Let  us  suppose  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  a  very  eminent  man,  thorough- 
ly qualified  for  the  duties  entrusted  to  his 
charge,  sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords  with 
two  puisne  Judges,  or  persons  holding  the 
rank    and   receiving  the  pay    of  puisne 
Judges,  and  those  two  individuals  over- 
ruling tho  decisions  of  the  Superior  Courts 
of  common  law,   and  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor into  the  bargain.    It  appears  to  me. 
Sir,  that  such  a  tribunal,  instead  of  being 
an  improvement,  would  be  worse  than  the 
one  now  in  existence.     I  can  well  conceive 
the  advantages  of  a  Court  such  as  that 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Suffolk  (Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly)  has  proposed 
— a  tribunal  of  five  persons — the  Lord 
Chancellor  presiding  at  its  head,  and  four 
Judges  receiving  £6,000  or   £7,000  a 
year  each.     Such  a  position  being  made 
an  object  of  ambition  to  men  learned  ia 
the  law,  I  can  understand  that  wo  might 
have  a  better  Court  of  Appeal  than  that 
which  we  possess  at  present.    If  a  change 
is  to  be  made,  I  should  be  in  favour  of 
such  a  change ;  but  what  I  say  is,  either 
leave  the  Lords'  appellate  tribunal  as  it 
is — either  leave  that  Court  of  justice  to 
make  some  improvement  in  its  own  consti- 
tution and  procedure — or,  if  you  have  a  re- 
medy to  propose,  let  us  have  a  complete 
and  efficient  remedy.     Let  us  have  a  Lord 
Chancellor,  with  four  of  the  ablest  men  yoa 
can  have,  sitting  as  an  appellate  tribunal. 
If  you  can  secure  such  a  tribunal,  trust- 
worthy and  efficient,  I  am  ready,  for  one, 
to  vote  tho  necessary  funds,  and  I  might 
go  along  with  the  proposal  of  tho  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Suffolk  if  a  change  is 
to  be  made.     But,  I  say,  do  not  fall  be- 
tween the  two;  do  not  have  a  tribunal 
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vhicb  18  neither  the  House  of  Lords  nor  a 
good  appellate  tribunal  chosen  from  the 
best  men  who  can  be  found,  but  a  hybrid 
creation  which  partakes  of  both  and  does 
not  satisfy  any  of  the  conditions  which  the 
country  desires.     The  tribunal  which  is  to 
be  formed  is  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords ; 
and  that  appears  to  me  to  be  the  only 
thin^  in  which  it  can  be  said  to  be  the 
House  of  Lords  deciding  appeals.     The 
House  of  Lords,  as  the  Attorney  General 
said,  are  very  anxious  to  retain  their  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction ;  but  what  is  it  they  are 
wishing  to   retain  ?     We  all   know   that 
eighty  years  ago  the  lay  Lords  assisted  in 
the  judgments  of   the  Court  of  Appeal. 
On  the  famous  Douglas  case   some  lay 
Peers  sat  on  the  twelve  days  during  which 
the  case  was  heard,  and  they  gave  their 
Totes   upon  it.     Indeed,   I   happened  to 
stumble  the  other  day  upon  a  speech  of 
the  Duke  of  Chandos,  in  which  he  claims 
merit  to  himself  for  having  attended  the 
legal  as  well  as  the  political  business  of 
the  Honse  of  Lords.     At  that  time,  then, 
the  Court  of  Appeal  was  either  a  good  or  a 
bad  tribunal,  but  it  was,  at  least,  a  reality; 
it  was  really  the  House  of  Lords  presided 
over  by  such  men  as  Lord  Camden  or  Lord 
Mansfield,  and  therefore  could  not  be  said 
to  be  uninstructed,  with  regard  to  the  law, 
in  deciding  on  these  cases.     So  matters 
went  on 'until  the  time  of  Lord  Eldon; 
but  then,  all  on  a  sudden,  the  House  de- 
clared that  two  lay  Lords  should  attend, 
day  by  day,  in  order  to  make  a  quorum. 
Two  Lords,  therefore,  often  attended  at 
the  beginning  of  a  case,  two  more  at  the 
middle,  and  two  more,  who  had  not  heard 
either  the  beginning  or  the  middle,  attend- 
ed at  the  end.     Why,  then  the  mystery 
was  unveiled — the  arcanum  imperii  was  at 
once  discovered.     Nobody  could  then  pre- 
tend that  these  were  lay  Lords,  hearing  and 
deciding  appeals ;  it  was  obvious  that  no 
one  bat  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  law 
Lords  gave  their  opinions  on  such   sub- 
jects.    Well,  then,  having  got  over  this, 
the  Upper  House  propose  to  go  a  step 
farther,  and  they  say,  *'  Leave  these  lay 
Lords  out  altogether;   let  only  the  ex- 
Chancellors  attend;    let  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor sit  with  two  other  persons,"  who  are 
not  to  be,   as  the  ancient  Peers  were, 
Judges  because  they  are  Peers,  but  Peers 
because  they  are  Judges.  Why,  that  com- 
pletely alters  the  nature  of  tho  tribunal. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  sits  in  one  room  with 
two  Lords  Jnstices,  and  that  is  the  ap- 
pellate tribunal  of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 


He  sits  in  another  room  with  two  learned 
Lords  as  Deputy  Speakers,  and,  because 
he  sits  in  the  same  room  in  which  the 
House  of  Lords  sits  in  the  evening  to  dis- 
cuss  political  matters,  that  is  to  be  called 
maintaining  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of 
the  Lords.     Sir,  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
give  its  sanction  to  such  a  sham.     I  really 
think  the  House  of  Lords,  if  they  had  not 
been  intent  upon  this  bargain — this  com- 
promise, of  which  the  Bill  is  the  result — 
they  would  themselves  have  been  ashamed 
of  proposing  such  a  scheme  as  this,  calling 
it  the  preservation  of  their  appellate  juris- 
diction.    I  have  mentioned  that  there  is 
another  question   concerned  in   this  Bill, 
and  it  is  a  question  upon  which  I  am  sorry 
to  touch  at  all;    but  it  is  impossible   to 
avoid  it,  because  the  House  of  Lords  have 
sent   down   a  Bill  in  which  that  subject 
is  touched  upon.     I  mean  the  creation  of 
Peers  for  life.     Well,  that  is  a  very  grave 
question,  and  I  own  that  I  very  much  re- 
gret the  course  which  both  the  Government 
and  the  House  of  Lords  have  taken.     The 
learned  Personage  in  question  might  have 
been  made  a  Peer  in  the  ordinary  manner, 
and   he   would   have  had  the  respect  of 
everybody  as  an  hereditary  Peer.     I  say 
I  am  sorry  that  so  unnecessary  a  step  was 
taken  for  the  purpose,  as  it  were,  of  trying 
the  question,  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  the 
Lords  immediately  caught  at  it  as  a  matter 
of  dispute,  and  decided  in  a  Committee  of 
Privileges  that  the  noble  Lord  so  created 
could  not  take  his  seat.     Sir,  I  do  not 
think  we  yet  see  the  end  of  that  decision. 
Wo  know  very  well  that  in  the  time  of 
Charles  IL,  as  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  spoke  last  reminded  us,  there 
was  a  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords — in 
fact,  several  resolutions  were  passed — to  the 
effect  that  they  possessed  original  jurisdic- 
tion.    That  they  have  long  since  entirely 
given  up.  We  also  know  this  House  decided, 
and  decided  upon  full  authority,  that  Mr. 
Wilkes  had  no  right  to  a  seat ;  and  in  spite 
of  an  immense  majority  of  the  freeholders 
of  Middlesex  the  House  of  Commons  per- 
sisted in  giving  the  seat  to  a  gentleman 
who  had  a  minority  of  votes  upon  the  poll. 
These    resolutions,  however,  after  being 
stoutly  maintained,  were,  as  we  all  know, 
expunged  from  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
and  are  now  universally  acknowledged  to 
be  a  precedent  that  ought  never  to  be  fol- 
lowed ;    indeed,  when  a  case  afterwards 
occurred  something  like  it,  we  pursued  a 
directly  opposite  course.     So  I  trust  that 
that  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Lords 
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upon  the  Report  of  their  Committee  of 
Priyileges  in  respect  to  Lord  Wenileydale 
will  some  years  hence  he  rescinded.  There 
is,  indeed,  a  decision  hy  them  upon  a  peer- 
age question,  with  regard  to  which  such  a 
course  has  heen  pursued.  They  decided, 
soon  after  the  Union,  that  a  Scotch  Peer 
could  not  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords  hy 
virtue  of  an  English  peerage  ;  hut  after 
the  lapse  of  some  sixty  or  seventy  years 
they  found  they  were  mistaken  in  the  law; 
they  reversed  their  decision,  and  admitted 
to  take  his  seat  another  noble  Lord  who 
was  a  Scotch  Peer,  and  had  no  more  claim 
than  the  one  they  had  formerly  refused  to 
admit.  In  the  same  way  I  trust  this  de- 
cision  on  the  subject  of  life  peerages  will 
not  be  permanently  retained  on  the  Jour- 
nal»  of  the  upper  House.  The  question  is 
a  grave  one,  and  has  been  decided,  as  I 
venture  humbly  to  think,  without  sufficient 
argument.  Everybody  knows  the  doctrine 
held  by  Lord  Coke,  that  the  Crown  pos- 
sessed the  prerogative  of  making  Peers  for 
life  ;  the  same  doctrine  is  stated  by  Judge 
Doddridge  as  one  which  did  not  admit  of 
doubt ;  it  has  been  stated  over  and  over 
again  by  various  text  writers,  who  have  all 
copied  this  dicium  of  Lord  Coke  and  Judge 
Doddridge.  It  so  happened,  in  a  case 
solemnly  heard  before  the  House  of  Lords, 
that  Lord  Brougham,  when  Chancellor, 
having  occasion  to  refer  to  the  assertion  of 
Judge  Doddridge,  went  on  to  dispute  an- 
other dictum  of  this  Judge  upon  peerage 
law,  but  he  did  not  notice  as  a  subject  for 
dispute  that  the  Crown  might  create  Peers 
for  life.  Lord  Wynford  followed  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  stated  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  see  the  King  make  Peers  for  life, 
as  he  thought  it  would  do  great  injury  to 
the  constitution  ;  but  neither  Lord  Broug- 
ham, nor  Lord  Wynford,  nor  anybody  who 
ever  mentioned  the  subject — except  Mr. 
Butler,  in  a  law  work — ever  positively,  and 
with  any  authority,  contradicted  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Coke.  I  do  not  say  that  that 
opinion  is  to  be  accepted  without  dispute ; 
but  what  I  do  say  is,  that  when  the  House 
of  Lords  had  to  consider  the  subject  they 
should  have  made  some  further  inquiry, 
and  should  have  heard  at  their  bar  some 
persons  to  defend  the  exercise  of  the  pre- 
rogative  of  the  Crown.  I  own  I  was  some- 
what  surprised  that  the  learned  Attorney 
General  did  not  appear  at  the  bar  of  tho 
House  of  Lords  in  order  to  defend  the 
Crown  in  that  exercise  of  its  prerogative. 
But  let  us  see  the  position  in  which  the 
question  now  remuns.    Contrary  to  the 
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authority  of  Lord  Redesdale,  the  House  of 
Lords  have  refused  to  allow  Lord  Wensley- 
dale  to  take  his  seat.  Do  they  mean  that 
the  Crown  is  to  be  deprived  of  that  power 
which  Lord  Coke  and  many  great  authori- 
ties have  declared  it  possesses?  They 
find  themselves,  as  my  right  hon.  Fnend 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  says,  in  some  embarrass- 
ment at  setting  themselves  so  positively 
against  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
What,  then,  have  they  done  ?  They  have 
agreed  that  a  certain  number  of  persons, 
not  more  than  four,  shall  hold  peerages  for 
life  ;  they  have  mixed  up  that  important 
subject  of  life  peerages  with  the  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction,  with  which  it  has  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  ;  and  they  have  laid 
down  that  no  more  than  four  Peers  of  this 
kind  shall  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Do 
they  intend  in  this  way  to  take  away  or 
circumscribe  the  prerogative  ? — a  question 
you  may  well  ask.  My  Lord  St.  Leonards, 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  some  other 
Peers,  said,  that  it  did  take  it  away;  Lord 
Lansdowne  said  that  it  did  not.  A  noble 
Peer  proposed  to  insert  words  which  would 
make  it  clear.  But  that  would  have  left 
no  subject  of  dispute  in  the  House,  and 
neither  side  would  adopt  it.  Then,  the 
House  of  Lords  sent  the  Bill  down  here, 
and  we  are  asked  to  accept  it  with  its  am- 
biguous phraseology,  and  to  make  an  Act 
of  Parliament  for  the  convenient  a  of  these 
two  parties  in  the  upper  Chamber.  I  will 
venture  to  say  that,  whatever  different 
opinions  persons  may  entertain  with  regard 
to  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  in  the 
creation  of  Peers  for  life — and  my  own 
views  upon  that  subject  may  not  coincide 
with  those  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Carlisle — a  more  indecent 
measure,  or  a  more  unfit  mode  for  Parlia- 
ment to  deal  with  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  has  never  been  brought  forward. 
Well,  Sir,  I  will  now  state,  and  I  will  state 
very  briefly,  my  own  opinion  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  creation  of  life  Peers,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  so  fully  stated  bis. 
My  own  opinion  is,  that  there  are  so  many 
authorities  in  favour  of  the  ancient  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown  to  create  life  Peers, 
that,  as  it  is  stated  over  and  over  again, 
by  the  very  highest  authorities,  that  Peers 
have  been  created  with  very  great  limita- 
tions, and,  among  others,  with  a  limitation 
for  life,  there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
ancient  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  That 
prerogative,  however,  not  having  been  ex- 
ercised for  so  long  a  period — not  having 
been  exercised  during  ^e  good  timea  of 
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the  constitution — not  having  been  exercised 
since  the  ReTolation  with  regard  to  any 
person  who  has   taken  his    seat  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  I  am   willing  to  admit 
that  I  think  that,  if  such  a  prerogative  were 
now  to  be  exercised,  it  would  be  fitting  to 
laj  down,  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  the 
exact  limits  within  which  it  might  be  exer- 
cised.  But,  then,  I  think  that  the  question 
is  a  very  serious  one,  and  one  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  by  a  Bill  relating  to  that 
subject  alone — a  Bill  which  would  require 
the  most  mature  consideration.     I  believe 
that,  if  we  are  to  have  Peers  for  life,  it  would 
be  advantageous  not  to  confine  those  peer- 
ages to  the  profession  of  the  law.     There 
may  be  gallant  admirals  and  gallant  ge- 
nerals whose  services  are  deserving  of  the 
approbation  and  admiration  of  their  coun- 
try, although  they  may  not  be  so  brilliant 
as  those  of  Wellington  or  of  Nelson  ;  and 
such  men  might,  I  think,  be  very  fitly 
placed  in  the  House  of  Lords  as  Peers  for 
life.     I  think,  likewise,  that  if  the  number 
of  life  Peers  were  fixed  at  a  certain  limit, 
we  ahould  not  be  introducing  any  anomaly 
into  the  constitution,  because  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  are  in  the  House  of 
Lords  more  than  seventy  Peers  who  sit  for 
life,  or  for  a  term  less  than  life.    There  are 
the  Irish  Peers,  who  are  elected  for  life ; 
the  Scotch  Peers,  who  are  elected  only  for 
the  Parliament;  and  the  Bishops,  who  hold 
their  seats  for  life  ;  and  I  believe  that  the 
creation  of  another  set  of  life  Peers,  limited 
in  number,  selected  from  men  of  eminence 
at  the  bar,  in  the  naval  and  military  pro- 
fessionSy  and  in  statesmanship,  would  not 
only  not  tend  to  diminish  the  authority  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  but  would,  on  the  con- 
trary, tend  to  give  it  strength,  and  would 
be  in  conformity  with  the  general  spirit  of 
the  times.     I  may  be  told  that  there  is  no 
necessity  for  such  a  course  at  the  present 
moment.     Well,  I  dare  say  not ;  but  it  is 
true  with  regard  to  the  naval  and  military 
professions,  more  so  than  with  regard  to 
the  law,  that  there  are  not  the  same  means 
which  used  to  exist  for  members  of  that  pro- 
fession to  obtain  fortunes  sufficient  to  enable 
them  to  sustain  the  dignity  of  an  heredi- 
tary peerage.     They  have  no  longer  those 
means  by  which  a  general  in  Flanders,  or 
an  admiral  in  the  East  or  West  Indies,  or 
in  the  Pacific,  might  obtain  a  fortune  suffi- 
cient for  that  purpose  ;  but  still  we  cannot 
wish  to  exclude  those  men  from  honours 
which  Wellington  and  Nelson  were  proud 
to  gain,  and  upon  them  we  might  confer  a 
peerage  for  life.     I  think,  therefore,  that 


we  should  derive  great  advantage  from  the 
creation  of  life  peerages  ;  but  I  must  say 
that,  to  confine  such  creations  to  four  per« 
sons  in  the  profession  of  the  law,  to  say 
that  they  shall  be  life  Peers,  and  that  no 
others  shall  be  admitted  to  that  distinction, 
would  be  to  place  those  persons  in  a  most 
invidious  position  ; — I  will  not  say  in  a  de- 
grading position,  but  still  in  .a  position 
which  many  men  who  are  eminent  at  the 
bar  would  not  wish  to  occupy.  I  come  now 
to  my  last  objection  to  the  Bill,  and  that  is, 
that  I  think  that  its  tendency  is  to  ofier  to 
the  puisne  Judges  a  temptation  which  ought 
not  to  be  placed  in  their  way.  When  once 
placed  on  the  bench  they  do  not  expect 
promotion,  and  they  are  rarely  raised  to 
the  head  of  their  courts,  whatever  changes 
may  be  made ;  therefore,  practically,  there 
is  no  temptation  in  their  case.  But  by 
this  Bill  a  temptation  is  held  out,  especially 
to  the  puisne  Judges ;  they  are  told  that 
they  will  have  easy  work,  and  that  instead 
of  being  employed  the  whole  year  they 
will,  if  they  obtain  one  of  these  seats  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  be  employed  for  only 
a  small  period  of  it,  and  at  the  same  time 
they  will  sufier  no  diminution  in  their  sa- 
lary. Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  that  is  a  con- 
siderable temptation,  and  will,  I  think, 
tend  to  deteriorate  the  constitution  of  our 
Courts.  It  is  a  great  merit,  with  regard 
to  our  courts  of  justice,  that  the  puisne 
Judges  do  not  look  any  further  than  to 
the  retiring  pension  to  which,  after  many 
years*  labour,  they  are  entitled.  Upon  the 
whole,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that, 
although  I  see  no  immediate  or  pressing 
urgency,  however  much  I  may  differ  from 
others  in  that  opinion,  for  any  great  re- 
form in  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords — for  I  believe  that  the 
House  of  Lords  could  themselves  make 
such  changes  as  would  render  their  Court 
of  Appeal  satisfactory  to  the  country; 
still,  if  a  change  is  to  be  made,  I  say,  let 
us  have  a  change  which  takes  away  the 
tribunal  of  appeal  from  the  House  of  Lords 
altogether  ;  and  let  us  establish  a  tribunal 
which  shall  be  complete  in  itself,  and  which 
shall  consist  not  of  the  puisne  Judges,  but 
of  the  most  eminent  men  that  can  be  found 
in  the  profession.  If  it  be  necessary  to 
introduce  a  Judge  from  Scotland,  although 
I  must  confess  that  I  have  never  been  cob« 
vinced  of  the  advantage  of  so  doing,  then 
let  one  be  introduced  ;  but,  at  all  events, 
let  us  make  the  tribunal  complete — let  us 
provide  an  effectual  remedy  for  the  defects 
that  exist ;  bat,  above  all,  do  not,  while 
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jou  are  amending  the  tribanal  of  last  re- 
sort introduce  another  very  grave  and  se- 
rious subject  into  the  Bill ;  do  not  at  the 
same  time  attempt  to  fetter  the  prerogative 
of  the  Grown  in  a  manner  which  may  be  in- 
jurious to  that  prerogative,  and  which  may 
at  the  same  time  be  mischievous  to  the 
country.     If  we  were  at  an  early  period  of 
the  Session  I  might  perhaps  be  content  to 
say,  let  us  send  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  but  it  is  quite  obvious  that  to  send 
it  to  a  Select  Committee  in  the  month  of 
July  would  perhaps  be  a  more  polite  but 
not  a  less  effectual  mode  of  getting  rid  of 
the  Bill  during  the  present  Session  than 
by  directly  negativing  it.     For  my  own 
part,  I  approve  the  more  direct  manner  of 
getting  rid  of  it,  and  I  shall,  therefore,  give 
my  decided  vote  against  the  second  reading. 
The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
would  trespass  very  shortly  upon  the  time 
of  the  House,  but  he  could  not  help  ex- 
pressing the  regret  and. pain  with  which  he 
had  observed  the  tone  which  the  debate 
bad  taken.     It   would  be  impossible  to 
adequately  express  the  pain  which  every 
one  who  was  anxious  to  amend  the  judicial 
institutions  of  the  country  must  have  felt 
in  listening  to  the  aspersions  and  criticisms 
of    the   right  hen.  Member  for  Carlisle. 
The  House  of  Lords,  the  Bench,  and  the 
Bar,  had  been  equally  disparaged,  and  dirt 
bad  been  thrown  upon  them  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.    He  was  sorry  also  to  say 
that  he  Could  not  concur  in  many  of  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord,  from  whom 
he  should  have  expected  much  sounder 
and  more  constitutional  doctrines.    He  had 
not  been  surprised  at  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  because  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  acted   up  to  the  maxim 
eibi  constat ;  but  he  had  certainly  been 
much  amazed  at  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Lord.     He  would  beg  the  atteution 
of  the  House  while  he  addressed  to  them 
a  few  remarks  with  regard  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  House  of  Lords  obtained  and 
exercised  their  appellate  jurisdiction.    The 
House  had  been  told  that  the  authority  of 
the  House  of  Lords  as  an  appellate  tri- 
bunal was  a  mere  usurpation.     Now,  it 
was  impossible  to  imagine  a  greater  mis- 
take.    There  was  not  a  greater  mistake  in 
point  of  history  which  could  be  committed 
Dy  any  hon.  or  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  House.      The  House  of  Lords  had 
always  possessed  a  jurisdiction  upon  writs 
of  error,  and  it  had  certainly  been  a  Court 
of  last  appeal  in  all  questions  of  law  car- 
ried up  from  the  courts  of  common  law  at 
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Westminster.      It  was  undoubtedly  true 
that,  after  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of 
Equity  was  fully  established,  a  difficulty 
had  been  felt  with  regard  to  an  ultimate 
appeal  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  sitting  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  ;    but  ever  since 
1685  it  had  been  settled,  without  any  ques- 
tion whatever,  that  the  House  of  Lords 
was  the  depository  of  that  appellate  power, 
and  had  tno  right  to  exercise  it,  and  that 
right  had  been  conceded  to  them   ever 
since.     In  Queen  Anne's  time  the  right 
was  not  questioned,  though  there  was  some 
dispute   between   the  Commons  and   the 
Lords,  but  it  never  proceeded  further  than 
a  few  words.     Now,  he  asked  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  whether  he 
was  not  content  with  the  constitutional 
character  of  an  authority  which  had  been 
exercised,  without  dispute,  from  the  time  of 
the  Revolution  ?  Unquestionably  the  noble 
Lord  was  ;  but  what  was  meant,  then,  by 
challenging  the  authority  of  the  House  of 
Lords  in  judicial  matters,  and  by  the  revo- 
lutionary doctrine  that  the  admitted  privi- 
leges of  that  House  should  be  called  in 
question  ?     He  should  like  to  ask  what 
opinion  would  have  been  entertained  by 
that  great  man  by  whose  side  the  right 
hon.  liaronct  the  Member  for  Carlisle  sat 
BO  long  on  the  Ministerial  bench  if  he  had 
heard  the  opinions  now  broached  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  ?     He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  he  might  call  on  the  calm  and 
considerate  portion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  address  their  attention  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill,  with  an  acknowled^* 
ment  of  the  unquestionable  constitutional 
right  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  with  the 
conviction  that  it  would  be  doing  some- 
thing revolutionary  if  it  interfered  with 
that  right,  and  remembering  that  the  best 
security   they  could  have  for  their  own 
privileges    was  to  respect  the  privileges 
of  the  other  branches  of  the  State.     Such, 
then,   being  the   right  of    the  House  of 
Lords,   all  that  the  House  of   Commons 
had   to  consider    was,    whether  any   as- 
sistance should  be  given  to  the  Lords  in 
the  exercise  of  their  appellate  jurisdiction. 
It  was  unquestionably  the  character  of  the 
people  of  this  country  to  endure  sufferings 
very  long ;   and  it  was  unfortunately  the 
temper  of  a  great  number  of  Gentlemen 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  when  a  remedy- 
was  proposed  for  some  acknowledged  evil, 
immediately  to  quarrel  with  the  remedy, 
not  remembering  that  they  could  not  have 
any  unmixed  good,  and  consequently  the 
grievance  for  a  long  period  remained  un« 
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redressed.     The  House  of  Lords  had  heen 
recognised  for  the  greater  part  of  the  time 
during  which  it  had  exercised  this  juris- 
diction as  a  high  judicial  authority ;  it  had 
had  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the 
urisdom   of    its  decrees   and    judgments, 
which  were  unimpeached  and  unimpeach* 
ahle  ;    but  with  respect  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  jurisdiction  was  exercised  there 
were  great  inconveniences.     One  objection 
was,  that  the   Lord  Chancellor  was  fre- 
quently the  only  Judge  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  as  he  had  sometimes  to  attend 
the  Cabinet  meetings,  and  sometimes  was 
occupied  in  other  official  duties,  the  result 
was    that,   in  consequence  of   the   Lord 
Chancellor's  absence,  a  less  portion  of  the 
day  was  devoted  to  the  hearing  of  a  cause 
in  the   House  of  Lords   than   otherwise 
would   be   appropriated   to  that  purpose. 
Appeals  too  to  the  House  of  Lords  came 
thei-o  upon  every  variety  of  subject  and 
from  every  inferior  Court  of  judicature, 
and  it  could  not  be  expected  that  the  Lord' 
Chancellor,  or  any  one,  or  any  two  men, 
could  with  propriety  be  trusted  with  pro- 
nouncing sentences  having  reference  to  the 
decisions  of  other  Courts,  or  to  a  state  of 
law  of  which  they  had  neither  knowledge 
nor  experience,  but  which,  like  the  laws 
of  the  Medes  and  Persians  were  irrever- 
sible ?     Was  it  wise  to  commit  to  any  one 
or  two   individuals  this  absolute  power? 
Let  the  House  take  the  analogy  of  the 
common  law  tribunals.     In  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  four  Judges  were  always 
sitting  in  banco ;  the  same  was  the  case 
in  the  Courts  of  Common  Pleas  and  Ex- 
cbeqaer ;  and  in  all,  plurality  of  voices  was 
recognised  as  the  leading  characteristic. 
Now  it  was  proposed  to  adopt  the  same 
role  with  regard  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
the  last  resort.     Undoubtedly,  up  to  the 
present  time  this  want  had  not  been  felt ; 
but  that  had  arisen  from  accident.     He 
agreed    in    the    eulogies   pronounced    on 
the  adoiinistration  of  justice  in  the  House 
of  Lords  at  the  time  when  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst.  Lord  Brougham,  Lord  Cottenham, 
and    Lord    Campbell   were    in   daily  at- 
tendance at  that  house,  and  combined  to 
administer  justice   there.     At  that  timej 
there  was  no  necessity  or  call  for  altering 
the  tribunal ;   but  circumstances  altered, 
and  now  the  advantage  of  the  attendance 
of  more  than  one  or  two  law  Lords  could 
sot  be  obtained.     This  evil  had  been  felt 
in  former  times.     It  was  complained  of 
when  Lord  Eldon  sat  alone,  though  that 
aoble  and  learned  Lord  was  always  most 
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anxious  to  have  Lord  Redesdale  constantly 
with  him.     In  like  manner,  in  the  time 
of  Lord  Hardwicke,  Lord  Mansfield  fre- 
quently acted  as  his  assessor.     But  the 
evil  had   never  been  felt  so  strongly  as 
during  the  last  year,  and  the  House  of 
Lords,  at  the  present  time,  failed  to  give 
satisfaction  as  the  great  Court  of  appellate 
jurisdiction ;  and  all  the  judicial  institu- 
tions of  the  country  must  be  in  an  unsatis- 
factory condition  when  the  appellate  tri- 
bunal— the  keystone  of  the  arch — was  not 
constituted  so  as  to  give  satisfaction.    The 
necessity  of  a  change  was  therefore  ob- 
vious :  but  were  they  to  alter  the  system 
by  pulling  down  the  authority  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  or  should  they  not  rather  try  to 
provide  a  remedy  for  the  defects  that  had 
been  pointed  out  ?  Deputy  Speakers  used, 
in  former  days,  to  be  appointed  from  time 
to  time  to  supply  any  deficiency  in  the 
judicial  strength  of  the  Upper  House,  and 
it  was  now  desired  to  make  that  perpetual 
which  had  been  previously  resorted  to  only 
on  a  few  occasions  ;  and  what  was  it  that 
those  who  wished  to  pull  down  the  present 
tribunal  intended  to  set  up  instead  ?     The 
House  had  had  a  most  impossible  and  most 
absurd  sketch  presented  to  it  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  and 
the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  London 
eulogised    the   time    when    lay    Lords — 
namely,  those  Peers  who  had  not  devoted 
themselves  to  the  study  of  the  law — were 
invited,  solicited,  and  induced  to  take  a 
part  in  the  determinations  of  the  judicial 
tribunal  of  the  House  of  Lords.     Was  not 
the  noble  Lord  aware  of  the  scandal  cre- 
ated by  the   practice  ?     Does   the  noble 
Lord  never  remember  reading  that  in  thoso 
times  persons  who  were  parties  to  appeals 
who  had  handsome  wives  or  daughters,  used 
to  send  them  to  present  petitions  to  Peers, 
in  order  to  enlist  their  favour,  and  obtain 
a  favourable  judgment  ?     The  House  was 
now  asked  to  reject  the  present  Bill,  in 
order  that  it  might  pave  the  way  for  the 
introduction  of  some  revolutionary  measure. 
Was   the   House   prepared   to   do  that? 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  had  not  pro- 
perly attended  to  the  subject,  said  that 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords  might  be  transferred  to  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.     But  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
was  open  to  the  same  objections  as  the 
House  of  Lords ;   and  it  was  a  tribunal 
gathered  from  all  quarters  at  great  incon- 
venience to  the  Courts  whose  J  udges  were 
taken  away  to  sit  in  it.     At  the  present 
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moment  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery 
was  shut,  and  had  been  for  the  last  eight 
or  nine  days,  to  the  great  inconvenience  of 
all  the  suitors,  because  the  Lords  Justices 
were  sitting  with  the  Committee  of  the 
Priyy  Council ;  there  was  the  same  incon- 
yenience  felt  in  the  Privy  Council  as  in 
the  House  of   Lords;   the  suitors  never 
knew  of  whom  the  tribunal  would  consist, 
they  never  knew  when  it  would  sit,  nor 
was  it  certain  that  all  the  Judges  would 
remain  collected  together  until  the  busi- 
ness before  them  was  disposed  of.     These 
were  evils  which  would  only  be  augmented 
by  transferring  the  appellate  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords  to  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil.    There  would  be  merely  the  satisfac- 
tion of  putting  down  an  ancient  tribunal — 
an  old  established  right  existing  in  the 
House  of  Lords — in  order  to  transfer  it, 
for  the  sake  of  change,  to  a  tribunal  of 
yesterday ;  and  which  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  reconstruct  in  ihe  same  manner  as 
they  were  now  desired  to  reconstruct  an 
old-established  institution.     Surelv,  it  was 
better  to  improve,  than  to  pull  down  merely 
for  the  sake  of  change.     Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  spoken  of  the  Bill  as  being  a 
miserable  measure.     That  was  the  com- 
plimentary language  applied  to  it  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle and  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tavi- 
stock.    If  objection  were  taken  to  any  of 
the  details,  to  the  number  of  the  tribunal 
and  the  remuneration  to  be  given  to  its 
members,  no  Gentleman  who  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  would  be  pre- 
vented from  discussing  any  improvements 
in  the  Bill  in  Committee.     Speaking  for 
himself,  he  should  be  very  glad  if  the  basis 
of  the  tribunal  could  be  enlarged,  and  if, 
in  point  of  emolument,  it  could  be  rendered 
a  greater  object  of  ambition  for  the  mem- 
bers of  the  law.     With  regard  to  the  in- 
jurious allusion  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  that  this 
Bill  was  promoted  by  members  of  the  Bar 
from  some  idea   of  advantage  to  them- 
selves, it  seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the 
Bill  carefully  provided  that  no  one  should 
be  transferred  to  the  judicial  tribunal  of 
the  House  of  Lords  who  had  not  already 
filled  some  judicial  office ;  and  members  of 
the  Bar,  therefore,  who  were  Members  of 
that  House,  might  discuss  the  Bill  without 
being  open  to  any  such  imputation.     In 
fixing  the  number    of    the   tribunal   the 
House   of  Lords   seemed  to  contemplate 
that  they  might  always   expect  in  their 
body  one  or  more  ex-Chancellors,   who 
The  SolicUor  Oenerdl 


would  attend  to  hear  appeals  :  but  he  was 
not  quite   so   certain  that   that  expecta- 
tion would  always  be  realised,  and  there- 
fore it  was  that  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
the  constitution  of  the  tribunal  enlarged. 
From    the  observations   which  bad  been 
made   in    the  course   of   the   debate   on 
the  question   of  prerogative — which,  how*- 
ever,  had  no  real  connection  with  the  Bill 
— it  was  clear  to  him  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  confusion  upon  that  point. 
Nobody  questioned,  or  ever  had  questioned, 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  create 
Peers  for  life.     The  question  simply  was, 
whether  Peers  for  life  were  entitled  to  sit 
and  vote  in  the  House  of   Lords  ;    and, 
therefore,  what  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for   London  referred  to  —  the  didum  of 
Coke  and  of  those  who  repeated  it  after  him 
— might  be  taken  as  an  assertion  of  the 
acknowledged  right  of  the  Crown  to  create 
Peers  for  life,  without  any  reference  to  the 
constitutional  right  of  a  Peer  so  created 
to  take  his  seat  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  was  the  constitutional  right  of  the  House 
of  Lords  to  determine  who  was  entitled  to 
take  his  seat  in  that  House.     That  was 
recognised  by  a  proceeding  with  which  they 
were  all  familiar.   Upon  the  death  of  every 
Peer,  and  upon  the  transmission  of  every 
Peerage,  the  House  of  Lords  sat  in  judg- 
ment as  a  judicial  tribunal — in  the  form  of 
a  Committee  of  Privileges — ^and  determined 
whether  the  claimant  had  proved  his  coo- 
stitutional  right  to  take  his  seat  as  a  mem- 
ber of  that  body.      This  Bill,  though   it 
might  be  open,  he  confessed,  to  a  difPerence 
of   construction   in  some  points,  did  not 
affect  the  question  of  prerogative  at  all, 
except  where,  in  a' manner  perfectly  consti- 
tutional, it  put  a  limit,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Bill,  on  the  number  of  persons  to  be 
created  Peers  for  life,  with  the  right  of 
becoming  members  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
To  put  such  a  limitation  upon  the  preroga- 
tive was  not  unconstitutional.     The  prero- 
gative had  been  limited  already  in  the  Act 
of  Union  with  Scotland  and  in  the  Act  of 
Union  with  Ireland ;  and  if  matters  bad 
come  to  this  predicament  that  there  was  a 
question  between  the  Crown  and  the  Hoase 
of  Lords  upon  which  those  who  conceived 
that  the  Crown  had  an  unbounded  preroga- 
tive were  met  by  those  who  held,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  prerogative  was  limited, 
was  it  wrong  that  there  should  be  some 
expressions  of  limitation  of  the  preroga- 
tive in  a  Bill  of  this  description  ?    The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
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Carliele  urged  the  House  of  Commons  to 
pronoance  that  upon  this  question  they 
were  right,  and  the  House  of  Lords,  who 
were  hj  the  constitution  the  proper  expo- 
nents of  the  prerogative  right  upon  this 
Bobjecty  were  wrong ;  and  because  it  con- 
tained this  limitation  clause  to  reject  the 
Bill  altogether.  Such  a  course  would  he 
rash  beyond  all  measure.  Was  the  House 
in  a  situation  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon 
this  question?  Were  they  to  reject  a 
measure  which  would  be  of  such  service  to 
the  appellate  tribunal  in  the  last  resort  be- 
cause it  contained  a  limitation  of  the  pre- 
rogative which  the  House  of  Lords  believed 
to  be  perfectly  legal  and  constitutional,  and 
to  which  the  assent  of  the  Crown  must  be 
given  before  it  could  pass  into  law  ?  Was 
the  House  of  Commons  to  prevent  this 
concord  between  the  House  of  Lords  and 
the  Crown,  and  to  re-open  this  question, 
which  was  now  about  to  be  settled  ?  This 
was  a  course  which  he  thought  the  House 
of  Commons  would  shrink  from.  They 
would  not,  he  thought,  feel  themselves 
called  on  to  refuse  this  Bill,  which  was  the 
result  of  an  agreement  between  the  Crown 
and  the  House  of  Lords,  simply  because  it 
contained  a  clause  which  limited  the  prero- 
gative in  a  perfectly  legal  manner.  The 
onanimous  testimony  of  those  who  had  for 
the  last  fifteen  or  twenty  years  practised 
in  the  House  of  Lords  was  that  this  would 
be  a  great  boon  and  a  great  advantage  to 
the  people  of  England.  He  hoped  that 
their  evidence,  which  was  perfectly  disin- 
terested, would  have  some  weight  with  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  that  House 
would  not  signalise  the  last  days  of  its 
present  Session  by  the  rejection  of  this 
amendment  of  the  law,  which  came  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  which  was 
saaetioned  by  the  Crown,  which  would 
unqnestionabiy  remove  a  great  and  long- 
standing grievance,  and  to  which  there  was 
no  rival,  beeanse  no  intelligible  and  ra- 
tional scheme  had  been  brought  forward  in 
competion  with  it. 

Queation  pnt. 

The  Honse  dvMM : — ^Ayea  191 ;  Noes 
142:  Majority  49. 

LUt  (^  the  Ates. 


AgiMw,  Sir  A. 
Anneslej,  Earl  of 
Antrobua,  £. 
Arvbdall,  Capt.  M. 
Atberton,  W. 
Baines,  rU  lion.  M.  T. 
Baird,  J. 
BaU,£. 


BaU,  J. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Barrington,  Visot. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Ben^ck,  6.  W.  P. 
Berkeley,  F.  W.  F. 
BetheU,  Sir  R. 


Biddulph.  R.  M. 
Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Boldero,  Col. 
Bouverie,  rt.  hn.  £.  P. 
Bramley-Moore,  J. 
Brand,  hon.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Buckley,  Gen. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  T. 
Burrowes,  R. 
Campbell,  Sir  A.  L 
Carnac,  Sir  J.  R. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Cecil,  Lord  R. 
Chambers,  T. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Christy,  S. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  W. 
Cockbum,  Sir  A.  J.  £. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Collier,  R.  P. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W.  F. 
Craufurd,  E.  |I.  J. 
Dalkieth,  Earl  of 
Dayies,  D.  A.  S. 
Deedes,  W. 
Deering,  Sir  £. 
DisraeU,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Drumlanrig,  Yisot. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Dunlop,  A.  M. 
Elmley,  Visct. 
Esmonde,  J. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Feilden,  Major 
Fellowes,  £. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
FitzGerald,rt.hon.J.D. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  6.  W. 
FoUett,  B.  S. 
Forester,  rt.  hon.  Col. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gilpin,  Col. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gooch,  Sir  £.  S. 
Graham,  Lord  M.  W. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregson,  S. 
Greville,  Col.  F. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Hall,  rt.  hon.  Sir  B. 
Hamilton,  Lord  0. 
Hamilton,  rt.  hn.R.C  Jf . 
Hardy,  G. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Heard,  J.  I. 
Heathcote,  hon.  G.  H. 
Heneage,  G.  F. 
Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Herbert,  Sir  T. 
Higgins,  Col.  0. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hors&ll,  T.  B. 
Horsman,  rt.  hon.  £. 

B  2 


Hughes,  W.  B. 
Johnstone,  J. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jolliffe,  H.  H. 
Jones,  Admiral 
King,  J.  K. 
Kingscote,  R.  N.  F. 
Knatchbull,  W.  F. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
KnighUey,  R. 
Labottchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Laslett,  W. 
Lemon,  Sir  C.    . 
Lennox,  Lord  A.  F. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Lewis,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G.  C. 
Liddel,  hon.  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R.   ' 
Lockhart,  W. 
LoTaine,  Lord 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Luce,  T. 

Lushington,  C.  H. 
Macartney,  G. 
MacGregor,  John 
Malins,  R. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
March,  Earl  of 
Massey,  W.  N, 
Matheson,  Sir  J. 
Miles,  W. 

Milner,  SirW.  M.  E. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Monck,  Visct. 
Monorieff,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morgan,  0. 

Mostyn,hn.T.  £.  M.L. 
Mowatt.  F. 
Mowbray,  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Napier,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newark,  Visct. 
Newdegate,  0.  N. 
Newport,  Visot. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
North,  Col. 
0*Connell,  Capt  D. 
Oliveira,  B. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Pi^ington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Peel,  Gen. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
PhiUpps,  J.  H. 
Rolt,  P. 
RusseU,  F.  W. 
Rust,  J. 
ScuUy,  V. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Sibthorp,  Maj. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  A. 
Smyth,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stafford,  Mar^ 
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Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Starkie,  Le  G.  N. 
Steel,  J. 

Straoey,  Sir  II.  J. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  R.  S. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  Col. 
Theaiger,  Sir  F. 
Vance,  J. 

Villicrs,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Waddington,  D. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Warren,  S« 


Watklns,  Col.  L. 
Welby,  Sir  G.  E. 
Whatman,  J. 
Whiteside,  J. 
Whitmore,  H. 
Wigram,  L.  T. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyndham,  H. 
Wyndham,  W. 
Wynne,  W.  W.  E. 

TELLBR8. 

ITayter.  W.  G. 
MulgraTc,  Earl  of 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Adair,  Col. 
Anderson,  Sir  J. 
Baldook,  £.  H. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  SirF.  T. 
Barnes,  T. 
Baxter,  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biggs,  J. 
Black,  A. 
Blackburn,  P. 
Bonham-Carter,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Bruce,  H.  A. 
Butt,  G.  M. 
Byng,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Cardwell,  rt,  hon.  E. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G. 
Chambers,  M. 
Cheetham,  J. 
Cky,  Sir  W. 
Cobbett,  J.  M. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Cowan,  C. 
Crosaley,  F. 
Currie,  R, 
DaTie,  SirH.  R.F. 
Denison,  E. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
De  Vere,  S.  E. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon.  Col. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W.  £. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewart,  J.  C. 
Fenwick,  H. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Fergusson,  Sir  J. 
Fitzgerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Forster,  C. 
Forster,  J. 
GaskeU,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Goderich,  Visct. 
Gordon,  Hon.  A. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J, 
Greene,  J. 


Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Gurney,  J.  H. 
Hadfleld,  G. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hankey,  T. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hastie,  Alex. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W. 
Holland,  E. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Hutchings,  E.  J. 
Ingram,  H. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Langton,  H.  G. 
Lascelles,  hon.  E. 
Layard,  A.  H. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Locke,  J. 
MacEyoy,  E. 
M'Cann,  J. 
MacGregor,  James 
Magan,  W.  H. 
Maguire,  J.  F. 
Milligan,  R. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Michell,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Kapier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,  P. 
Palk,  L. 
Faxton,  Sir  J. 
Peacocke,  G.  M.  W, 
FecheU,  Sir  G.  B. 
Pellatt,  A. 
Perry,  Sir  T.  E. 
Phillimore,  J.  G. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Price,  W.  P. 
Pritchard,  J. 
Kioardo,  0. 
Ricardo  S. 
Rice,  £.  R. 


Rich,  H. 
Ridley,  G. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  n. 
Sawle,  C.  B.  G. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shoe.  W. 
Shelley  Sir  J.  V. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smollett,  A. 
SomerTille,rt,hn.Sir  W. 

Stirling,  W. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stuart,  Capt. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 


Tempest,  Lord  A.  V. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
ThornhUl,  W.  P. 
Tottenham,  C. 
Vernon,  G.  E.  H. 
Vivian,  H.  II. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
WaUon,  W.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Wickham,  H.  W. 
Wilkinson.  W.  A. 
WilUams,  W. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
WyviU,  M. 

TXLLXIUI. 

Bowyer,  G. 
PhiUimore,  R.  J. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
BiU  read  2^. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;   House  in 
Committee. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  moved  the  addition 
of  Anew  clause,  limiting  the  number  of  the 
Commissioners  to  two.  The  evidence  given 
before  the  Select  Committeo  had  shown 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  for  the  present 
Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Court  to  transact  the  business  of 
that  office  without  neglecting  his  duties  as 
a  Baron  of  the  Exchequer.  At  present  a 
great  portion  of  the  time  of  the  Commis- 
sioners was  taken  up  in  listening  to  ap- 
peals from  the  decision  of  each  other  ; 
and,  as  those  appeals  would,  according  to 
the  terms  of  a  Bill  to  be  brought  before 
the  House  to-morrow,  be  transferred  to  a 
new  appellate  court,  two  Commissioners 
would  be  sufficient  to  dispose  of  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  l**. 

Mb.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  objected  to 
the  clause  as  unwise  and  inexpedient.  The 
Crown  could  now,  if  it  chose,  reduce  the 
number  of  Commissioners  to  two  without 
the  aid  of  a  new  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
Court  had  existed  for  seven  years,  had 
given  great  satisfaction,  and  it  was  desira- 
ble that  it  should  be  continued.  Owing  to 
the  want  of  judicial  strength  arrears  had 
accrued,  ana  now  the  hon.  .and  learned 
Gentleman  proposed  to  reduce  the  judicial 
strength  of  the  Court.  He  (Mr.  Fitz- 
Gerald)  did  not  say  that  it  was  advisable 
to  retain  Mr.  Baron  Richards  in  the  double 
capacity  ;  but  it  was  perfectly  consistent 
with  relieving  that  learned  personage  of 
the  extra  duties  to  continue  the  same  num- 
ber of  Commissioners  as  there  were  at  pre- 
sent. 
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Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  no  answer 
had  been  giren  to  the  case  he  put,  because 
the  Commissioners  were  doing  less  than 
nothing. 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  regretted  that 
tbej  had  to  discuss  the  question  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 
He  regretted  that  the  Bill  was  onlj  a  con- 
tinuing Bill  for  one  year.  Why  should  it 
not  be  a  continuing  Bill  for  a  longer  pe- 
riod ?  It  had  been  discussed  in  Committee, 
whether  the  power  of  the  Court  should  not 
be  extended  to  unencumbered  property, 
but  no  decision  had  been  come  to.  The 
Real  Property  Commissioners  were  consi- 
dering the  whole  question,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  advisable  to  continue  the  powers 
of  the  Court  for  at  least  two  years,  and 
till  the  end  of  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment.  They  were  about  to  give  an  appeal 
from  the  Court  itself  to  an  independent 
Court,  which  he  thought  was  most  desira- 
ble. Be  thought  that  by  increasing  the 
staff  of  the  Court,  two  of  the  Judges 
would  be  able  to  clear  off  all  the  arrears 
of  business.  Ho  did  not  think  that  an  in- 
ferior officer  should  be  appointed.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  Baron  Richards  should  re- 
tarn  to  the  Exchequer  Court  and  circuit, 
and  they  had  the  opinion  of  the  other  two 
Judges  of  the  Court  that  they  would  be 
able  to  transact  doable  the  amount  of  busi- 
ness with  an  increased  staff. 

Mb.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  he  ex- 
pressed in  the  Committee  the  opinion  that 
it  was  deairable  that  Baron  Richards  should 
return  to  his  Court  and  his  circuit,  and  he 
beliered  the  Goyemment  were  of  the  same 
opinion.  But  whilst  that  was  his  opinion, 
he  wished  to  say  that  Baron  Richards  was 
called  on  to  undertake  the  duties  of  Chief 
Commissioner  of  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  at  a  time  of  great  pressure,  that  he 
performed  his  duties  with  great  ability,  and 
he  believed  he  had  no  personal  desire,  but 
the  contrary,  to  continue  a  Judge  of  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Court.  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  have  no  objection  to  in- 
crease the  term  of  this  Act  to  two  years. 
He  had,  in  fact,  limited  it  to  ono  to  meet 
the  objections  of  many  members  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  upon  this  subject. 

Mb.  NAPIER  supported  tho  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  that  tho  evidence 
taken  in  the  Committee  proved  that  two 
Commissioners,  with  an  adequate  staff, 
would  be  sufficient  to  discharge  all  the 
duties  of  the  Court,  more  especially  as  it 


had  been  relieved  from  its  appellate  busi- 
ness. 

Mb.  VINCENT  SCULLY  trusted  that, 
whatever  arrangement  was  come  to,  no 
slight  would  be  cast  on  Baron  Richards. 

Mb.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD,  explained, 
in  answer  to  Mr.  Henley,  that  the  Incum- 
bered Estates  Court  would  still  have  to 
exercise  an  appellate  jurisdiction  of  con- 
siderable extent. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  clause  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  dvoided  : — Ayes  48  ; 
Noes  83  :  Majority  35. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  should  raise 
the  same  question  on  the  third  reading. 

The  House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 

Tuesday,  July  8,  1856. 

MiirnTBB.]  PuBuo  Bills. — 1*  Registration  of 
Leases  (Scotland) ;  Commons  Inclosore  (No.  2) ; 
Courts  of  Common  Law  (Ireland). 

2*  Marriage  and  Registration  Acts  Amendment ; 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment 
(No.  2) ;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance;  Adyow- 
sons ;  Intestates  Personal  Estates  ;  Militia  Bal- 
lots Suspension ;  Grand  Juries  (Ireland) ;  Cha- 
rities. 

3*  Statutes  not  in  Use  Repeal;  Eyidence  in 
Foreign  Suits ;  Exchequer  Bills  (£4,000,000) ; 
Cambridge  UniTersitj. 

THE  CRIMEAN  BOARD  OF  INQUIRY  — 
REPORT  OF  THE  COMMISSIONERS  — 
QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  LUGAN  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  War  Department, 
when  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  lay 
before  Parliament  the  Report  of  the  Chel- 
sea Board  of  General  Officers?  He  was 
aware  that  the  Report  had  only  been  sign- 
ed by  the  Commissioners  on  Friday  last, 
and  that  it  had  first  to  be  laid  before 
Her  Majesty  for  her  approval ;  he  was  also 
aware  that  some  little  time  mast  elapse  be- 
fore it  could  be  laid  upon  their  Lordships' 
table.  Still,  when  he  recollected  that  they 
were  then  in  the  middle  of  July,  and  that 
it  was  expected  Parliament  would  be  up 
in  the  course  of  another  ten  days  or  a  fort- 
night, he  did  not  think  it  unreasonable  to 
expect  of  the  Government  that  they  would 
use  all  the  despatch  possible  in  considering 
this  important  paper,  and  presenting  it  to 
the  House.      He  was  sure  he  spoke  the 
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feelings  of  the  House  and  of  the  country 
when  he  said  that  much  disappointment 
would  he  experienced  if  the  nohle  Lord 
were  not  prepared,  at  all  events,  to  state 
some  early  day  on  which  the  Report  would 
he  ready  to  he  presented  to  Parliament. 

Lord  PANMURE  said,  it  was  impossi- 
hie  for  him  to  name  any  day  on  which  he 
could  undertake  to  lay  the  Report  hefore 
Parliament.  As  the  nohle  Earl  had  stated, 
it  was  signed  only  on  Friday  last,  and  he 
(Lord  Panmure)  knew  from  private  infor- 
mation that  it  was  at  present  in  the  hands 
of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  He  deeply 
regretted  to  say  that  he  feared  the  sudden 
illness  of  that  gallant  officer  might  preyent 
the  Report  going  to  Her  Majesty  for  some 
little  time.  After  that  the  Report  would 
for  the  first  time  he  in  the  possession  of 
the  GoYernment,  and  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  nohle  Earl  that  as  soon  as  it  was  in 
the  possession  of  the  Government,  and 
they  had  had  an  opportunity  of  forming 
an  opinion  upon  it,  they  ought  to  lose  no 
time  in  laying  it  hefore  Parliament. 

Thb  Earl  of  LUCAN  could  not  say 
that  the  answer  of  the  nohle  Lord  was  a 
satisfactory  one.  What  he  wanted  to  know 
was,  whether  the  Report  had  or  had  not 
heen  presented  to  Her  Majesty  ? 

Lord  PANMURE  :  It  has  not. 

The  Earl  of  LXJCAN  :  It  is  generally 
supposed  that  it  was  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty yesterday. 

Lord  PANMURE :  It  has  not  heen  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  at  least  so  I  am  in- 
formed. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  said,  I  under- 
stand that  it  was  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
yesterday.  But,  he  that  as  it  might,  I  am 
not  satisfied  with  the  answer  of  the  nohle 
Lord,  and  will  renew  my  question  on  Fri- 
day. 

ADVOWSONS  BILL.  . 
The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  moved 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which  had 
passed  through  the  Commons  without  op- 
position, and  was  intended  to  remove  a 
great  and  growing  evil.  The  immediate 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  facilitate  the  sale 
of  advowsons.  As  their  Lordships  were 
all  aware,  in  many  parts  of  this  country 
advowsons  were  in  the  hands  of  large 
numbers  of  lay  owners,  and  the  presenta- 
tions being  generally  by  popular  election 
scenes  occurred  which  were  very  disgrace- 
ful. In  fact,  at  these  elections  everything 
that  was  most  scandalous  to  the  Church, 

The  Earl  of  Lucan 


the  good  order,  and  the  decencies  of  so- 
ciety, was  perpetrated.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  from  Bilston,  giving  an  ac- 
count of  the  last  election  for  a  presenta- 
tion that  took  place  there.  The  election 
lasted  five  days,  and  3,123  electors  voted 
— every  inhabitant,  whether  a  householder 
or  not,  being  entitled  to  vote.  The  letter 
stated  that  the  cost  to  the  unsuccessful 
candidate  was  about  £1,600,  and  to  the 
successful  one  about  £6,000 ;  that  during 
the  whole  period  of  the  election  all  the  pub- 
lic-houses were  open,  and  that  drunken- 
ness prevailed  to  a  fearful  extent.  The 
writer  added,  that  the  whole  thing  was  as 
bad  as  it  could  be,  and  that  the  moral  ef- 
fects remained  for  a  very  considerable  time 
afterwards.  This  was  but  a  repetition  of 
a  similar  scene  in  1813,  and  as  the  value 
of  the  living  was  increasing,  at  any  future 
election  a  still  more  disgraceful  scene,  if 
such  were  possible,  might  be  expected. 
Some  time  ago  an  election  of  this  kind 
took  place  in  Clerkenwell  parish,  in  this 
metropolis ;  and  so  disgraceful,  blasphe- 
mous, and  indecent,  were  the  expressions 
made  use  of  by  parties  who  took  part  in 
the  proceedings,  that  he  could  not  think 
of  repeating  them  to  their  Lordships.  All 
the  indecent  jokes  and  badinage  that  were 
uttered  at  elections  for  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  any  other  public  election  where 
large  masses  were  brought  together,  were 
exchanged  amongst  the  crowd  at  these 
presentation  elections ;  and  surely  snch 
scenes  on  such  occasions  were  in  the  last 
degree  scandalous.  The  number  of  livings 
in  this  state  of  suffrage  was  about  150. 
The  incomes  attached  to  most  of  them 
were  very  small ;  in  the  majority  of  cases 
not  reaching  £150  a  year.  In  100  in- 
stances there  were  no  parsonage  honaes. 
As  the  value  of  these  livings  was  much  too 
small  to  allow  of  a  private  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment in  each  instance,  it  was  now  propos- 
ed to  deal  with  the  whole  by  a  public  Act. 
The  Bill  provided  that  the  owners  of  these 
livings,  or  those  in  whom  the  right  of  elec* 
tion  was  vested,  should  meet  and  determine 
by  a  majority  whether  or  not  the  advowson 
should  be  sold ;  that  if  sold,  it  should  be 
absolutely  vested  in  trustees  for  sale,  and 
the  money  appropriated  in  paying  the  costs 
of  sale,  in  providing  a  parsonage  house 
where  no  such  accommodation  existed,  or 
repairing  the  parsonage  if  dilapidated,  in 
raising  the  value  of  the  living  to  £150  a 
year,  in  providing  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  ifabric  of  the  church,  in  the  erecUon 
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of  fiehooliy  and  increaung  the  amount  of 
ehnreh  accommodation  in  the  parish. 

Bill  read  2*,  and  cammUtM  to  a  Com- 
mittee  of  the  whole  Hoobo  on  Thursday 
next. 

INTESTATES'  PERSONAL  ESTATES  BILL. 

Eahl  FORTESGUE  Bald,  that  the  oh- 
ject  of  this  Bill  was  to  establish  an  uniform 
administration  of  the  estates  of  intestates 
bj  abolishing  the  customs  of  York  and  of 
London,  which  in  the  provision  for  widows 
and  in  some  other  respects  differed  mate- 
riallj  from  the  disposal  of  intestate  pro- 
perty, nnder  the  statute  of  distributions, 
and  often  led  to  doubts  and  difficulties,  es- 
pecially the  custom  of  London,  extending 
as  it  did  to  all  freemen,  even  honorary  ones 
of  the  City,  or  of  any  of  its  Companies, 
thongh  their  residence  and  their  property 
might  be  ever  so  remote  from  it.  The 
Bifl  had  passed  the  other  House  without 
opposition,  and  he  belieTcd  was  approved  of 
by  noble  and  learned  Lords  on  both  sides 
of  this  House. 

BHl  read  2«,  and  eommiUed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Thursday 
next. 

THE  SCUTARI  MONUMENT. 
The  Eakl  of  HARRINGTON,  on  ris- 
ing  to  address  some  queries  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  on  this  subject,  re- 
marked that  the  object  of  the  monument 
was  to  commemorate  the  character  of  the 
Britiah  soldiers,  their  toils,  their  endur- 
aoee,  their  sufferings,  and  their  heroic 
deeds.  To  execute  such  a  work  the  first 
sculptor  of  the  day  should  have  been  se- 
lected. The  gentleman  actually  chosen 
was  Signer  Marochetti,  an  artist  of  con- 
siderable talent,  peculiarly  famed  for  mas- 
sive equestrian  statues ;  in  other  branches 
respectable,  but  not  like  Mr.  Gibson,  and 
some  others,  holding  a  first  place  in  art. 
As  an  architect.  Signer  Marochetti  was 
not  known  to  fame ;  but,  indeed,  it  would 
be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  find  one 
person  eqoally  skilled  in  architecture  and 
scolptare,  as  in  the  days  of  Michael  An- 
gelo,  yet  it  vronld  have  required  the  skill 
oi  both  those  arts  to  produce  a  proper 
monnment  in  the  style  of  that  which  had 
been  prodoced.  There  was  nothing  very 
remarkable  about  the  Scutari  monument; 
we  had  many  in  this  country  of  the  same 
description.  It  was  vety  defective  in  its 
proportiona,  inasmuch  as  the  pedestal  was 
as  high  aa  the  superstructure,  whereas 
the  baae  of  Cleopatra's  Needle  was  only 


one-third  the  height  of  the  pillar  itself. 
Many  obelisks  in  England  were  superior 
to  Signor  Marochetti's  Scutari  monument, 
in  point  of  taste,  beaifky,  and  design.  One 
point  about  it  was  very  remarkable — the 
four  unfortunate  weeping  angels  could  not 
possibly  stand ;  or  if  they  did,  they  must 
be  standing  either  upon  their  wings,  which 
extend  considerably  below  their  feet,  or 
in  a  flying  position.  The  observation  had 
been  made  with  regard  to  the  statue  in 
the  Parthenomi-that  if  it  had  attempted 
to  stand  its  head  would  have  gone  through 
the  roof.  Marochetti  was  in  a  similar  state 
with  regard  to  his  four  weeping  angels. 
The  sculptors  of  this  country  did  not  wish 
to  disparage  the  talent  and  genius  of  Sig- 
nor Marochetti,  whom  they  all  highly  re- 
spected, but  they  complained  that  a  sys- 
tem of  favouritism  had  been  adopted,  and 
that  equal  justice  had  not  been  done  to  the 
sculptors  and  architects  of  this  and  other 
countries.  Entertaining  the  same  opinion, 
in  justice  to  those  sculptors  and  architects 
he  would  put  the  following  questions  to  the 
Government: — 1.  By  whose  authority  the 
Scutari  Monument  had  been  undertaken  ? 
2.  Who  had  selected  Signor  Marochetti  to 
undertake  the  work?  3.  From  what  fond 
the  payment  was  to  be  made?  4.  Why 
the  work  had  not  been  subjected  to  public 
competition,  so  that  the  sculptors  of  Eng- 
land, France,  Italy,  and  Germany,  might 
have  sent  in  models,  and  an  obelisk  have 
been  produced  that  would  have  immortal- 
ised our  warriors  and  the  sculptor  for  ages 
to  come. 

Lord  PANMURE,  in  reply  to  the  ques- 
tions of  the  noble  Earl,  said  he  might  ob- 
serve, in  the  first  place,  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  mis-stated  the  objects  of  the  mo- 
nument to  be  erected  at  Scutari.  It  was 
not  a  monument  intended  to  commemorate 
the  heroic  achievements  of  our  soldiers 
during  the  late  war,  but  to  be  a  tribute 
to  the  memory  of  the  sailors,  the  soldiers, 
and  the  marines,  who  had  sacrificed  their 
lives  in  the  defence  of  their  country.  It 
was  a  tribute  offered  by  the  nation  to  the 
memory  of  those  men.  With  reference  to 
the  source  from  which  the  idea  proceeded, 
he  might  say  generally  that  it  was  under- 
taken by  the  Government  in  accordance 
with  the  public  wish,  that  such  a  monu- 
ment should  be  erected  ai  Scutari,  and 
that  the  money  for  the  purpose  had  been 
voted  by  Parliament.  As  to  the  selection 
of  the  artist,  if  there  were  any  fault  in  this 
respect,  that  responsibility  rested  with  the 
Government.     As  to  the  question  of  com- 
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petition  in  those  matters,  the  nohle  Earl 
would  permit  him  to  observe  that  the  sculp- 
tors and  artists  of  this  country  were  much 
divided  in  opinion  fl%  to  the  propriety  of 
submitting  the  plans  for  public  monuments 
to  general  competition,  so  much  so,  indeed, 
that  in  several  cases  many  of  our  first  ar- 
tists had  declined  to  offer  plans  for  public 
buildings.  The  Government  selected  Ba- 
ron Marochetti,  as  being  famous  for  some 
colossal  works  he  had  already  produced, 
and  the  work  he  had  designed  for  the  mo- 
nument of  Scutari  had  so  far  commended 
itself  to  public  favour  that  he  had  not  be- 
fore heard  the  design  condemned  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  condemned  it.  Indeed,  he 
thought  that  little  fault  could  be  found  in 
it.  So  far  as  his  own  opinion  went,  he 
believed  that  the  monument  about  to  be 
erected  at  Scutari  would  be  one  of  the 
finest  the  country  had  produced,  and  an 
honourable  and  handsome  tribute  by  this 
nation  to  the  memory  of  those  brave  men 
whom  it  was  intended  to  commemorate. 
He  thought  that  Baron  Marochetti  should 
not,  at  all  events,  be  considered  a  foreign 
artist,  for  he  had  gained  for  himself  a  re- 
putation in  this  country,  and  was  looked 
upon  more  as  an  artist  of  this  country  than 
as  a  foreign  artist.  But  even  if  he  were 
viewed  in  the  light  of  a  foreign  artist,  the 
noble  Earl  could  have  no  reason  to  com- 
plain  of  him,  because  it  was  his  wish  that 
the  work  should  be  competed  for  by  the  ar- 
tists of  England,  Italy,  France,  and  other 
countries.  He  (Lord  Panmure)  was  quite 
certain  that  in  Baron  Marochetti 's  hands 
tho  work  would  be  executed  in  a  manner 
satisfactory  to  the  country  as  well  as  cre- 
ditable to  the  artist. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  July  8,  1856. 

MnrvTBS.]     Poblio  Bills. — V  Customs. 
3°  Registration  of  Leases  (Scotland). 

PUBLIC  HEALTU  BILT^ 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair.*' 

Ma.  KNIGHT,  in  moving  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  House  would  upon  that  day 
three  months  resolve  itself  into  the  said 
Committee,  said,  that  when  the  Public 
Health  question  was  brought  forward  in 
1848  it  was  considered  to  be  virtually 
Lord  Fanmure 


I  settled  by  the  Bill  of  that  year,  and  the 
present  Bill,  differing  as  it  did  so  materially 
from  that  measure,  was  a  breach  of  faith 
with  the  public.     The  Bill  now  before  the 
House  differed  not  only  from  the  Bill  of 
1848,  but  also  from  that  which  was  intro- 
duced in  1854.  All  the  stringent  clauses  of 
the  Act  of  1848  were  retained,  while  all 
the  remedial  clauses  proposed  by  the  Bill 
of  1854  were  omitted.     That  was  his  first 
objection.     His  second  objection  was,  that 
it  repealed  the  145th  section  of  the  pre- 
sent Act,  which  gave  the  public  a  right  of 
appeal  against  the  Board  of  Health ;  and 
his  third  objection  was,  that  it  doubled  the 
amount  of  money  allowed  to  be  raised  on 
mortgage  of  the   property  of   the  rate- 
payers wherever  the  Act  was  enforced. 
Now,  that  duplication,  he  contended,  was 
unnecessary.     The  fact  was,  a  great  naay 
of  the  towns  where  there  were  local  Boards 
of  Health  had  spent  all  the  money  they 
were  empowered  to  raise  under  the  Act  of 
1848,  and  yet  the  works  were  not  com- 
pleted.    That  had  arisen  in  conseqaenco 
of  the  engineers  of  the  General  Board  of 
Health  having  been  exclusively  employed 
to  make  the  estimates,  the  towns  them- 
selves not  being  allowed  to  employ  their 
own  men.    Those  towns  had  been  assessed 
at  the  rate  of  1-1 6th  of  the  yearly  value 
of  the  property;  it  was  now  proposed  to 
subject  them  to  another  assessment  to  the 
same  amount;  making  the  rate  l-8th  of 
the  value,  and  that  without  giving  them 
any  voice  at  all  in  the  matter.     Now  ho 
therefore    submitted    that    those    parties 
should  be  heard  before  any  such  tax  was 
imposed  upon  them.     It  was  his  belief 
that  the  repeal  of  the  145th  clause  would 
be  most  injurious.      All  reasonable   pro- 
tection ought  to  be  afforded  against  large 
companies  supplying  water  and  gas ;  and 
the  right  of  appeal  which  the  145th  clause 
gave  afforded  that  protection.     Many  of 
the  local  Boards  formed  themselves  into 
those  large  companies,  and  they  had  the 
power  to  oppress  the  neighbouring  dis- 
tricts, and  it  was  only  by  the  right   of 
appeal  that  those  districts  had  any  check 
upon  such  local  Boards.     To  show  how 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  would  work,  he 
would  mention  the  case  of  the  town  of 
Luton,  with  a  population  of  10,000   or 
12,000  inhabitants.     It  used  to  be  drained 
by  cesspools.     There  ran  by  the  town  the 
river  Lea,  which  was  from  twenty  to  thirty 
feet  wide,  and  capable  of  being  used  for 
all  sorts  of  domestic  purposes,  and  it  was 
always  full  of  fish.     A  Board  of  Health 
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was  established  at  Lnton,  and  they  imme- 
diately drained  the  town  and  emptied  their 
sewers  into  that  river,  rendering  it  a  most 
horrible  nnisance.  The  rircr  was  turned 
into  a  filthy-  open  sewer ;  the  fish  all  died ; 
the  water  was  unwholesome  for  drinking 
purposes;  the  sheep  that  were  washed  in 
the  river  came  out  dirtier  than  they  went 
iuy  and  the  bottom  of  the  river  was  covered 
for  full  thirty  inches  deep  with  decom- 
posed matter,  having  only  fifteen  inches 
in  depth  of  water  running  over  it.  No- 
thing could  be  more  disgusting,  or  more 
contrary  to  the  rales  laid  down  by  the 
Board  of  Health  themselves,  who,  in  their 
Report  on  the  use  of  impure  water,  had 
shown  that  cholera  and  other  disease  were 
greatly  iacreased  by  persons  drinking  bad 
water.  The  people  of  Luton,  by  virtue  of 
the  145th  clause  of  the  existing  Act,  took 
proceedings  before  the  Vice  Chancellor 
to  obtain  redress,  when  the  local  Board 
promised  that  the  nuisance  should  be 
abated.  It  was  very  natural  therefore 
that  the  Board  of  Health  should  wish  to 
get  rid  of  this  the  only  security  which  the 
public  had  against  them.  Should  the 
present  Bill  pass  it  would  confirm  every 
abase  which  the  people  had  so  much 
straggled  against.  He  should,  therefore, 
press  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  "  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee,*' 
instead  thereof. 

Mr.  PALK  said,  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment thought  it  their  duty  to  bring  for- 
ward a  measure  which  interfered  with  pro- 
perty of  every  description — with  property 
in  land,  in  water,  in  canal  shares,  harbour 
shares,  and  with  the  administration  of  the 
loeal  government  of  towns — they  ought, 
at  least,  to  bring  it  forward  at  a  sufficiently 
early  period  to  admit  of  the  question  re- 
ceiving that  due  consideration  which  such 
important  interests  demanded.  He  was 
perfectly  aware  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
House  had  some  very  liberal  notions  of 
the  rights  of  property  which  had  never 
yet  been  acquiesced  in  by  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  he  trusted  that,  as  long 
as  the  House  of  Commons  existed,  the 
rights  of  property  would  be  maintained 
sacred,  and  that  no  interest  would  be  suf- 
fered to  be  taken  away  in  a  morning  sit- 
ting, at  the  close  of  the  Session,  by  a  Bill 


which  professed  to  be  one  thing,  but  which 
in  reality  was  of  a  totally  different  descrip* 
tion.  When  the  Government  brought  for- 
ward an  amended  Brll,  purporting  to  con- 
tain certain  saving  clauses,  they  should  be 
saving  clauses,  and  not  enabling  clauses. 
It  was  a  most  unfair  way,  he  considered, 
to  attempt  to  obtain  power  by  bringing 
in  such  clauses,  pretending  to  bo  saving 
clauses,  but  which  in  reality  gave  to  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Health  a  control 
and  a  jurisdiotion  over  property  which  had 
never  yet  been  conceded  by  that  House. 
The  question  of  the  powers  of  the  Board 
of  Health  had  on  various  occasions  been 
brought  forward,  but  it  had  always  met 
with  one  result — defeat — because  it  grasp- 
ed at  a  despotism  which  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  trusted,  never  would  sanction. 
As  far  as  be  was  personally  concerned,  he 
thought  it  might  be  better  not  to  reject 
the  measure  altogether,  but  to  permit  the 
Bill  to  go  into  Committee  with  the  under- 
standing that  all  the  clauses  which  gave 
to  the  Board  of  Health  powers  which  they 
did  not  at  present  possess — all  the  saving 
clauses  which  were  in  reality  enabling 
clauses — should  be  omitted,  and  that  the 
Board  should  be  continued  for  a  limited 
period.  If  the  House  did  not  take  that 
step,  great  evils  might  arise  and  much 
injury  be  done  to  local  interests. 

Mr.  H.  G.  LANGTON  said,  he  must 
confess  that  when  he  went  into  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Bill  he  was  greatly 
surprised  at  finding  the  most  popular  part 
of  it  withdrawn,  and  that  clauses  were  in- 
trodnced  which  had  met  with  great  oppo- 
sition ;  but  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Health  had 
since  withdrawn  those  clauses  ho  should 
not  oppose  the  Bill  going  into  Committee. 
He  had  the  honour  to  represent  a  very 
large  population  where  the  Public  Health 
Bill  was  in  operation  (Bristol),  and  he 
thought  it  just  to  state  that,  under  the 
management  of  the  local  Board,  it  had 
given  general  satisfaction. 

Mb.  COWPER  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  m,oved  the  Amendment  had 
gone  at  some  length  into  particular  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  but  as  those  clauses  did  not 
afiect  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  should 
not  say  more  than  that  they  formed  part 
of  the  Bill  submitted  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  that  evidence  had  been  heard 
both  for  and  against  them.  Some  of  the 
clauses  had  been  copied  verbatim  from  the 
Bill  which  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Select  Committee   after  every  attention 
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had  been  paid  to  loeal  and  priyate  in- 1 
tereats,  ana  it  waa  generally  understood 
that  those  clauses  were  assented  to  bj  the 
canal  and  other  companies.      He  appre- 
hended the  proposition  of  the  hoo.  Gentle- 
man (Ur.  Knight)  to  be  that  the  House 
should  not  consider  anj  Amendments  of 
the  Act  of  1848.     He  was  exceedingly 
surprised  that   a  Motion    to   that  effect 
should  come  from  such  a  quarter.     If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  were  an  admirer  of  the 
Act  of  1848  he  could  und^tand  it,  but 
the  singular  fact  was  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman particularly  objected  to  that  Act. 
The  hoo.  Gentleman  appeared  to  say  that, 
as  the  House  could  not  adopt  the  BiU  of 
last  year»  therefore   they  ought  not  to 
adopt  any  lesser  Bill.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  be  reviTing  the  cry  which 
was  very  powerfully  raised  some  years  ago 
in  reference  to  the  Reform  BiU;  and  he 
seemed  to  say  that  he  would  have  "  the 
Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the 
BiU."     But  such  a  cry,  however  useful  it 
might  have  been  when  originally  raised, 
was  very  inappropriate  now,  because  there 
was  no  possibUity  of  getting  the   whole 
Bill  in  the  course  of  the  present  Session. 
Hon.  Members  must  be  weU  aware  of  the 
impossibility,  at  that  late  period  of  the 
Session,  of  attempting  to  discuss  and  carry 
a  Bill  containing  between  200  and  300 
clauses.     Then  came  the  question — would 
they  have  the  instalment  which  he  (Mr. 
Gowper)    now    proposed,   or  would   they 
postpone  the  whole  subject  tUl  next  year  ? 
He  had  endeavoured,  but  in  vain,  to  bring 
the  whole  subject  under  discussion  at  an 
earlier  period  of   the   Session;    and   he 
therefore  thought  the  best  way  of  dealing 
with  the  matter  would  be  to  propose  a 
Bill   that    should  contain    clauses  which 
would  amend  the  BUI  of  1848  in  its  prac- 
tical details,  and  which  the  local  Boards 
said  prevented  them  from  carrying  on  their 
work  efficiently.     There  were  many  am- 
biguities in  the  law  which  it  was  desirable 
to  get  rid  of.     Alterations  were  also  re- 
quired respecting  the  power  of  purchasing 
land,  the  establishing  of  gasworks,  and 
other  such  pi-actical  matters.     He  thought 
therefore  that  it  would  be  better  to  m^e 
those  Amendments  in  the  law,  and  then 
proceed  next  year  to  deal  with  the  other 
and  more  important  branch  of  the  subject, 
namely,  those  organic  changes  which  were 
deemed  necessary   in  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Health — such  as  the  mode  of 
voting,  the  qualification  of  electors,  and 
other  machinery  connected  with  the  more 
Mr.  Oowper 


theoretical  portion  of  the  aabjeet.  He 
really  thought  that  by  thus  separating  the 
practical  details  from  the  theoretical  part 
of  the  Bill  he  was  advancing  the  object 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  wished 
to  accompUsh.  He  was  not  aware  that  any 
part  of  the  present  BiU  would  give  rise 
to  any  serious  difficulty.  But  if  any  of 
the  clauses  should  appear  to  require  moeh 
discussion,  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  them  to  another 
year.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not 
shut  the  door  altogether  against  the  only 
Amendments  of  the  Act  of  1848  which  he 
was  now  able  to  propose.  There  were 
209  towns  in  which  local  Boards  of  Health 
existed.  They  were  under  local  repre- 
sentative government,  and  they  wished  the 
Act  under  which  they  ministered  to  the 
health  of  the  inhabitants  to  be  amended. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  it  was  his  belief, 
that  the  Act  of  1848  was  not  very  popular, 
and  had  not  been  very  successful.     That 
Act  was  referred   last  year  to  a  Select 
Committee.     After  much  discussion  that 
Committee  produced  a  BiU,  deaUng  with 
most  of  the  difficulties  proposed  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  present  BiU,  and  with  many 
others  besides.      For   some  reason,  beat 
known  to  himself,  the  right  hon.  Qoitle- 
man  (Mr.  Gowper)  did  not  produce  that 
Bill.     He  had  given  no  reason  why,  ex- 
cept that  it  was  more  easy  to  take  up  a 
part  of  the  subject  than  the  whole.     It 
would  have  been  but  fair  on  the  pari  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  seeing  that  he 
had  only  taken  a  part  of  the  BiU  recom- 
mended by  the  Select  Committee,  if  he 
had  referred  this  limited  Bill  to  another 
Committee,  so  that   some   reason   might 
have  been  obtained  why  this  amaU  portion 
of  the  larger  BiU  should  alone  be  submit- 
ted to  the  House.      But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  wanted  to  clear  up  aome 
doubtful  points,  make  some  Amendments, 
and  supply  some  defects.     But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  pretend  to  say 
that  if  the  Bill  now  under  consideratioa 
were  allowed  to  pass  there  was  the  most 
remote  chance,  after  the  Board  of  Health 
should  have  obtained  aU  the  powers  which 
the  BUI  would  give  them,  of  any  of  those 
grievances  which  the  public  now  suffered 
under  being  attended   to  and  redressed. 
That  was  the   real  queation   which   waa 
before  the  House.     The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  got  himself  dear  of  light  and 
water  by  withdrawing  the  clauaea  relating 
to  the  Water  and  Gas  Companiea;  but  that 
was,  he  auppoaed,  becauao  gaa  and  water 
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interests  were  somehow  always  represent- 
ed in  that  House.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman«  howe?er,  had  treated  very  lightly 
the  Isot,  that  in  different  places  the  local 
Boards  of  Health,  had  created  intolerable 
public  nuisances  by  draining  towns  into  the 
small  streams  running  through  the  country, 
and  thereby  killing  the  fish,  poisoning  the 
people,  and  mining  manufsoturers.      The 
great  sanitary  improvement  of  the  country 
had  resulted  in  a  vast  system  of  what  was 
called  pipe  drainage.      This  vast  system 
discharged  all  the  filth  of  the  towns  some- 
where.    In  the  metropolis  it  was  discharg- 
ed into  the  Thames ;  and  the  Metropolitan 
Board   of  Works   were  now  engaged  in 
the  undertaking  of  cleansing  the  Thames. 
There  were  clauses  in  the  Act  of  1848 
which  afforded  some  protection  against  this 
system  ;  and  the  people  were  becoming 
awake  to  the  eyils  with  which  they  were 
threatened,  and  were  prepared  to  say  that 
the  Board  of  Health  should  not  poison  the 
health  of  the  neighbourhood  by  polluting 
their  water.     But  by  a  Tcry  short  clause 
in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  it  was 
proposed  to  do  away  with  all  power  on  the 
part  of  a  Court  of  Law  to  interfere,  and 
thus  the  owners  of  property  would  be  left 
without  any  means  of  protection.     That 
was  a  sample  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman called  an  amendment  of  the  law. 
It  was  an  amendment  of  the  law  with  a 
Tengeanee,  but  was  it  a  just  amendment  ? 
It  was  also  proposed  to  extend  the  power 
of  borrowing  over  fifty  instead  of  thirty 
years,  the  only  effects  of  which  would  be 
to  produce  extravagance  in  the  expenditure 
of  the  money,  beesuse  it  would  not  have 
to  be  repaid  for  a  very  long  time.     Every 
grievance  that  had  been  complained  of  in 
the  old  Bill,   and   the  jobbing  that  was 
carried  on  nnder  it,  were  left  totally  un- 
touched.     He    hoped   that  the    valuable 
time  of  the  House  would  not  be  wasted 
in  a  long  diacnssion  upon  a  measure  that 
vonld  be  of  no  use  when  carried.     Every- 
body knew  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
only  to  pass    certain    miserable    clauses 
for  the  satisfaction  of  those  parties  who 
went  roaming  ahout  the  country  putting 
their  hands  into  the  tax-payers'  pockets, 
and  creating  work  and  expensive  jobs  for 
their  own  benefit.      The  Bill  would  give 
those  parties  doable  taxing  power,  and  for 
that  reason  and  because  the  measure  was 
utterly  useless,  be  shoold  oppose  its  going 
into  Committee. 

Ms.  BAINES  said,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prastdent  of  tbe  Board  of  Health,  had 


consented  to  postpone  any  clauses  to  which 
objections  of  a  serious  nature  were  en- 
tertained ;  but  there  were  portions  of  the 
Bill  involving  matters  of  great  importance, 
as  to  which  no  doubt  was  entertained  on 
either  side,  which  it  was  desirable  should 
be  passed  into  a  law.  The  first  part  of  the 
Bill  was  to  continue  the  General  Board 
of  Health.  It  was  true  that  Board  would 
exist  to  the  1st  of  July  next,  and  to  the 
end  of  the  then  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  his  experience  at  the  Poor  Law 
Board  convinced  him  that  it  was  most  im- 
portant not  to  defer  the  renewal  of  an  Act 
to  the  very  last  Session,  because  no  one 
knew  what  would  become  of  that  Session. 
It  might  be  cut  short  at  the  end  of  the 
next  week  after  it  met.  That  part  of  the 
Bill  ought,  therefore,  to  be  passed.  There 
were  many  other  provisions  also  which 
would  afford  no  matter  for  controversy  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  he  would  warn 
the  House,  that  if  it  once  allowed  bit  by 
bit  legislation  on  the  law  in  question,  they 
would  never  have  the  law  satisfactorily 
amended.  There  had  not  been  the  shadow 
of  a  reason  assigned  why  the  whole  mea- 
sure should  not  have  been  brought  for- 
ward in  the  early  part  of  the  Session,  so 
as  to  give  the  House  sufficient  time  to  con- 
sider all  its  provisions.  If,  however,  the 
House  conBned  itself  to  renewing  the 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Health  for  one 
Session  he  would  not  object  to  it. 

Mb.  barrow  said,  the  House  owed  it 
to  its  own  dignity  to  reject  the  Bill  alto- 
gether. The  Board  of  Health  was  limited 
in  its  duration  by  the  Act  of  1848.  A  Bill 
was  brought  in  last  year  and  submitted  to 
a  Select  Committee.  He  (Mr.  Barrow) 
had  objected  to  certain  clauses,  which  he 
was  assured  across  the  table  should  be 
abandoned.  With  the  Bill  which  came 
from  the  Select  Committee,  however,  it 
appeared  the  Government  did  not  agree ; 
and  in  the  Bill  laid  on  the  table  by  the 
Government,  the  objectionable  clauses 
which  it  had  been  promised  should  be 
abandoned  were  reintroduced  into  it. 
There  was  one  clause,  however,  which  was 
particularly  objectionable,  namely,  that 
which  gave  to  the  temporary  occupiers  of 
property  a  right  to  tax  the  owners  of  that 
property  for  a  period  of  fifty  years,  in  a 
rate  for  the  purposes  of  the  Board  of 
Health.  The  clause  exempted  the  occu- 
piers from  payment.  That  clause,  how- 
ever, he  was  bound  to  say,  was  not  in  the 
amended  Bill ;  but  it  showed  the  animus 
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had  been  paid  to  local  and  prirate  in- 
terestSy  and  it  was  generally  understood 
that  those  clauses  were  assented  to  by  the 
canal  and  other  companies.      He  appre- 
hended the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Knight)  to  be  that  the  House 
should  not  consider  any  Amendments  of 
the  Act  of  1848.     He  was  exceedingly 
surprised   that   a  Motion    to   that  effect 
should  come  from  such  a  quarter.     If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  were  an  admirer  of  the 
Act  of  1848  he  could  und^stand  it,  but 
the  singular  fact  was  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman particularly  objected  to  that  Act. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  say  that, 
as  the  House  could  not  adopt  the  Bill  of 
last  year,   therefore    they  ought  not  to 
adopt  any  lesser  Bill.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  be  reviving  the  cry  which 
was  very  powerfully  raised  some  years  ago 
in  reference  to  the  Reform  Bill;  and  he 
seemed  to  say  that  he  would  have  "  the 
Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothiug  but  the 
Bill."     But  such  a  cry,  however  useful  it 
might  have  been  when  originally  raised, 
was  very  inappropriate  now,  because  there 
was  no  possibility  of  getting  the   whole 
Bill  in  the  course  of  the  present  Sessiou. 
Hon.  Members  must  be  well  aware  of  the 
impossibility,  at  that  late  period  of  the 
Session,  of  attempting  to  discuss  and  carry 
a  Bill  containing  between  200  and  300 
clauses.     Then  came  the  question — would 
they  have  the  instalment  which  he  (Mr. 
Cowper)    now    proposed,   or  would   they 
postpone  the  whole  subject  till  next  year  ? 
He  had  endeavoured,  but  in  vain,  to  bring 
the  whole  subject  under  discussion  at  an 
earlier  period  of   the   Session;    and   he 
therefore  thought  the  best  way  of  dealing 
with  the  matter  would  be  to  propose  a 
Bill  that    should  contain    clauses  which 
would  amend  the  Bill  of  1848  in  its  prac- 
tical details,  and  which  the  local  Boards 
said  prevented  them  from  carrying  on  their 
work  efficiently.     There  were  many  am- 
biguities in  the  law  which  it  was  desirable 
to  get  rid  of.     Alterations  were  also  re- 
quired respecting  the  power  of  purchasing 
land,  the  establishing  of  gasworks,  and 
other  such  practical  matters.     He  thought 
therefore  that  it  would  be  better  to  make 
those  Amendments  in  the  law,  and  then 
proceed  next  year  to  deal  with  the  other 
and  more  important  branch  of  the  subject, 
namely,  those  organic  changes  which  were 
deemed  necessary  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Health — such  as  the  mode  of 
voting,  the  qualification  of  electors,  and 
other  machinery  connected  with  the  more 
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theoretical  portion  of  the  snbjeet.  He 
really  thought  that  by  thus  separating  the 
practical  details  from  the  theoretical  part 
of  the  Bill  he  was  advancing  the  object 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  wished 
to  accomplish.  He  was  not  aware  that  any 
part  of  the  present  Bill  would  give  rise 
to  any  serious  difficulty.  But  if  any  of 
the  clauses  should  appear  to  require  much 
discussion,  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  them  to  another 
year.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not 
shut  the  door  altogether  against  the  only 
Amendments  of  the  Act  of  1848  which  ho 
was  now  able  to  propose.  There  were 
209  towns  in  which  local  Boards  of  Healtk 
existed.  They  were  under  local  repre- 
sentative  government,  and  they  wished  the 
Act  under  which  they  ministered  to  the 
health  of  the  inhabitants  to  be  amended. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  it  was  his  belief, 
that  the  Act  of  1848  was  not  very  popular, 
and  had  not  been  very  successful.     Thfti 
Act  was  referred   last  year  to  a  Select 
Committee.     After  much  discussion  that 
Committee  produced  a  Bill,  dealing  with 
most  of  the  difficulties  proposed  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  present  Bill,  and  with  many 
others  besides.      For  some  reason,  best 
known  to  himself,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Cowper)  did  not  produce  that 
Bill.     He  had  given  no  reason  why,  ex- 
cept that  it  was  more  easy  to  take  up  a 
part  of  the  subject  than  the  whole.     It 
would  have  been  but  fair  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  seeing  that  he 
had  only  taken  a  part  of  the  Bill  reoom* 
I  mended  by  the  Select  Committee,  if  he 
had  referred  this  limited  Bill  to  another 
Committee,  so  that   some   reason   might 
have  been  obtained  why  this  small  portion 
of  the  larger  Bill  should  alone  be  submit- 
ted to  the  House.      But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  wanted  to  clear  up  some 
doubtful  points,  make  some  Amendments, 
and  supply  some  defects.     But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  pretend  to  aay 
that  if  the  Bill  now  under  consideration 
were  allowed  to  pass  there  was  the  most 
remote  chance,  after  the  Board  of  Health 
should  have  obtained  all  the  powers  which 
the  Bill  would  give  them,  of  any  of  those 
grievances  which  the  public  now  suffered 
under  being  attended  to  and  redressed. 
That  was  the   real  question   which    was 
before  the  House.     The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  got  himself  clear  of  light  and 
water  by  withdrawing  the  clauses  relating 
to  the  Water  and  Gas  Companies;  but  that 
waSf  he  suppoaedi  because  gaa  and  water 
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intoreBia  were  eomebow  always  represent- 
ed in  that  Honse.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, howe?er,  had  treated  yerj  lightlj 
the  faot»  that  in  different  places  the  local 
Boards  of  Health  had  created  intolerable 
public  nuisances  by  draining  towns  into  the 
small  streams  running  through  the  country, 
and  thereby  killing  the  fish,  poisoning  the 
people,  Bnd  ruining  manufacturers.  The 
great  sanitary  improvement  of  the  country 
had  resulted  in  a  vast  system  of  what  was 
called  pipe  drainage.  This  vast  system 
discharged  all  the  filth  of  the  towns  some- 
where. In  the  metropolis  it  was  discharg- 
ed into  the  Thames  ;  and  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  were  now  engaged  in 
the  undertaking  of  cleansing  the  Thames. 
There  were  clauses  in  the  Act  of  1848 
which  afforded  some  protection  against  this 
system ;  and  the  people  were  becoming 
awake  to  the  eyils  with  which  they  were 
threatened,  and  were  prepared  to  say  that 
the  Board  of  Health  should  not  poison  the 
health  of  the  neighbourhood  by  polluting 
their  water.  But  by  a  very  short  clause 
in  the  Bill  now  before  the  Bouse,  it  was 
proposed  to  do  away  with  all  power  on  the 
part  of  a  Court  of  Law  to  interfere,  and 
thus  the  owners  of  property  would  be  left 
without  any  means  of  protection.  That 
was  a  samfde  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman called  an  amendment  of  the  law. 
It  was  an  amendment  of  the  law  with  a 
vengeauee,  but  was  it  a  just  amendment  ? 
It  was  also  proposed  to  extend  the  power 
of  borrowing  over  fifty  instead  of  thirty 
years,  the  only  effects  of  which  would  be 
to  produce  extravagance  in  the  expenditure 
of  the  money,  because  it  would  not  have 
to  be  repaid  for  a  very  long  time.  Every 
grief  ance  that  had  been  complained  of  in 
the  old  Bill,  and  the  jobbing  that  was 
carried  on  under  it,  were  left  totally  un* 
tooehed.  He  hoped  that  the  valuable 
time  of  the  House  would  not  be  wasted 
in  a  long  discussion  upon  a  measure  that 
would  be  of  no  use  when  carried.  Every- 
body knew  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
only  to  pass  certain  miserable  clauses 
for  the  satisfaction  of  those  parties  who 
went  roaming  about  the  country  putting 
their  hands  into  the  tax-payers'  pockets, 
and  creating  work  and  expensive  jobs  for 
their  own  benefit.  The  Bill  would  give 
those  parties  double  taxing  power,  and  for  ] 
that  reaaon  and  because  the  measure  was  j 
utterly  useless,  he  should  oppose  its  going  < 
into  Committee.  I 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Health,  had 


consented  to  postpone  any  clauses  to  which 
objections  of  a  serious  nature  were  en- 
tertained ;  but  there  were  portions  of  the 
Bill  involving  matters  of  great  importance, 
as  to  which  no  doubt  was  entertained  on 
either  side,  which  it  was  desirable  should 
be  passed  into  a  law.  The  first  part  of  the 
Bill  was  to  continue  the  General  Board 
of  Health.  It  was  true  that  Board  would 
exist  to  the  Ist  of  July  next,  and  to  the 
end  of  the  then  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  his  experience  at  the  Poor  Law 
Board  convinced  him  that  it  was  most  im- 
portant not  to  defer  the  renewal  of  an  Act 
to  the  very  last  Session,  because  no  one 
knew  what  would  become  of  that  Session. 
It  might  be  cut  short  at  the  end  of  the 
next  week  after  it  met.  That  part  of  the 
Bill  ought,  therefore,  to  be  passed.  There 
were  many  other  provisions  also  which 
would  afibrd  no  matter  for  controversy  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  he  would  warn 
the  House,  that  if  it  once  allowed  bit  by 
bit  legislation  on  the  law  in  question,  they 
would  never  have  the  law  satisfactorily 
amended.  There  had  not  been  the  shadow 
of  a  reason  assigned  why  the  whole  mea- 
sure should  not  have  been  brought  for- 
ward in  the  early  part  of  the  Session,  so 
as  to  give  the  House  sufficient  time  to  con- 
sider all  its  provisions.  If,  however,  the 
House  confined  itself  to  renewing  the 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Health  for  one 
Session  he  would  not  object  to  it. 

Mb.  barrow  said,  the  House  owed  it 
to  its  own  dignity  to  reject  the  Bill  alto- 
gether. The  Board  of  Health  was  limited 
in  its  duration  by  the  Act  of  1848.  A  Bill 
was  brought  in  last  year  and  submitted  to 
a  Select  Committee.  He  (Mr.  Barrow) 
had  objected  to  certain  clauses,  which  he 
was  assured  across  the  table  should  be 
abandoned.  With  the  Bill  which  came 
from  the  Select  Committee,  however,  it 
appeared  the  Government  did  not  agree ; 
and  in  the  Bill  laid  on  the  table  by  the 
Government,  the  objectionable  clauses 
which  it  had  been  promised  should  be 
abandoned  were  reintroduced  into  it. 
There  was  one  clause,  however,  which  was 
particularly  objectionable,  namely,  that 
which  gave  to  the  temporary  occupiers  of 
property  a  right  to  tax  the  owners  of  that 
property  for  a  period  of  fifty  years,  in  a 
rate  for  the  purposes  of  the  Board  of 
Health.  The  clause  exempted  the  occu- 
piers from  payment.  That  clause,  how- 
ever, he  was  bound  to  say,  was  not  in  the 
amended  Bill ;  but  it  showed  the  animus 
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of  the  promoters  of  the  measure ;  and 
under  the  circumstances  he  could  not  vote 
for  the  Bill  going  into  Committee,  because 
he  wished  to  force  the  Government  to  re- 
consider the  entire  subject  by  next  Ses- 
sion. He  must  also  complain  that  the 
Bill  was  not  introduced  to  the  House  at 
an  earlier  period,  so  as  to  bring  it  to  a 
public  discussion,  and  enable  the  public  to 
become  acquainted  with  its  provisions. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  he  was  much 
of  the  same  opinion  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  could  not  give 
his  vote  for  the  Bill,  eyen  on  the  ground 
laid  down  bj  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  T.  Greene) — namely,  that  the  Board 
of  Health  would  expire  next  year.  Tho 
right  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Baines) 
had  endeavoured  to  alarm  the  House  by 
representing  that  some  dire  calamity  would 
befall  the  country  if  the  Board  of  Health 
were  altogether  to  expire.  Before,  how- 
ever, the  House  or  the  country  felt  any 
alarm  upon  the  subject  it  would  be  well  to 
inquire  what  that  Board  had  done,  what 
it  had  cost  the  country,  and  what  it  pro- 
posed to  do.  During  the  present  Session, 
he  had  moved  for  a  Return,  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  tho  Board  was  about.  Since 
1848  the  Act  was  applied  to  nearly  300 
towns  during  the  five  years  for  which  that 
Act  was  passed.  The  Act  was  then  re- 
newed for  another  year,  and  to  the  end  of 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament.  In  1853 
the  Act  was  applied  by  order  of  the  General 
Board  of  Health  to  six  towns,  and  by  order 
of  the  Privy  Council  to  three  towns,  mak- 
ing together  nine  towns ;  in  1854  and 
1555  the  Act  was  applied  by  order  of  the 
Board  to  thirteen  towns,  and  by  order  of 
the  Privy  Council  to  six  towns,  making 
altogether  twenty-eight  towns  from  1853 
up  to  the  present  year ;  and  the  expenses 
incurred  amounted  to  £36,000,  being  a 
very  pretty  sum  to  be  dealt  with  for  those 
towns.  It  was  now  proposed  to  continue 
the  Board  for  three  years  longer.  The 
last  Bill  did  not  propose  to  renew  the  Board 
for  more  than  two  years,  one  of  which  had 
already  expired.  Ho  did  not  know  whe- 
ther thore  was  any  Member  present  who 
was  what  was  called  an  administrative  re- 
former. He  did  not  see  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck). That  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  going  to  reform  the  Administrative 
Reform  Association  itself,  he  ought,  there- 
fore, on  such  an  occasion  as  the  present, 
to  be  here.  Ho  is  going  to  set  us  all  to 
rights,  not  only  iu  Leadenhall  Street,  but 

Mr,  Barrow 


in  New  Palace  Yard,  at  Somerset  House, 
at  the  Admiralty,  at  the  Horse  Guards, 
and  at  Downing  Street.     But  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  come  down 
to  this  neighbourhood  he  would  find  in  a 
corner  of  a  street  a  little  hole  called  tho 
Board  of  Health,  and  where  he  would  dis- 
cover comfortably  ensconced  a  near  rela- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister,  a  brother  of  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  and  the  relative  of  an- 
other   Cabinet   Minister — all    vety   snug 
berths  for  Ministerial  patronage  to  bestow. 
No  wonder  Ministers  want  to  continue  the 
Board  of  Health.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Lancaster  (Mr.  T.  Greene)   says,    **  Con- 
tinue   the   Board  for    another   Session.*' 
Why,  he  would  undertake  to  say  that  be- 
fore the  discussion  closed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  below  him  (Mr.  Cowper)  would 
jump  at  the  proposition  and  be  anxious  to 
accept  the  boon  for  another  year.     But  if 
the  chairman   of  the  Administrative  Re- 
form Association  would  just  call  in  at  the 
Board  of    Health   he    would  find    those 
three  Gentlemen    he   had   named  sitting 
there,  and  if  he  were  to  ask  them  what 
they  were  about,  and  say  to  them — *'  You 
cost  the  country  a  great  deal,  and  we  have 
a  right  to  ask  you  what  you  are  about?" 
he  was  certain  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Hertford  would  reply — 
"  That  is  the  great  difficulty.     We  have 
nothing  to  do ;  we  want  to  know  what  we 
are  to  do,  and  how  we  are  to  humbug  and 
delude  Parliament,  in  order  to  get  it  to 
continue  the  Board.     We  have  one  plan 
in  our  head;  we  are  going  to  adopt  tho 
cowpox   throughout  the  country,  and  we 
mean  to  superintend   it.     We  had  also 
another  plan,  which  we  tried   to  accom- 
plish ;  we  proposed  that  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Health  should  be  President 
of  the  new  council  of  medical  men."     But 
that  Bill  has  all  of  a  sudden  dropped  ;  so 
that  one  of  their  supports  is  gone.     But 
there  is  one  more  chance,  and  what,  per- 
haps, the  House  will  ask,  is  that  ?     Why, 
the  Home  Department  proposes  to  transfer 
the  administration  of  the  Burial  Act  jto  the 
Board  of  Health — a  very  pretty  sequel ! 
First,  you  superinteud  the  general  health 
of  the  people  ;  next,  you  promote  vaccina- 
tion ;   then   you  would   preside  over    the 
Medical  Board  ;  and  then,  when  the  cur- 
tain drops,  you  come  to  the  Burial  Board 
— the  last  shot  you  have.    He  was  against 
all  the  powers  which  the  Bill  proposes  to 
confer.     Let  the  peoplo  do  the  work  them- 
selves.    He  should  oppose  the  Board  on 
any  terms.    It  has  got  one  year  to  live  ; 
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he  hoped  it  would  be  its  last,  and  that 
we  should  never  hear  of  it  again. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  he  left  out,  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ajes  61 ;  Noes 
73:  Majority  12. 

Mb.  COWPER  said,  as  the  decision  had 
been  adverse  to  him,  he  must  fall  back 
upon  the  suggestion  made  bj  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Member  for  Lan- 
caster, and  he  should  therefore  propose  a 
continuance  Bill  for  next  year  ;  his  hon. 
Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  T.  Duncombc) 
would  then  have  the  opportunity  of  again 
amusing  the  House  with  the  proceedings 
of  the  Board  of  Health.  He  was  himself 
much  amused  by  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  the  case,  but  he  a 
little  overstated  it — ^for  instance,  a  large 
portion  of  the  money  voted,  was  for  the 
Medical  Council.  The  only  charge  against 
the  Board  of  Health  was  that  they  had  a 
desire  to  do  work,  and  that  was  not  a  heavy 
imputation. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Committee  put  off  for  three  Months. 

TOE  COURT  OF  CHANCERY  (IRELAND) 
(RECEIVERS)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1 . 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  wished  to 
propose  that  a  limit  should  be  put  to  the 
power  of  appointing  a  receiver  by  enacting 
that  DO  receiver  should  be  appointed  where 
the  debt  did  not  exceed  £150  a  year. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  the  mischief  and 
misery  that  had  been  worked  in  Ireland 
through  the  receiver  system  could  hardly 
be  exaggerated,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
Bin  was  of  a  nature  to  overcome  those 
evils.  He  would  suggest,  however,  that  a 
limit  should  be  fixed  below  which  no  re- 
ceiver should  be  appointed,  not  only  as  to 
the  amount  of  the  debt,  but  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  rental  of  the  estate  on 
which  the  receivership  was  appointed. 

Mb.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  he  was 
willing  to  adopt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
suggestion. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  ho  thought  £150 
was  the  lowest  amount  that  could  be 
adopted. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  in  many 
cases  receivers  were  appointed  over  an  es- 
tate for  a  debt  of  £20,  the  costs  incurred 


by  such  appointment  being  ten  times  that 
amount,  while  receivers  were  appointed  in 
several  instances  also  where  the  annual 
value  of  the  estate  was  only  £50.  If  the 
rental  was  limited  to  £100  a  year,  he 
(Mr.  Whiteside)  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mk.  M'MAHON  said,  that  receivers  had 
been  the  curse  of  Ireland,  but  the  Amend- 
ment would  compel  the  sale  of  estates,  or 
of  a  portion  of  them,  over  which  a  receiver 
could  not  be  appointed.  The  sooner  the 
system  of  receivership  was  abolished,  how- 
ever, the  better. 

Mr.  DE  ye  re  said,  the  receiver  system 
in  Ireland  had  been  shown  to  be  atrocious, 
and  of  benefit  to  no  one  but  the  receiver. 
The  debtor  lost  his  debt,  the  tenants  lost 
their  interests,  and  the  owner  lost  his  pro- 
perty by  the  deterioration  of  the  land 
under  that  system.  He  was  glad,  there- 
fore, to  see  the  limitations  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Enniskillcn, 
however  indefensible  on  principle. 

LoiiD  NAAS  said,  he  was  very  glad  to 
hear  that  the  House  was  going  to  place  a 
limit  upon  the  receiver  system. 

Mr.  HUGHES  said,  bethought  that  the 
limitation  of  the  rental  was  moro  important 
than  the  limitation  of  the  debt,  and  that  in 
all  cases  where  a  petition  for  a  receiver 
was  presented,  the  Court  ought,  in  order 
to  prevent  fraud  and  injury  to  creditors,  to 
be  satisfied  that  the  property  was  applic- 
able to  the  benefit  of  the  party  seeking  the 
appointment.  He  should  propose  that  the 
rental  should  be  limited  to  £100  a  year. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  that  he 
would  adopt  the  sum  of  £150  of  debt,  but 
he  thought  the  £150  rental  was  too  high. 
Therefore  he  proposed  to  give  the  Court  of 
Chancery  a  discretionary  power  to  appoint 
a  receiver  without  any  limitation  as  to  the 
amount  of  rental. 

Amendment  unthdraion. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  remaining 
clauses. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  amendment. 

COURT   OF  APPEAL  IN  CHANCERY 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
House  in  Committee. 
Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to» 

Clause  3. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  objected  to 
the  clause,  all  but  that  part  of  it  which 
proposed  the  appointment  of  a  new  Judge. 
The  ex-Chancellor  Blackburne,  one  of  the 
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ablest  men  in  Ireland,  was  receiring  a  pen- 
sion of  £4,000  a  year,  and  he  was  doing 
nothing  but  amusing  himself  at  the  Privy 
Council.  He  (Mr.  Whiteside)  wished  to 
obtain  a  pledge  from  the  Goyemment  that 
this  great  lawyer  should  be  the  first  Judge 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  with  his  pension 
to  count  as  a  portion  of  his  salary.  He 
also  objected  to  that  portion  of  the  clause 
which  rendered  the  Judge  of  the  Court 
removable  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown, 
thereby  going  back  to  the  days  of  the 
Stuarts ;  and  he  objected  likewise  to  the 
selection  of  Common  Law  Puisne  Judges, 
which  the  clause  proposed,  to  sit  as  Judges 
of  Appeal  in  Chancery  causes.  Nor  did 
he  like  the  mode  in  which  the  salaries  were 
proposed  to  be  regulated,  though  it  pro- 
fessed economy.  The  Judges  were,  in 
fact,  to  have  £5,000  a  year,  the  same 
salary  proposed  for  the  Deputy  Speakers 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Amendment 
he  intended  to  propose  was  that,  instead  of 
confining  the  appointment  of  the  other 
Judges  of  Appeal  to  the  Puisne  Judges  of 
the  Common  Law  Courts,  the  choice  should 
be  extended  to  the  elder  members  of  the 
Bar — say  men  of  twenty  years*  standing. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  that  the 
clause  had  been  framed  in  deference  to  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  Commission, 
to  whom  the  subject  had  been  referred. 
The  clause  had  been  printed  last  year,  and 
had  been  introduced  in  the  Report  of  the 
Oomniission  of  which  ex-Chancellor  Black- 
bume  was  one.  Sir  John  Romilly  and  one 
of  the  Irish  Chief  Justices  were  also  on 
that  Commission  ;  and  he  (Mr.  FitsGerald) 
had  adopted  the  recommendation  on  their 
authority,  though  it  was  rather  contrary  to 
his  own  opinion.  Various  propositions 
were  brought  before  the  Commission  to 
create  an  Appeal  Court  from  the  Court  of 
Chancery  in  Ireland :  and  it  was  pointed 
out  that  there  were  several  Judges  in  Ire- 
land from  time  to  time  available  for  the 
purpose  of  presiding  over  the  Court.  Ex- 
Chancellor  Blackburne,  however,  was  the 
party  pointed  at.  But  then  it  was  sug- 
gested that  that  Judge  might  again  be 
named  Chancellor  ;  and,  therefore  he,  (Mr. 
FitzGerald)  was  cast  back  upon  the  Com- 
mon Law  bench  and  the  Bar  for  a  selection. 
The  Commission  had  recommended  the  se- 
lection of  the  additional  Judge  from  the 
Common  Law  department.  The  Judges 
were  appointed  during  Her  Majesty's  plea- 
sure»  because  the  creation  of  the  Court  was 
an  experiment,  and  it  was  not,  therefore, 
known,  how  it  would  act*     Besides,  the 

Mr.  Whiteside 


Judges  of  the  Court  were  only  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  that  respect 
who  was  removeable  at  Her  Majesty's  plea- 
sure. He  was,  however,  willing  to  adopt 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Enniskillen  (Mr.  Whiteside). 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand  that  the  Judges  of  the  Common 
Law  Court  taken  for  the  Appeal  Court 
were  still  to  remain  Judges  of  the  Common 
Law  Court  after  their  appointment  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  thought  the 
range  of  selection  for  Judges  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal  should  be  perfectly  free,  and 
that  any  qualified  person  might  be  selected. 
It  was  like  casting  a  stigma  on  the  Bar  to 
designate  a  particular  person.  There  was 
no  man  who  had  a  higher  character  than 
ex-Chancellor  Blackburne  ;  but  the  omis- 
sion of  the  Judge  of  the  Prerogative  Court 
in  Ireland  from  the  Bill,  though  mentioned 
in  a  former  Bill,  showed  that  the  wisdom 
of  leaving  the  selection  open  was  admitted 
by  the  Government. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  modification  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman*  and 
would  adopt  it  in  the  Bill. 

Clause  amended  agreed  to,  as  were  the 
remaining  clauses. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  as  amended. 

WEST  INDIES  GEOLOGICAL  SUEVET— • 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  C.  EWART  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  when  the  geological 
survey,  now  understood  to  be  making,  of 
the  West  India  islands,  would  probably 
commence  in  Jamaica? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  in  reply, 
that  some  time  ago,  on  the  application  of 
the  colonists*  Government  agreed  to  pay 
the  salary  of  a  scientific  person  to  sur- 
vey and  ascertain  the  mineral  resources 
of  those  colonies,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  colonies  were  to  pay  all  the 
other  expenses  of  the  survey,  and  that 
the  colonies  were  to  have  the  services  of 
the  surveyor  in  the  order  in  which  they 
applied  for  those  services.  Under  that 
arrangement,  an  eminent  scientific  person 
had  been  appointed  by  Sir  Roderick  Mur- 
chison,  at  the  request  of  the  Government. 
The  two  islands  which  had  made  applica- 
tions were  Trinidad  and  Jamaica,  and  under 
the  arrangement  agreed  to  the  survey  of 
Trinidad  had  been  commenced  and  waa  now 
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in  progress.  He  had  given  in8|;ructions 
that  the  survey  should  not  he  a  complete 
one  for  scientific  purposes,  hut  only  such 
a  one  as  would  ascertain  in  a  general  way 
the  mineral  resources  of  those  islands,  and 
therefore  there  was  a  hope  that  in  a  short 
time  the  survey  of  Jamaica  would  he  com- 
menced. If,  however,  the  Government  and 
Legislatures  of  that  island  were  desirous 
of  an  immediate  survey,  the  Government 
would  have  no  ohjection  to  appoint  another 
surveyor  on  the  advice  of  Sir  Roderick 
If  urchison,  hut  in  that  case  the  colony  must 
pay  hoth  salary  and  expenses. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  at  its 
rising  do  adjourn  till  to-morrow,  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  he  oh- 
served  in  the  Orders  of  the  Day  the  fol- 
lowing : — "  Appellate  Jurisdiction  (House 
of  Lords). — Salaries  and  Retiring  Pen- 
sions.— Committee  thereupon."  It  was 
with  great  surprise  that  he  bad  seen  that 
notice  placed  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day, 
after  the  discussion  which  had  taken  place 
on  the  suhject  the  previous  night,  which 
had  shown  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
House  were  opposed  to  the  measure.  He 
trusted  tha^,  although  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
placed  the  Order  on  the  paper,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  proceed  with  a  measure 
of  which  no  notice  had  heen  given,  and 
which  it  was  impossible  to  disCuss  fairly 
nnder  the  circumstances. . 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  his  noble  Friend  was  aware 
that  it  was  impossible  to  introduce  a  clause 
into  a  Bill  coming  from  the  Lords,  to  autho- 
rise the  payment  of  salaries,  unless  there 
was  a  previous  Resolution  in  Committee. 
Tbat  Resolution  would  not  ^x  the  amount 
of  the  salary,  hut  merely  give  power  to 
introduce  a  clause  which  would  afterwards 
he  discussed  in  a  Committee  of  the  House. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  no  opposition 
would  he  offered  to  the  Resolution. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said. 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  not  agree 
to  the  proposed  Resolution,  and  was  pro- 
ceeding to  discuss  the  question,  when 

Mb.  speaker  intimated  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  could  not  make  any 
observations  upon  the  subject  until  the 
Order  was  hefore  the  House. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  understood 
the  Committee  was  to  he  taken  on  Thurs- 
day. 


Sir  GEORGE  GREY:  Precisely  so  ; 
and  it  is  to  enable  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  that  we  propose  to  take  the 
Resolution  to-night. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  he  was  appre- 
hensive that  if  they  went  into  Committee 
that  night,  they  would  bind  themselves  to 
the  maximum  salary  to  be  paid. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  must  beg  to  explain  that 
the  Resolution  would  only  be  a  general 
one,  and  would  not  ^x  any  specific  amount. 


NATIONAL  GALLERY. 

Viscount  DRUMLANRIG  brought  uj 
the  answer  from  The  Queen  to  the  A 
dress  of  the  House. 


t 


**  I  HATE  received  your  Address,  pray- 
ing that  a  Royal  Commission  may  issue, 
to  determine  the  Site  of  the  new  National 
Gallery,  and  to  report  on  the  desirableness 
of  combining  with  it  the  Fine  Art  and 
ArchiBological  Collections  of  the  British 
Museum : 

"  And,  having  taken  the  subject  into 
consideration,  I  have  directed  that  a  Com- 
mission shall  issue  for  the  purposes  which 
you  have  requested." 

Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  its  rising  agreed  to, 

NAVAL  OFFICERS. 

Captain  SC06ELL  said,  in  submitting 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
relative  to  the  disadvantageous  position  of 
certain  officers  in  the  navy,  he  should  he 
very  glad  if  the  Admiralty  would  take  the 
matter  out  of  his  hands,  and  save  him  the 
trouble  of  laying  it  hefore  the  House,  for 
none  could  be  more  deserving  of  their 
consideration  than  the  officers  whose  cause 
he  was  about  to  plead.  He  considered 
that  the  case  of  these  meritorious  men 
was  a  peculiarly  hard  one,  and  he  hoped 
before  he  sat  down  to  convince  the  House 
that  it  was  one  which  demanded  immediate 
redress.  They  were  about  to  do  honour 
to-morrow  to  brave  men  who  had  fought 
the  battles  of  their  country  for  two  years, 
hut  the  men  whose  case  he  wished  to 
hring  before  the  House  had  fought  through 
a  twenty  years'  war.  All  of  those  persons 
had  been  wounded  several  times — some 
had  lost  legs,  some  arms,  and  others  the 
sight  of  their  eyes.  He  would  not  indulge 
in  any  declamation  on  the  suhject,  but 
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confine  himself  to  the  facts,  and  he  trusted, 
if  any  official  reply  was  made  to  him,  that 
the  Government  would  do  the  same,  and 
show  that  there  were  good  and  substantial 
reasons  for  refusing  the  request  made  by 
those  officers  who  claimed,  and  he  thought 
justly  claimed,  to  be  placed  in  the  same 
position   as   the  governor,   lieutenant-go- 
vernor, and  chaplains  of  the  hospital,  and 
to  receive  their  half-pay  in   addition   to 
their  residence  in  the  hospital.     It  might 
be  taken  as  a  general  rule  that  none  but 
poor  men  would  take  the  benefit  of  Green- 
wich Hospital.     Many  of  them  had  large 
families,  too,  and  it  was  a  great  considera- 
tion to  them  to  get  a  residence  free.   They 
had  to  pay  rates  and  taxes,  however,  and 
they  had  duties  to  perform  which  put  them 
to  a  certain  amount  of  expense  in  uniforms 
and  the  like.      Those  officers,   eighteen 
in  number,  addressed  a  memorial  to  the 
Admiralty,  praying  for  their  half-pay,  in 
the  middle  of  last  year,  and  to  that  the 
Admiralty  replied  that  they  had  no  power 
to  grant  their  request.     There  appeared 
at  that  time  to  bo  some  idea  at  the  Ad- 
miralty that  there  was  an  Order  in  Coun- 
cil which  did  not  allow  of  half-pajr  being 
given  to  these  officers  ;  but  that  was  found 
to  be  a  mistake.   The  officers  memorialised 
again  in  January,  and  then  the  answer 
given  was  that  it  was  not  deemed  ad- 
visable to  comply  with  their  prayer.     Act- 
ing on  his  (Captain  ScobelFs)  advice  they 
memorialised  again  about  six  weeks  ago, 
that   time   through  their   Governor,   who 
himself  backed  their  request  by  a  letter  to 
the  Admiralty.     To   this   memorial  they 
received  a  very  cold  reply,  to  the  effect 
that  the  Admiralty   "could   not  comply 
with  their  request."     Every  step  for  se- 
curing justice  had  been  taken  in  vain,  and 
they  now  came  to  that  House  as  a  final 
Court  of  Appeal.    The  Governor  and  Lieu- 
tenant-governor had,  as  he  had  previously 
stated,  their  half-pay  in  addition  to  re- 
sidences and  large  salaries.     The  chap- 
lains had  also  their  half-pay  in  addition 
to   their  salaries.-      The  officers   not  re- 
ceiving  half-pay  had  been  in  active  service 
from  forty  to  sixty  years,  when  the  pay 
was  less  by  fifty  per  cent,  than  it  was 
now,  and  it  was  exceedingly  hard   that 
having,   simply  for   the   advantage   of  a 
residence  in  the  hospital,  given  up  their 
chances  of  promotion,  that  such  an  ex- 
ceptional mode  of  dealing  should  be  ap- 
plied to  them.     He  would  read  some  do- 
cuments which  bore  on  the  case  of  these 
officers.     He^  would  not,  hovrever,  read 
Captain  Scohell 


the  memorial  of  the  officers,  though  some 
parts  were  very  strong,  and  it  was  signed 
by   the   eighteen   officers    who   conceived 
they  were  the  subjects  of  the  hardships 
complained   of.      According  to  a  return, 
moved  for  by  Mr.  Hume,  in  1854,  the  Go- 
vernor of  Greenwich  Hospital  got  £2,2669 
including   half-pay,   and  the  Lieutenant 
Governor,  £1,256  a  year,  including  half- 
pay.     The  captains,  including  all  emola- 
ments,  got  £456 ;  the  commanders,  £353  ; 
the  eight  lieutenants,  £275 ;  the  masters, 
£245  ;  but  the  two  chaplains,  who  had  not 
served  for  fifty  or  sixty  years,  and  had  not 
been  wounded  and  so  cut  to  pieces,  £500 
each ;   and  the  surgeon  £650.     If  those 
arrangements  had   been   intentional  they 
would  have  been  most  disgraceful,  but  he 
believed  that  no   such  bad  intention  ex- 
isted.     The  officers  at   Greenwich   both 
above  and  below  these  had  their  half-paj, 
and  it  was   but  fair  that  these   officers 
should  be  put  on  an  equal  footing  with 
their  superiors  and  inferiors.     He  had  in 
his  hand  an  account  showing  the  services 
of  each  of  these  men.     Of  the  four  cap- 
tains one  was  eighty-four  years  of  age, 
and  had  seiTcd  sixty-seven  years ;  another, 
seventy-one    years   of    age,    had    served 
fifty-eight    years ;    another,    seventy-two 
years  of  age,  had  sensed  fifty-eight  years ; 
and  the  last  and  youngest,  fifty-eight  years 
of  age,  had  served  forty-seven  years.    The 
result  of  the  account  was  that  the  eighteen 
men  had,  in  the  aggregate,  served  1,000, 
or  an  average  of  fifty-five  years  each.    They 
had  among  them  forty- two  wounds,  inclod- 
ing  losses  of  legs,  arms,  and  eyes ;  and  had 
received  thirty  medals  and  clasps.     The 
average  period  during  which  they  enjoyed 
the  scanty  advantages  of  Greenwich  was 
but  nine  years.     In  some  cases  men  had 
died  so  poor  that  their  widows  had  not 
been  able  to  administer  to  their  wills,  or 
subscriptions  had  to  be  raised  for  the  pay- 
ment of  debts  which  they  had  contracted 
in  order  to  furnish  their  humble  dwellings. 
They  were  all  men  with  families,  having 
children   to  educate ;   and  they   had    not 
tha  means  of  showing  to  each  other  the 
common  courtesies  of  life.     Now,  if  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  doubted  that 
statement,  let  him  go  and  dine  with  one  of 
them,  and  judge  for  himself.     The   sum 
which   would   be  required  to  give  those 
men  their  half-pay  was  not  so  much  as  the 
salary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
The    right   hon.  Baronet  (Sir  €.  Wood) 
may  be  an  excellent  First  Lord,  but    Le 
(Captain  Scobell)  did  not  see  why  thou« 
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sands  should  be  l&Tished  on  those  who 
did  duty  at  Whitehall,  wliile  those  who 
had  done  their  duty  and  had  Blill  to  dis- 
charge duties  at  Greenwich  were  neglected. 
If  it  should  he  said  that  those  gentlemen, 
when  thej  went  to  Greenwich,  knew  what 
their  emoluments  would  be,  he  would  re- 
ply that  during  the  time  that  the  present 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control,  liis  salary  was  in- 
creased by  about  £1,000  a  year.  The 
memorial  of  these  officers  having  been  re- 
ferred to  the  Commissioners  of  Greenwich 
Hospital,  they  said,  in  a  letter  to  the 
Admiralty,  that  as  the  funds  of  the  hos- 
pital were  not  affected,  they  had  no  opinion 
to  offer,  but  stated,  at  the  same  time, 
their  conviction  of  the  justice  of  the  claim 
and  also  of  the  value  of  the  boon  to  the 
memorialists.  The  Lieutenant  Governor 
bad  also  written  a  letter  in  which  he  re- 
commended that  thid  small  addition  should 
be  made  to  the  pittance  of  these  officers. 
Last  year  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Christchurch  (Admiral  Wa1- 
cott)  brought  forward  the  case  of  Captain 
Dickinson.  That  officer  came  up  to  him 
(Captain  Scobell)  in  the  lobby,  and  said 
that  if  the  House  refused  his  request  it 
would  be  the  death  of  him.  The  Motion 
was  lost  by  a  minority  of  one,  and  within 
a  month  the  gallant  captain  was  dead. 
There  were  civil  service  clerks,  some  of 
them  connected  with  the  Admiralty,  who 
bad  £700,  £800,  or  £1,000.  a  year  re- 
tirement. What  business  had  they  to 
have  more  than  these  old  men  ?  Was 
that  the  way  in  which  warriors  —  in 
which  men  who  had  fought  and  bled 
for  their  country,  were  to  he  treat- 
ed ?  Many  public  situations  were  held 
by  naval  officers  who  received  half- pay. 
It  was  received  by  Lords  of  the  Admi- 
ralty being  naval  captains,  by  the  Con- 
troller of  the  coastguard,  by  the  Deputy 
Controller,  by  the  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod, 
by  the  two  Commissioners  of  Greenwich 
Hospital,  by  the  captains,  commanders, 
and  masters  serving  under  the  Colonial 
Land  and  Emigration  Commissioners,  by 
the  naval  officers  serving  under  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  by  those  employed  in  the 
Customs.  Captain  Drew,  the  storekeeper 
at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  also  obtained 
balf-pay.  Yet  none  of  those  gentlemen 
bad  nearly  so  strong  a  claim  as  the  class 
c*f  officers  whose  cause  he  was  advocating. 
Their  case  was  one  of  such  hardship  that 
be  entreated  the  nohle  Lord  at  the  head  of 
a  Government  which  called  itself  '*  Libe- 
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ral  "  to  do  justice  to  these  aged  and  meri- 
torious officers.  Coming  ne.xt  to  the  old 
commanders  and  lieutenants  in  the  navy, 
their  position  was  certainly  a  most  extra- 
ordinary one.  He  had  in # his  hand  a  list 
of  retired  captains  numbering  100,  to 
whom  had  been  lately  added  about  144 
more.  Before  being  placed  on  that  list 
they  all  received  IO5.  per  da}^  and  now 
\0s.  &d.  was  given  to  them.  The  first 
100  of  these  officers,  none  of  whom  had 
served  less  than  fifty  years,  were  clearly 
entitled  to  rank  with  colonels  in  the  army, 
each  of  whom  received  14^.  6d.  per  day 
if  in  the  infantry,  and  15^.  6d.  if  in 
the  cavalry.  He  would  ask  why  was 
there  that  dispnrity  of  remuneration  in 
favour  of  the  army  and  against  the  navy  ? 
The  fact  was  that  the  former  service  was 
more  effectually  represented  in  Parliament, 
and  if  such  a  grievance  as  he  was  describ- 
ing existed  in  the  army  it  would  be  rung  in 
the  ears  of  the  House — and  very  properly 
so — until  it  was  redressed.  But,  happen- 
ing in  the  navy,  the  thing  was  not  ex- 
posed ;  although  it  could  not  he  supposed 
that  the  country  begrudged  fair  and  equal 
remuneration  to  the  oficers  of  both  ser- 
vices,  rank  for  rank.  But  what  ho  had 
stated  was  not  all.  By  the  warrant  of  last 
year  £60.000  per  annum  was  apportioned 
among  officers  of  the  army  to  induce  them 
to  retire  on  full  pay  ;  while  not  a  single 
man  in  the  navy  could  retire  on  full  pay. 
It  was  manifest,  then,  that  the  naval 
officers  were  grievously  oppressed.  The 
old  commanders  were  in  this  position : — 
there  were  551  on  the  active  list,  and  of 
these  342  efficient  men  were  unemployed. 
There  were  ninety-seven  reserve  command- 
ers, who  had  all  served  upwards  of  forty 
years  and  been  decorated  with  medals,  now 
receiving  Is,  per  day — an  allowance  far 
below  that  paid  to  a  major  in  the  army,  of 
corresponding  rank.  100  retired  com- 
manders only  received  8s.  6d.  per  day, 
being  2$,  6(i.  less  than  a  major  ;  while  an- 
other list  of  retired  commanders,  246  iu 
number,  only  obtained  7s.  The  old  naval 
lieutenants  were  not  better  off — indeed, 
the  lower  they  descended  in  rank  the 
greater  they  would  find  the  hardship. 
Only  thirteen  out  of  between  600  and  700 
retired  lieutenants  got  Is.  ;  150  of  them 
got  6s. ;  and  the  remainder,  though  many 
had  been  wounded,^  and  wore  several 
medals  on  their  breasts,  got  but  5s. 
That  was  the  reward  given  to  men  who 
had  bond  fide  the  same  rank  as  captains 
of    marines  and  captains   in  the    army. 
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whose  allowance  was  7«.  per  day.  He 
had  calculated  the  service  of  twenty  mo- 
dern lieutenants,  with  such  names  as  Row- 
ley, Balfour,  and  the  like,  and  found  that 
when  put  together  it  only  amounted  to 
seventy -four  years;  while  the  service  of 
the  same  numher  of  old  officers  of  corres- 
ponding rank  amounted  in  the  aggregate 
to  700  years.  The  latter  twenty  hore 
such  pleheian  names  as  Smith,  Thompson, 
White,  and  Johnson,  and  were  men  who, 
of  course,  never  got  on,  hut  were  left  half- 
starving.  The  twenty  men  who  had  been 
80  rapidly  advanced  had  only  three  medals 
among  them  ;  while  the  men  who  had  heen 
kept  hack  had  almost  all  medals  a  piece. 
Now,  that  was  an  illustration  of  the  treat- 
ment received  hy  the  navy;  and  if  the 
House,  now  that  it  had  been  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  system  pursued,  did  not 
sec  that  it  was  speedily  amended,  it  would 
be  responsible  for  all  the  oppression  which 
that  system  inflicted.  The  question  was 
one  wholly  unconnected  with  party  consi- 
derations, and  might  be  impartially  and 
dispassionately  dealt  with.  If  his  Motion 
were  not  favourably  entertained  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  divide  the  House.  It  was 
not  enough  for  him  to  expose  the  injustice 
done  to  deserving  officers  ;  he  must  take 
the  opinion  of  the  House  whether  that  in- 
justice should  be  suffered  to  continue.  He 
was  actuated  by  no  personal  feeling,  al- 
though his  own  name  was  on  one  of  the 
lists.  He  had  been  kept  on  half- pay 
much  against  his  own  wish,  and  although 
ho  had  used  every  exertion  in  his  power 
to  get  afloat,  he  had  not  sufficient  interest 
to  accomplish  his  object.  If  he  had  had 
nothing  to  depend  upon  but  the  pittance 
he  received  as  half-pay,  he  could  not  have 
worn  a  gentleman  s  coat  on  his  back. 
He  now  committed  the  case  of  these  old 
neglected  officers  to  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  bon.  and  gallant 
Officer  concluded  by  moving  that  the  dis- 
advantageous position  of  the  captains,  com- 
manders, lieutenants,  and  masters  of  the 
Royal  Hospital  at  Greenwich,  and  other 
officers  of  Her  Majesty's  navy,  is  worthy 
of  the  early  and  favourable  consideration 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 

Sir  GEORGE  PECHELL,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  said,  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bath  had  made  an 
appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
on  behalf  of  the  officers  to  whose  case  he 
had  called  attention  ;  but  the  person  upon 
whose  heart  it  was  necessary  to  produce 
Captain  Scohell 


an  impression  was  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  exercised  control  not  only 
over  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  but  over  all 
other  boards.  He  (Sir  G.  Pechell)  might 
remind  the  House  that,  although  oflicers 
who  were  placed  in  the  Royal  Hospital  at 
Greenwich,  as  a  reward  for  their  services, 
were  deprived  of  half-pay,  officers  who 
held  civil  appointments  were  allowed  to 
receive  half-pay.  For  a  series  of  years 
the  naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  whose 
salaries  were  £1,000  a  year,  did  not  re- 
ceive half-pay;  but  a  very  cunning  and 
clever  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  found 
out  an  Act  of  Parliament,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  which  the  Lords  of  the  Admi> 
ralty  might  receive  their  half-pay ;  and  it 
was  speedily  arranged  that  they  should  not 
only  enjoy  half-pay  for  the  future,  but  that 
they  should  receive  the  back -pay  of  which 
they  had  been  deprived.  He  hoped  the 
case  of  the  officers  to  whom  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend's  Motion  referred  wonld 
be  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Govem- 
cnent.  He  (Sir  G.  Pechell)  had  brought 
the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
on  several  occasions  some  years  ago,  and 
he  had  suggested  that  the  amount  received 
for  the  conveyance  of  bullion  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  from  South  American  ports, 
amounting  to  some  £50,000,  or  £60.000, 
or  £70,000  a  year,  might  be  applied  to 
meet  the  claims  of  those  officers ;  but  lie 
could  never  induce  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  turn  his  attention  to  the 
matter. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  dis- 
advantageous position  of  the  Captains,  Com- 
manders, Lieutenants,  and  Masters,  of  the  Roj-al 
Ilospital  at  Greenwich,  and  of  the  Retired  Cap- 
tains under  the  Orders  in  Council  of  1840,  1851, 
and  1856,  and  of  the  senior  Commanders  and 
Lieutenants  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  is  worthy  of 
the  early  and  favourable  consideration  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty." 

Admiral  WALCOTT  said,  he  bad 
thought  it  his  duty,  when  the  gallant 
officer  (Captain  Scoheli)  plaeed  his  Mo- 
tion on  the  paper,  to  go  to  Qreenwich 
Hospital  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  tho 
best  information  in  his  power  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  then  addressed  himself  to  tbo 
Governor,  Sir  James  Gordon,  one  of  tbe 
most  distinguished  Admirals  in  the  ser- 
vice, who,  with  a  singleness  of  mind  and 
sincerity  of  heart  and  purpose  that  did 
him  the  highest  honour  (character!  at  tea 
which  had  endorsed  him  to  his  profession), 
freely  communicated  to  him  his  own  senti- 
ments, and  made  him  acquainted,  as  fai'  as 


517 


If<mai 


iJuLT  8,  1856  J 


Officers, 


518 


la  J  in  his  power,  with  all  that  he  desired 
to  know.     In  niaking  one  or  two  ohserva- 
tioDS,  he  should  set  out  with  stating  that 
the  officers   of  Greenwich  Hospital   were 
paid  out  of  the  funds  of  the  hospital,  and 
received   nothing  from   the  Government; 
that  in  the  year  1812  the  salaries  of  the 
officers  were  arranged  hj  the  authorities 
of  the  hospital,  and  from  that  year  up  to 
1829  the  half- pay  of   those  officers  was 
paid  into  the  Exchequer,  the  nomination 
of  those  officers  being  in  the  same  year 
transferred  from  the  hospital  to  the  Admi- 
ralty.    From  that  time  to  this  he  (Admiral 
Walcott)  could  gain  no  information  as  to 
what  had  become  of  this  half-pay ;    but 
this  much  was  certain,   that   it   was   not 
.received  by  those  officers.     He  contended 
that  half-pay  was  given  for  good  and  meri- 
torious services  performed,  and  not  in  anti- 
cipation of  future  services,  provided  only, 
if  called  upon,  officers  were  capable  of  ser- 
vice ;  in  this  case  these  officers  were  de- 
terred from  ever  entering  on  actual  service 
by  an  Order  in  Council  of  January,  1856, 
and  therefore  the  Admiralty  was  not  justi- 
fied in  withholding  from  them  the  naif-pay 
to  which  they  were  justly  entitled.     The 
Governor  of  Greenwich  Hospital  told  him 
that  these  officers  obtained  their  nomina- 
tion at  a  very  advanced  period  of  life  for 
wounds  received,  or  for  gallant   service. 
They  had   a  house  given  them,  but  no 
famiture,  and  in  order  to  furnish  it  they 
were  generally  obliged  to  go  to  their  agents 
and  borrow  money.     If  they  did  not  live 
sufficiently  long  to  repay  the  agents,  the 
consequence  was,  the  furniture  was  sold, 
and  their  families  left  in  a  state  of  great 
distress.      Because  the  funds  of  the  hos- 
pital provided  the  salaries  of  the  officers 
of  the  department,  the  existence  of  such 
a  fund  should   not  be  considered  a   bar 
to  their  half-pay.     On  what  plea  did  the 
Governor  and  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the 
hospital  receive  their  half-pay,  when,  as 
the  Governor  himself  told  him,  they  had 
no  claim  to  it  which  those  officers  did  not 
possess  ?      It  must  not  be  supposed  they 
had  no  duties  to  perform,  as  they  were 
placed  over  some  hundreds  of   old  men, 
who  require  a  great  deal  of  care  and  atten- 
tion.    He  would  not  go  into  any  invidious 
comparisons  of  the  difference  of  pay  re- 
ceived by  officers  in  the  two  services  ;  but 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  the  surest 
evidence  of  the  decline  of  a  nation  was  its 
neglect  of  those  who  had  fought  its  battles 
in  the  hour  of  need,  who  with  the  promp- 
titttdo  of  youth  devoted  their  lives  to  the 


service  of  their  country,  and  redeemed 
that  pledge  by  the  gallantry  of  manhood  ; 
to  them  assuredly  is  due  all  becoming  tes- 
timony, and  which  ought  to  be  dealt  out 
in  a  free  spirit  and  with  an  ungrudging 
hand  ;  but  if  those  in  power  will  permit 
meritorious  services  to  pass  unrewarded, 
and  favour  to  rule  dominant  in  the  bestowal 
of  honours,  promotions,  and  employment, 
then  those  who  have  a  voice  there  will  lift 
it  against  the  decision  of  unreasoning  judg- 
ment, for  fear  the  absence  of  a  decoration 
should  be  considered  the  credential  of  ho- 
nour, and  the  insignia  of  distinction  become 
the  by-word  of  the  brave.  He  earnestly 
implored  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
to  take  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant officer  opposite  into  his  favourable  con- 
sideration, and  ho  would  only  add  that  no 
circumstance  of  his  life  would  give  him 
more  gratification  than  that  he  had  raised 
his  voice  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
support  of  the  claims  of  those  poor  and 
meritorious  officers. 

Sib  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  owing  to  any 
change  which  had  taken  place  in  the  con- 
stitution of  Parliament,  but  when  he  first 
knew  the  House  of  Commons  it  exercised 
very  considerable  influence  in  checking  the 
disposition  of  Governments  to  what  was 
deemed  unnecessary  expenditure.  That 
course,  however,  was  now  very  much  re- 
versed, and  in  order  to  prevent  an  increase 
of  expenditure,  the  Government  felt  them- 
selves obliged  to  check  Motions  made  in 
the  House,  from  time  to  time,  in  favour  of 
the  claims  of  particular  classes  of  officers 
or  other  public  servants,  and  those  often 
made  entirely  without  reference  to  claims 
of  others.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Bath,  who  introdpced  the  subject, 
stated  that  officers  of  the  navy  of  the  same 
rank  with  those  in  the  army  did  not  receive, 
the  same  amount  of  half-pay,  but  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  apparently  forgot 
that  the  officers  of  the  army  purchased 
their  commissions,  and  that  a  great  part 
of  their  half-pay  must  be  regarded  in  the 
light  of  interest  on  the  purchase-money  of 
those  commissions.  It  would  doubtless  bo 
remembered  that  on  one  occasion  an  hon. 
Gentleman  bronnrht  forward  the  case  of 
the  officers  of  marines  as  one  of  great 
hardship.  He  (Sir  C.  Wood)  represented 
at  the  time  that  they  were  really  better 
paid  than  the  officers  of  the  navy  of  cor- 
responding rank,  but  the  House  was  of  a 
different  opinion,  and  it  was  carried  that 
every  officer  of  mariucs  ought  to  have  a 
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higher  rnle  of  pay;  and  now  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Captain  Scobell)  brought 
forward  the  hardship  of  the  case  of  the 
navy  officers  as  compared  with  the  ma- 
rines in  their  turn.  In  this  way  the 
House  of  Commons  was  every  now  and 
then  taking  up  individual  cases,  one  at  a 
time,  without  taking  a  general  view  of  the 
different  branches  of  the  service.  With 
regard  to  the  first  class  of  officers  wliose 
case  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
brought  before  the  House,  the  captains  and 
commanders  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  he 
could  only  say  that  he  was  quite  dipposed 
to  agree  in  the  well-merited  eulogiura  which 
had  been  paid  them.  The  Governor  of 
that  hospital  was  one  of  the  most  distin- 
guished officers  in  the  service)  and  had  suf- 
fered much  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  to 
his  country)  and  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
and  other  officers  had  served  with  great 
distinction.  Sir  James  Gordon  had  re- 
ceived one  of  the  few  prizes  in  the  naval 
service,  and  he  should  he  sorry  to  see  his 
emoluments  reduced.  But  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  forgotten  the  difference 
between  the  pay  of  active  service  and  the 
retirement  allowance  for  past  service.  The 
chaplains  and  surgeons  of  Greenvrich  Hos- 
pital were  actively  employed  in  the  duties 
of  their  profession.  The  surgeon  was  not 
appointed  for  his  past  services,  but  for  his 
surgical  skill,  and  it  was  not  quite  fair, 
therefore,  to  compare  the  salaries  and  emo- 
luments given  to  such  officers  of  Greenwich 
Hospital  with  the  pay  for  past  services. 
The  surgeon  might  not  have  been  wounded 
or  shed  his  blood  in  defence  of  his  country, 
but  he  was  paid  for  performing  active  sur- 
gical duty  in  the  hospital.  With  regard  to 
the  naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  an  Act 
of  Parliament  was  passed  twenty-four  years 
ago  regulating  their  salaries.  It  was  then 
considered  that  the  salaries  they  received 
as  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  were  low  in 
proportion  to  their  duties  and  position,  and 
It  was  provided  that  they  should  receive 
tlieir  half-pay  in  addition  to  that  salary. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  appeared  to  be 
labouring  under  some  misapprehension  with 
regard  to  the  amount  received  by  some  of 
the  officers  to  whom  he  had  referred. 
When  he  (Sir  C.  Wood)  was  told  that 
those  appointments  were  not  worth  having, 
he  did  not  find  that  that  was  the  view 
taken  of  them  by  the  naval  profession,  by 
whom  they  were  considered  not  at  all  bad 
places,  and  who  were  most  anxious  to  ob- 
tain them.  The  hon.  and  gallant  officer 
said  that  the  officers  of  Greenwich  Hospital 

Sir  Charles  Wood 


were    inadequately   remunerated.      Their 
duties,  however,  were  of  a  light  character, 
and  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  com- 
pared their  half-pay  and  allowances  with  the 
half-pay  of  officers  of  much  higher  rank, 
he  would  find  that  they  were  not  so  inade- 
quately remunerated  as  he  seemed  to  think. 
The  half-pay  of  a  vice  admiral  was  £593  a 
year.    The  captains  in  Greenwich  llo'pitfll 
were  found  in  apartments.     It  was  difficult 
to  estimate  the  value  of  the  apartments 
but  one  of  the  captains  was  not  provided 
with  apartments,  and  he  received  £2  I2«.6<i. 
per  week  in  lieu  thereof.     Putting  that  es- 
timate, then,  upon  the  value  of  the  apart- 
ments, the  emoluments  of  the  captains  in 
Greenwich  Hospital  were  £595  per  annum, 
being  £2  more  than  the  half-pay  of  a  vice- 
admiral,  an  officer  of  much  higher  grade 
in  the  service.     He   therefore   could  not 
honestly  say  that  he  thought  that  a  very 
inadequate  payment  for  a  naval  officer  of 
the  rank  of  captain.     The  half-pay  of  a 
rear-admiral     was    £456    a    year.      The 
allowance  of  a  commander  of  Greenwich 
Hospital   might  be  cstimoted   at   £492, 
being  £36   more  than  the  half-pay  of  a 
rear-admiral.      The  lieutenants  of  Green- 
wich  Hospital    received    an   allowance  of 
£417,   taking    apartments   into   account, 
which  was   more  than  the  half-pay  of  a 
captain,  which  was  only  £365  a  year.    He 
could  not  say,  therefore,  that  such  a  re- 
tired allowance  was  insufficient  for  officers 
of  their  rank.    His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  complained  of  a  letter  in  which   the 
Admiralty  stated  that  it  was  not  in  their 
power  to  give   these   ofiicers  half-pay  in 
addition  to  their  allowances.      That  was 
quite  true,   because   the  Admiralty  could 
not  give  them  half-pay  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Treasury.     When  the  Admi- 
ralty were  again  applied  to  they  replied, 
*'  We  cannot  do  it."     He  saw  nothing  dis- 
courteous in  that  reply,  which  was  simply 
true.      In   considering   the    question    the 
House  were  bound  to  regard  it  in  relation 
to   the  general  question  of  allowing  half- 
pay  to  be  received  with  other  emoluments 
derived  from   the  public.      The  hon.  and 
gallant   Member    for   Christchureh    (Ad- 
miral  Walcott)    had    declared  that   half- 
pay    was    a    reward    for    past    services, 
and   not  a   retainer   for    future    services, 

IA'drairal  Walcott:  It  is  a  retainer^ 
admit.]  Then  it  was  not  aimply  a 
reward  for  past  services,  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  seemed  to  think.  [Ad- 
miral Walcott  :  That  is  still  mj  belief.] 
He  could   assure  the    hon.    and    gallant 
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Admiral  that  he  was  quite  mistaken ;  it  |  factorilj  explained  to  the  House  why  he 
was  both  a  reward  for  past  and  a  retainer  i  thought  there  was  no  ground  for  giving 
for  future  services.  It  was  in  the  power  still  larger  hoons  than  had  already  been 
of  the  Treasury  to  allow  half  pay,  with  >  extended  to  those  officers, 
other  emoluments;  but  it  was  generally  j  Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  he  was 
withheld  when  other  emoluments  of  con-  |  sorry  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
fiiderable  amount  were  enjoyed.  Consi>  had  mixed  up  the  captains'  claims  with 
nJering  the  amount  which  the  officers  of  those  of  the  commanders  and  lieutenants. 
Greenwich  Hospital  received  one  way  or  :  He  quite  agreed  that  a  great  deal  had  been 
the  other,  be  did  not  think  the  decision  ,  done  for  the  commanders  and  lieutenants, 
not  to  allow  them  half- pay  so  exceed-  >  but  he  thought  the  officers  of  Greenwich 
lugly  hard,  and  if  they  were  allowed  it,  I  Hospital  were  not  treated  with  the  liberality 


a  large  class  of  officers  in  the  country, 
wlio  were  receiving  other  emoluments, 
would   also   press   their  claims  upon  the 


which  the  Admiralty  ought  to  exhibit.  The 
naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  received  half- 
pay,  in  addition  to  their  salary  ;  and  if  the 


Government.  With  regard  to  the  old  j  united  amount  of  salary  and  half-pay  was 
commanders  and  lieutenants,  Government  only  proper  remuneration  for  the  naval 
had,  in  the  course  of  the  present  year,  ,  Lords,  he  should  like  to  know  how  it  was 
asked  for  an  increased  Vote  of  £11,000  ,  that  the  lay  Lords  did  not  receive  £600 
a  year,  for  the  purpose  of  makin«j:  addi- ;  or  £700  a  year  additional  salary,  to  make 
tions  to  their  half-pay.  A  considerable  their  remuneration  equal  ?  Ail  the  mem- 
number  of  commanders  had  been  given  bers  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  were  in 
the  rank  of  captains,  with  the  lowest  half-  the  same  boat,  and  they  ought  not  to 
pay  of  captains ;  those  who  had  noi  ob-  make  fish  of  one  and  flesh  of  the  other, 
tained  that  advantage  would  become  en-  >  He  did  not  think  the  comparison  between 
titled  to  it  by  seniority,  as  vacancies  oc-  i  Greenwich  captains  and  vice-admirals  a 
curred ;  and  on  looking  through  the  list,  fair  one,  because  the  vice-admiral  and  the 
he  could  not  see  any  great  number  not  in-  rear-admiral  were  both  on  the  active  list, 
eluded  in  that  number,  who  had  any  strong  while  the  Greenwich  captains  had  totally 
clairaa  on  the  score  of  service.  With  re-  retired  from  the  service.  The  Greenwich 
gard  to  the  old  lieutenants,  he  could  only  ,  captains  could  get  no  further,  and  whether 


repeat  what  he  had  said  on  a  former  occa- 
sion. Promotions  were  made  largely  in  the 
years  1814,  1815,  and  1816,  and  from  the 


provisions  were  dearer  or  cheaper  their  pay 
was  exactly  the  same.  They  were  in  a 
most  pitiable  condition.      They  had   for- 


reduction  of  force  consequent  on  the  peace  merly  been  forced  to  live,  perhaps,  in  a 
and  it  was  perfectly  impossible  that  any  |  small  cottage  in  the  country.  They  came 
great  number  could  afterwards  be  em- '  up  to  Greenwich  to  good  and  large  apart- 
ployed.  The  consequence  was,  that  very  .  ments.  They  were  obliged  to  borrow 
few  had  seen  much  sea-service.  Many  of ;  money  of  their  agents  to  fit  out  the 
them  had  received  half-pay  for  forty  years;  !  apartments,  and  when  they  were  removed 
they  now  received  a  higher  rate  of  half-  by  the  hand  of  Providence  their  widows 
pay,  and  a  number  had  been  promoted,  and  families  were  left  in  a  very  precarious 
the  number  of  commanders  having  last  year  i  position.  That  was  the  case  of  nine  out 
been  increased.  He  quite  agreed  with  '  of  ten  of  all  the  Greenwich  officers,  and 
his  hoD.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  |  he  could  nbt  understand  why  they  should 
for  Bath,  that  it  was  unjust  not  to  reward  not  receive  the  same  advantage  as  other 
officers  who  had  devoted  themselves  to  the  i  naval  officers  holding  different  situations  in 
service  of  the  country,  and  ho  did  not  the  country.  For  instance,  the  Usher  of 
believe  Parliament  would  begrudge  the  ,  the  Black  Rod  received  a  large  salary,  and 
application  of  public  money  to  officers  who  ,  lie  also  received  his  half-pay.  He  cou- 
had  distinguished  themselves ;  but  he  must ,  ^idered  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  had 
say  that  a  great  number  of  lieutenants  who  ]  behaved  well  in  giving  to  wounded  officers 


had  served  in  the  late  war  had  seen  far 
longer  sea  service  than  many  of  the  old 
lieutenants,  and  there  was  no  reason,  in 
his  opinion,  why  the  House  should  vote  a 
larger  sum  to  the  latter  officers.  He  be- 
lieved he  had  now  replied  to  all  the  points 
touched  upon  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Frieiidy  and  he  trusted  that  he  had  satis- 


appointmcnts  to  Greenwich  Hospital,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  did  not  think  those  ap- 
pointments were  sufficient  rewards.  While 
the  Governor,  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  and 
the  Commissioners  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
enjoyed  their  half-pay,  ho  (Sir  C.  Napier) 
could  see  no  reason  for  a  distinction  be- 
tween   them  and  the    officers   of   lower 


523 


LieutenarU  Colonels 


{COMMONS^ 


in  the  Army, 


624 


grade,  except,  perhaps,  that  the  higher 
officers  had  more  .influence  and  interest. 
The  House  had  perceived  the  justice  of 
representations  made  of  the  case  of  Sir 
James  Gordon,  whose  salary  as  Governor 
was  only  equal  to  his  pension  and  half-pay, 
leaving  his  house  as  the  only  henefit  he  de- 
rived from  his  appointment  in  Greenwich 
Hospital.  In  that  case  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  had  no  difficulty  in  persuading 
the  Treasury  to  allow  the  increased  emolu- 
ments, and  it  was  to  he  hoped,  after  the 
discussion  of  that  evening,  the  present 
First  Lord  would  see  the  propriety  of 
allowing  the  junior  officers  of  the  hospital 
to  receive  their  half-pay. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said, 
he  should  he  extremely  sorry  that  a  ques- 
tion relating  to  the  English  navy,  of  which 
they  were  all  so  naturally  proud,  should  be 
summarily  disposed  of.  He  considered,  in 
point  of  fact,  that  the  entire  of  the  money 
which  was  devoted  to  the  pay  of  the  officers 
connected  with  Greenwich  Ilospital  was  not 
voted  by  the  country,  but  was  defrayed  out 
of  private  funds  belonging  to  the  institu- 
tion itself.  That  being  the  case,  ho  should 
wish  to  know  if  the  nation  was  cntithul  to 
gave  the  half-pay  of  those  officers,  for  such, 
he  contended,  would  be  the  result  of  refus- 
ing to  grant  them  that  half-pay.  upon  the 
ground  that  they  received  emoluments  from 
other  sources. 

Captain  SCOBELL,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  ashamed  of  the  cold  and  callous  feel- 
ing exhibited  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  for  the  position  of  those  gallant 
officers.  He  (Captain  Scobell)  must  de- 
clare that  he  would  rather  be  what  he  was 
—an  humble  captain  in  th^  service — than 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  with  such 
opinions.  The  fact  was,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew,  that  the  sweets  of  the 
service  were  given  to  political  and  family 
favourites,  and  that  coldness,  neglect,  and 
insult  were  the  only  portion  of  the  class 
on  whose  behalf  the  Motion  had  been 
made. 

Sir  MAURICE  BERKELEY  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  not 
justified  in  saying  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  treated  the  ease  of  those  officers  with 
coldness.  His  right  hon.  Friend  was  as 
anxious  as  any  other  man  to  see  naval 
officers  properly  rewarded,  and  to  give 
them  an  increase  of  income  in  their  old 
age ;  but  he  had  a  public  duty  to  perform, 
and  that  public  duty  obliged  him  to  look 
at  the  subject,  not  in  an  isolated  point  of 
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view,  but  as  a  whole.  It  was  not  correct 
to  say  that  those  situations  were  not 
coveted,  because  there  always  were  seve- 
ral applications  for  each  one  that  became 
vacant.  The  present  Governor  and  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  were  gentlemen  who  had 
risen  by  merit  alone,  and  were  not  indebted 
for  their  position  to  those  adventitious  cir- 
cumstances to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
officer  referred.  He  would  again  repeat, 
that  he  was  just  as  anxious  as  any  Mem- 
ber in  the  House  for  the  good  of  the 
navy,  but  he  must  say  that  he  did  not 
think  that  the  present  claim  was  well 
founded. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  31  ;  Noes 
38  :  Majority  7. 

LIEUTENANT  COLONELS  IN  THE 
ARMY. 

Colonel  LINDSAY  said,  he  rose  to 
move  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  her  Majesty,  praying  that  she  would  be 
graciously  pleased  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  injury  inflicted  on  those  lieutenant 
colonels  of  the  army  who  attained  that 
rank  before  the  20th  day  of  June,  1854, 
and  who  had  been  superseded  by  the  re- 
trospective action  of  the  warrant  of  the 
6th  day  of  October,  1854.  Previous  to 
the  warrant  of  the  6th  of  October,  the 
principal  if  not  the  sole  object  was  to 
obtain  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel,  from 
which  all  the  higher  ranks  in  the  amiy 
spring.  Up  to  that  rank  all  the  grades  of 
the  army  were  purchasable,  but  beyond 
that  they  were  obtained  by  brevet.  The 
peculiar  feature  of  the  old  system  was  this, 
that  once  an  officer  became  lieutenant 
colonel,  from  that  no  officer  could  pass 
over  his  head  to  the  higher  ranks  unless 
for  the  special  cases  of  distinguished  ser- 
vices or  aide-de-camp  to  the  Queen. 

Notice  taken,  that  Forty  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted ;  and  Forty 
Members  not  being  present. 

The  House  was  adjourned  at  Nine 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 

Wednesday,  July  9,  1856. 

MiitUTK.]     Public   Bill.  —  1*   Copyholds   Acts 
Amendment. 

Their  Lordships  having  gone  through 
the  business  on  the  Paper, 
House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  July  9,  1856. 

MiNOTiB.]  Public  Bills. — 1"  Indemnity ;  Epis- 
copal and  Capitular  Estates  Contintianoe ;  Ge» 
Deral  Board  of  Health  Contiouanee ;  Customs 
'  (No.  2). 
2*'  Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland);  Railways  Act 
(Ireland),  1851,  Oontinuance;  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance  (Ireland) ;  Consolidation  Fund 
(Appropriation);    Criminal    Justice;     Militia 

CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Viscount  GODERICII  said,  he  would 
now  beg  to  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  on  this  subject. 

Order  for  Committee  thereupon  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
ciiair. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  previous  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  leaving  the  chair,  he  wished  to 
give  such  an  explanation  in  reference  to  the 
question  as  might  possibly  induce  his  noble 
Friend  not  to  proceed  with  his  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee.  It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  at  an 
early  period  of  the  Session  his  noble  Friend 
moved  a  Resolution  with  the  view  of  mak- 
ing more  general  the  examination  by  open 
competition  for  admission  into  tho  civil 
service.  A  discussion  took  place,  followed 
by  a  division,  after  which  the  question  had 
been  postponed  until  the  present  time. 
Since  that  discussion  took  place  the  sys- 
tem then  in  force  had  continued  in  opera- 
tion, and  a  considerable  additional  number 
of  examinations  and  appointments  had 
taken  place.  He  would  state  to  the  House 
the  number  of  examinations  and  appoint- 
ments since  the  existing  system  was  intro- 
daced  in  May,  1855,  up  to  the  30th  of 
Jane  in  the  present  year.  Tlie  number  of 
candidates  nominated  was  2,390,  and  of 
these  1,055  were  examined  in  London,  and 
693  in  the  provinces,  making  a  total  of 
1 ,748  persons  examined.  Certificates  were 
granted  to  564  persons  on  the  London  ex- 
aminations, to  445  persons  on  the  provin- 
cial examinations,  and  to  sixty  one  persons 
on  tbe  reports  of  heads  of  departments, 
making  a  total  of  1,070  persons  to  whom 
certificates  were  granted.  The  number  of 
certificates  refused  on  the  London  exami- 
natioDS  was  318,  and  on  the  provincial 
238 ;  making  a  total  of  556  certificates 
refused  against  1,070  granted.  There- 
fore the  result  was  as  nearly  as  possible 
that   two  persons  succeeded  in  obtaining 


certificates  to  one  who  failed.  That  had 
been  the  practical  result  of  the  existing 
system  up  to  the  present  time,  and  the 
House  would  see  that  it  had  the  effect  of 
separating  the  worthy  from  the  unworthy 
candidates.  Ilis  noble  Friend  proposed  to 
carry  to  a  still  greater  extent  the  system 
of  open  examinations,  so  that  whenever  a 
vacancy  occurred  in  a  public  office  any 
persons  might  offer  themselves  as  candi- 
dates without  any  qualification  beyond  that 
which  appeared  on  the  examination,  and 
if  they  happened  to  be  the  best  they  should 
be  accepted.  The  plan  at  present  adopted 
in  reference  to  the  superior  departments 
of  the  Government,  such  as  those  of  the 
Secretaries  of  State  and  the  Treasury,  was 
that,  whenever  a  vacancy  occurred,  seve- 
ral candidates  were  selected  by  the  head 
of  the  department  and  subjected  to  com- 
petitive examination  to  determine  who  was 
the  fittest  person  to  fill  the  vacancy.  Now, 
the  head  of  a  department,  though  hold- 
ing office  by  the  precarious  tenure  of  po- 
litical power,  therefore  being  only  tem- 
porarily in  his  department,  yet  always  had 
a  strong  interest  in  obtaining  efficient  ser- 
vants for  the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  the 
department.  He  lyas,  moreover,  surround- 
ed by  permanent  officers,  who,  by  their  ad- 
vice, confirmed  him  in  that  feeling.  Any 
gentleman  acquainted  with  the  spirit  which 
now  animated  the  heads  of  the  public  de- 
partments would  be  satisfied  that,  in  re- 
ference to  the  appointment  to  vacancies,  it 
would  be  the  study  of  those  heads  to  pre- 
sent such  a  number  of  candidates  as  would 
enable  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  to 
select  persons  fully  adequate  to  discharge 
the  duties  they  would  be  called  on  to  per- 
form. The  House,  therefore,  would  see 
that  the  system  now  introduced  offered 
satisfactory  securities  for  proper  appoint- 
ments. He  would  now  take  the  case  of 
those  civil  servants  who  performed  func- 
tions the  least  responsible  and  important. 
There  is  a  numerous  body  of  these  per- 
sons in  the  Customs,  the  Coast,  the  Excise, 
and  the  Post  Office.  The  House  would 
understand  that  any  system  of  competi- 
tive literary  examination  was  wholly  un- 
suited  to  civil  servants  of  that  class.  To 
discharge  the  duties  of  a  tidewaiter,  who 
had  watch  on  the  deck  of  a  vessel  and 
prevent  smuggling,  a  man  of  sobriety  and 
honesty  was  required,  and  it  would  be  ab- 
surd for  Government  to  require  any  su- 
perior qualifications.  Let  the  House  con- 
sider the  ease  of  a  letter-carrier  in  the 
country.     The  wages  of  that  officer,  if 
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engaged  everj  day,  amounted  to  12$.  or 
lis,  a  week  ;  and,   if  engaged  for  on)j 
three   dajs  out  of  the  seven,  his  wages 
were  not  more  than  6«.  a  week.     Now, 
anything  of  an  extensive  competitive  ex- 
amination in  respect  to  such  a  class    of 
persons,   with  questions  proposed   by  ex"- 
arainers,   would   have  an  air  of   ridicule 
attached  to  it,  and  the  House  must  admit 
that  such  a  system  was  not  applicable  to 
them.     There  was,  besides,  an  interme- 
diate class,  and  he  very  willingly  admitted 
that  the  principle  advocated  by  his  noble 
Friend  had  great  recommendations  in  re- 
spect to  that  class,  comprising,  as  it  did, 
many  persons  in  the  superior  branch  of  the 
Revenue  Department  and  clerks  nominated 
by  the  Treasury.     With   respect  to  the 
Secretary  to   the  Treasury,  that   officer, 
not  being  the  head  of  tho  department  for 
which  his  nominations  were  made,  was  not 
interested  to  the  same  extent  as  the  head 
would   be  in  obtaining  efficient  servants. 
Therefore  that  class  of  appointments  re- 
quired  some   additional  security    to   that 
which  now  existed.    Having  communicated 
with  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  (Sir 
Edward  Ryan  and  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevrc),  who 
were   most  excellent    public    officers,    he 
could    state  that  the  result  of  their    ex- 
perience was  that  examination  by  compe- 
tition, where   the   number  examined  was 
not  considerable,   did,  on  the  whole,  pro- 
duce more  satisfactory   effects  than   any 
other  kind  of  examination,  and  the  candi- 
dates were  more  efficient  in  the  pcrforni- 
ance  of  their  duties.     Their   experience, 
however,  was  in  ftivour  of  the  irradual  and 
cautious  extension  of  the  principle  of  ap- 
pointments   by   competitive    examination. 
The  question,  then,  was  by  what  means, 
and    in  what  form,  that  principle  sliould 
be  extended  ?     The  House  must  see  that 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  laying  down  any 
universal  rule,  which  would  operate  so  that 
all  candidates  for  office  in  the  public  ser- 
vice should  be  brought  up  to  London  in 
order  to  undergo  a  competitive  examina- 
tion.    If  tho  examination  was  merely  fur 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  that  the  can- 
didate possessed  a  certain  prescribed  set 
of    qualifications  —  that   he  had  attained 
a     certain     standard,     that     examination 
could  be   conducted  in   any  part   of  the 
United  Kingdom  by  proper  arrangements. 
But  if  every  appointment  was  to  bo  made 
on   the  principle  of  competition,  it  would 
he  necessary  to  bring  every  candidate  to 
one   place.     They  could   not   conduct   an 
examination    by   compctitiun    in    different 
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places  any  more  than  they  could  have  a 
race  of  different  horses  without  bringing 
them  all  to  one  spot.     Supposing  that  the 
three  capitals — Loudon,   Edinburgh,   and 
Dublin — were  selected  as  the  places  for 
examiuation,    a    great    advantage   would 
thereby  be  given  to  persons  living  in  or 
near  those  cities,  but  a  person  resident  in 
Wales  or  Cornwall  might  not  be  willing  to 
incur  the  expense  of  a  long  journey  on  tho 
uncertainty  of  the  result  of  the  examina- 
tion in  his  case.     The  consequence  would 
be,  that  under  such  a  system,  a  sort  of 
monopoly  would  be  given  to  persons  re- 
siding in  the  vicinity  of  the  three  capitals. 
Therefore  there  was  considerable  practical 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  laying  down  any 
universal   imperative    regulations   on    the 
subject.    He  thought  that  means  mi<rht  be 
found  for  having  examinations  in  different 
parts   of   the  country,  and   for  affording 
facilities  for  candidates  to  come  forward ; 
but  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair  im- 
mediately to  lay  down  any  such  universal 
regulation  as  would  impose  on  all  candi- 
dates  for   public   office   the   necessity   of 
coming   up  to   any  one  particular  place. 
He  quite   admitted,  however,  that  expe* 
rience  was  in  favour  of  the  principle  re- 
commended by  his  noble  Friend,  and  it 
would  be  the  study  of  the  Government, 
by  gradual  means,  by  feeling  their  way  as 
they  advanced,  by  avoiding  those  difficul- 
ties  the   existence   of    which    experience 
might  point  out,  to  give  as  much  extension 
as  could  with  safety  and  propriety  be  done 
to  the   principle   advocated  by  his   noble 
Friend.     He  trusted  that  his  explanation 
would  satisfy  the  House  that  it  was  the 
sincere  wish  of  the  Government  to  carry 
into  effect,  and  to  give  as  much  practical 
extension  as  circumstances  would  permit, 
to  the  principle  of  competitive  examination 
for  appointments  in  the  civil  service.  That 
principle  was  adopted  last  year,  and  had 
afforded  to  the  public  the  greatest  amount 
of  security  for  efficiency  iu  all  the  branches 
of  the  civil  service. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  would  submit  to  the  noble  Lord  whether 
it  would  not  be  desirable,  after  the  expla- 
nation made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  a  Committee  on  the 
subject  should  be  discharged  ?  The  posi- 
tion of  tho  question  was  now  satisfactory 
to  those  who  desired  to  see  the  system 
of  competitive  examination  further  hut 
cautiously  extended,  and  it  would  be  un- 
wise, in  his  opinion,  to  press  tho  matter 
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too  hastily.  It  would  he  better  to  leave  I  the  same  time  he  was  williDg  to  aceept  the 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Chancellor .  offer  of  the  Government,  and  he  quite 
of  the  Exchequer,  with  the  understanding ;  agreed  that  any  change  of  the  kind  must 
that  the  system  would  be  carried  out  in  be  carried  out  prudently^  cautiously,  and 
the  spirit  indicated.  wisely. 

VisconNT  GODERICH  said,  that  if  the  Mr.  RICH  said,  he  also  was  willing  to 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  accept  the  compromise  of  the  Chancellor 
Exchequer  had,  on  a  former  occasion,  de- 1  of  the  Exchequer,  but  he  looked  upon  it 
livered  such  a  speech  as  the  one  just  made, :  as  only  a  step  in  advance  towards  the  at- 
he  should  have  felt  it  his  duty  to  have  left  tainment  of  the  ultimate  end — full  and  free 
the  question  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern-  [  competition.  The  Dean  of  Hereford,  per- 
cent. He  felt  bound,  hoirever,  to  say  [  haps  the  highest  authority  on  national  edu- 
■that  nothing  could  be  more  gratifying  than  \  cation,  in  discussing  the  advantages  of  open 
the  right  hon.  Gentlenmn^s  speech  on  the  ,  competition  for  public  offices,  said,  in  his 
present  occasion.  In  the  Address  which  pamphlet  on  the  reorganisation  of  the  civil 
be  (Viscount  Goderich)  had  moved  on  a  \  service,  that — 

previous  occasion  he  took  care  to  use  terms  ;  "  If  eatablished  by  legislative  enactment,  it  will 
calculated  not  to  tie  up  the  hands  of  the  do  more  for  the  advanoement  of  education  than 
Government,  because  he  felt  then,  as  now,  *  Parliamentary  grant  of  many  hundred  thou- 
^,^.,  c  ri.A*-i  sands  a  year,  or  than  any  Bui  for  the  extension  of 

that  they  were  of  course  far  better  judges  ^  ^hjeh  the  country  is  prepared  to  adopt  at  the 
on  such  questions  than  any  private  Mem-  present  time ;  it  will  do  this  also  on  the  best  pos- 
ber.  He  was  most  ready  to  thank  the  sible  grounds,  by  holding  out  motives  of  an  ho- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the  pro-  '.  nourable  kind  to  all  classes  of  society  to  educate 
».:.«.  «^»*»:.«<^  :«  k:»  ..vIa^k.  «»^  *u^..^k  '  themselves,  and  will  show  them  that  ifood  cha- 
mises  contained  in  his  speech;  and,  though    ^^^^^^  knowledge,  industry,  and  fltnew  for  the 

the    measures    iyovernmeiit    proposed    to    discharge  of  official  duties,  in  whatever  rank  of 
take  were  not  specified,  yet  he  was  glad  to    life,  will  meet  with  their  appropriate  reward.    It 
hear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  adopt- ,  will  be  the  very  best  Education  Bill  which  Go- 
ed  the  principle  enunciated  in  the  Address   ^e^nment  can  bring  forward." 
as  a  sound  principle,  and  was  ready  to  act   lie  entirely  concurred  in  those  opinions, 
on  it  in  those  branches  of  the  Civil  Ser- 1  and  hoped  the  day  was  not  far  distant  when 
vice  to  which  he  thought   it   applicable.  ,  they  would  be  adopted. 
He  therefore  did  not  propose  to  proceed  '      Order  for  pommittee  discharged, 
any  further  with  his  Motion  for  going  into 

Committee,  especially  as  it  would  be  usc-.j  TENANT  RIGHT  (IRELAND)  BILL, 
less  to  do  so  at  the  present  period  of  the  ,  Order  for  Committee  read. 
Session.  He  was  willing,  therefore,  thut ;  Mr.  G.  H.  MOORE  said,  he  rose  to 
the  Order  of  the  Day  should  be  discharg- ,  move  that  the  order  for  going  into  Corn- 
ed, undertaking,  however,  to  bring  for- ,  roittee  on  this  Bill  be  discharged.  Con- 
ward  the  subject  again  if  he  found  that  sidering  the  late  period  of  the  Session,  and 
the  Government  did  not  act  in  the  spirit  of ,  following  the  advice  which  he  had  received 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  speech.  >  from  various  Gentlemen  whom  he  had  con- 
Ma.  TITE  said,  he  entirely  concurred  i  suited,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
in  the  euurse  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  in  |  he  should  not  be  doing  justice  to  the  merits 
withdrawing  his  Motion.  He  thought  the  ,  of  the  question  if  he  were  to  call  upon  the 
principle  might  be  carried  out  quite  as  House  now  to  go  into  Committee  on  the 
far  as  the  noble  Lord  intended  when ,  Bill.  If  the  Session,  however,  had  not 
he  first  brought  forward  his  Motion,  j  been  so  far  odvanced  he  should  not  have 
hnt  at  the  same  time  he  was  always !  been  deterred  by  the  singular  expedient 
ready  to  accept  the  honest  and  earnest ,  which  the  Government  appeared  to  have 
promises  of  the  Government.  What  they  |  adopted  of  calling  upon  the  hon.  Member 
wanted  to  get  rid  of,  as  far  as  they  |  for  Korth  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Stafford) 
eould,  was  the  principle  of  nomination.  |  to  go  shares  with  them  in  the  blame  of  rc- 
The  recent  examinations  by  the  Society  of  jecting  the  Bill.  He  had  too  much  reliance 
Arts  had  shown  that  properly  qualified  <  on  the  shrewdness  and  sagacity  of  that  hon. 
persons  would  be  obtained  from  various  Gentleman  to  think  for  a  moment  that  he 
parts  of  the  country,  persons  who  had  ;  would  allow  himself  to  be  made  the  cat's- 
been  educated  in  Mechanics'  Institutes,  paw  of  the  Treasury  Bench  in  getting  rid 
and  other  humble  institutions  of  a  hke  of  a  measure  which  they  themselves  were 
character,  those  being  persons  who  would  "  willing  to  wound,  yet  afraid  to  strike." 
probably  never  obtain   nominations.     At   He  did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
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was  the  man  to  lend  himself  to  helping  the 
Government  out  of  the  predicament  into 
which  their  ovrn  intrigues  had  brought 
them.  The  interpolation  of  the  Nawab  of 
Surat  Treaty  Bill  into  the  private  business 
on  two  successive  Wednesdays  had  pre- 
vented his  bringing  the  Bill  on  before,  and 
the  abridgment  of  that  day's  sitting,  cou- 
pled with  the  state  of  business  in  the 
House,  did  not  allow  the  least  hope  that  it 
oould  be  satisfactorily  disposed  of  during 
the  course  of  the  Session.  He  should 
therefore  leave  the  Government  in  full 
possession  of  the  advantage  which  they 
had  so  honourably  achieved,  though  it  was 
no  great  exertion  of  chivalry  or  generosity 
on  his  part  to  say  that  he  did  not  grudge 
them  one  particle  of  the  credit  which  their 
proceedings  in  this  matter  had  gained  for 
them  in  that  House  and  in  Ireland.  Of 
the  personal  explanation  which  he  had 
been  foi'tunate  enough  to  elicit  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Irish  Secretary 
it  would  be  superfluous  cruelty  to  say  one 
word,  because,  though  it  was  most  excep- 
tional in  tone  and  temper  and  was  rather 
offensive  than  defensive,  to  attempt  to  re- 
fute it  would  be  something  like  the  under- 
taking of  a  well-known  alderman  *'  to  put 
down  suicide."  Jf  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  on  any  future  occasion  feel  it 
his  duty  to  oppose  any  measure  of  his,  he 
only  hoped  that  he  would  accotnpany  that 
opposition  with  arguments  and  statements 
such  as  those  which  ho  had  advanced 
against  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
According  to  the  explanation  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  ordered  by 
the  Government  to  make,  ^ho  Government 
had  voted  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  because  they  acknowledged  the  jus- 
tice of  its  principle  ;  but  they  opposed  its 
further  progress  because  they  wished  to 
prevent  that  principle  beinff  carried  into 
operation.  It  might  be  said  that  he  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  that  courbe,  be- 
cause it  was  precisely  the  course  which 
the  Government  adopted  with  their  own 
Bills ;  but,  as  nobody  that  he  knew  of  took 
the  slightest  interest  in  their  Bills,  while  a 
whole  people  took  a  deep  interest  in  this 
Bill  of  his,  he  might  be  permitted  to  object 
to  the  parity  of  proceeding.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  apparently  found  ample 
satisfaction  for  his  own  intellectual  short- 
comings in  dwelling  on  the  state  of  desti- 
tution to  which,  he  said,  the  Irish  Tenant 
League  had  been  reduced.  Though  the 
Irish  Executive  might  be  bankrupt  in  sense, 
the  right  hon.  Gontleman  found  consola- 
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tion  in  the  fact  that  the  Irish  Tenant 
League  was  bankrupt  in  circumstances. 
That,  he  apprehended,  was  not  a  very 
strong  argument  at  best,  but  its  strength 
was   very  much   diminished   by  the   fact 
that  it  was  mifounded.     The  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a 
former  occasion  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
Tenant  League  was  so  bankrupt  that  six 
of  its  members  were  obliged  to  club  to- 
gether to  guarantee  the  payment  of  £6, 
but  he  had  been  misled  partly  by  a  typo- 
graphical blunder,  and  partly  by  his  own 
wilful  indiscretion.     On  the  death  of  the 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Lncas)  a  tempo- 
rary suspension  took  place  in  the  opera- 
tions of  the  League,  and  it  being  found 
that  two  sums  amounting  to  £54  and  £60 
(not  £6)  were  owing,  the  payment  of  them 
was  guaranteed  by  several  of  the  membere 
of  the  League,  but  at  the  next  general 
meeting  the   whole  matter  was   settled. 
How  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
argument  which  he  drew  from  the  weak- 
ness of  the  League  he  could  not  sec.     If 
it  was  good  for  anything  it  was  an  argu- 
ment against  the  second  reading,  and  not 
in  favour  of  it.     The  policy  which  guided 
the    qwinlula    scientia    was,    that    when 
Tenant  League  was  strong  and  active  tJic 
just  principles  which  it  advocated  mu»t  be 
paltered  with,  but  if  it  was  weak  and  in- 
active  the   principle   might   be   trampled 
on.     It  was  to  be  hoped  that  during  tbc 
recess  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  de- 
vote himself  to  a  study  of  the  geography 
of  Ireland  and  of  the  habits  and  wants  of 
the  Irish  people,  of  which  he  seemed  at 
present  to   be  profoundly   ignorant,  ^and 
perhaps  in  the  course  of  the  next  Session 
he  would   be  able  to  furnish  the  House 
with  some  ideas  of  his  own  as  to  the  jus- 
tice of  the  principles  on  which  this  Bill 
was  founded.     Instead,  too,  of  engaging 
himself  in  importing  into  Ireland  a  scheme 
of  English  legislation  which  was  as  un- 
acceptable an  importation  as  himself,  lie 
might  well  employ  his  leisure  in  devising 
some  scheme  for  the  reformation  of  those 
Irish  Members  by  whom  he  was  at  once 
supported  and  besieged.     He  should  con- 
clude by  moving  that  the  Order  for  the 
Committal  of  the  Bill  be  discharged. 

Sir  JOHN  WALSH  said,  he  felt  him- 
self called  upon  to  condemn  the  anomalous 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in  respect 
to  their  support  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill ;  and  he  would  also  enter  his  pro- 
test against  the  proposition  that  the  truo 
sense  of  the  House  was  taken  on  that  dtvi- 
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Mon  on  the  principle  of  that  most  objec- 
tionable measure.  He  had  been  greatly 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  but  all  those  who  were 
in  the  same  circumstances  had  waited  for 
some  exposition  of  the  views  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  on  the  subject.  The  consequence 
was  that  the  Bill  had  a  majority  in  its 
favour  on  a  division  taken  early  in  the  day 
in  a  very  small  House,  when  many  hon. 
Members  who  intended  both  to  speak  and 
vote  against  the  measure  were  not  present. 
He  protested,  therefore,  against  the  as- 
Bomption  that  the  deliberate  sense  of  the 
House  was  recorded  on  that  division. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  said,  he  considered 
there  was  a  deeper  and  graver  question 
connected  with  this  Bill  — namely,  whether 
that  House  was  the  proper  tribunal  to  re- 
dress an  amount  of  grievance  admitted  to 
exist  by  tourists,  writers,  Englishmen,  and 
every  one  who  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
look  into  the  question  of  Irish  grievances. 
It  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the 
question  of  landlord  and  tenant  which  had 
agitated  so  long  the  Irish  mind  ought  to 
be  settled.  He  objected  to  English  and 
Scotch  Members  deciding  questions  which 
had  reference  to  Irish  wants.  Was  Ire- 
land to  be  legislated  for  by  Scotch  and 
English  ignorance  ?  Were  those  Members 
the  proper  parties  to  legislate  for  Ireland  ? 
On  a  previous  division  there  were  not  fewer 
than  eight  Irish  Members  to  one  in  favour 
of  the  measure-^that  was  with  regard  to 
the  whole  division ;  the  majority  on  the 
other  side  being  made  up  of  English  and 
Scotch  Members.  The  retrospective  clause 
was  also  defeated  by  forty-eight  to  nine- 
teen Irish  Members,  the  others  being  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  Members,  the  majority 
against  the  clause  being  only  thirty^ix. 
It  was  determined  not  to  give  justice  to 
Ireland,  lest  a  precedent  should  be  set  of 
doing  justice  either  in  principle  or  detail. 
It  was  high  time  for  the  Legislature  to  in- 
terfere, and  to  say  how  Ireland^s  opinion 
was  to  be  expressed  through  their  repre- 
sentatives the  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  he  wished,  as  an 
Irish  Member,  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  He  from  the  first  had  lamented 
that  a  private  Member  should  have  brought 
forward  such  an  important  measure.  His 
hon.  Friend  was  fully  justified  in  bringing 
in  the  Bill,  though  he  knew  there  was  no 
possible  chance  of  succeeding  in  even  carry- 
ing it  through  that  House.  Such  impor- 
tant measures  brought  in  by  private  Mem- 
ben  were  only  a  sham,  as  every  one  knew 


they  could  not  be  carried  by  private  in- 
terest. He  would  tell  the  Scotch  Members 
that  they  h^d  as  great  an  interest  in  this 
measure  as  the  Irish  themselves,  for  the 
national  weal  could  not  be  promoted  with- 
out Ireland  was  made  happy  by  just  and 
wise  legislation.  It  was  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  this  measure  was  essentially 
necessary,  and  he  would  advise  the  Irish 
Members  to  press  on  the  Government  the 
necessity  of  making  it  a  Government  mea- 
sure, and  announcing  in  the  Royal  Address 
at  the  opening  of  Parliament  that  some  such 
measure  would  be  immediately  brought  for- 
ward. He  implored  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  give  a  promise  to  introduce  such  a 
Bill  early  next  Session,  so  that  the  Irish 
people  should  not  be  driven  from  the  country 
to  seek  foreign  shores,  as  had  been  the  case 
for  years  past.  At  the  time  this  country 
was  embroiling  itself  with  Russia,  thou- 
sands and  tens  of  thousands  of  Irishmen 
were  leaving  their  country.  He  entreated 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  drive  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  despair,  as  they  almost 
despaired  of  justice  being  dono  in  this  di- 
rection, but  to  redeem  the  pledge  which  he 
had  virtually  given  to  sec  justice  done  iu 
this  case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
met  with  many  mishaps  in  the  course  of 
the  Session  ;  but  he  would  forget  all  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  shortcomings,  and 
many  that  were  to  come,  if  he  would  pro- 
mise to  lay  on  the  table  a  measure  early 
next  Session  that  should  deal  equitably 
with  the  question.  He  wished  to  preserve 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  the  empire ;  for  he 
believed  if  the  Irish  people  were  retained 
in  their  own  land,  they  would  do  more  to 
recruit  the  national  army  than  all  the 
Foreign  Enlistment  Bills  that  could  be 
projected. 

Mr.  M'MAHON  said,  the  question  of 
landlord  and  tenant  was  a  question  of  life 
and  death  in  Ireland,  inasmuch  as  it  was  a 
question  of  self-preservation.  He  warned 
the  Government  that,  when  a  new  election 
took  place  it  was  not  unlikely  that  the  Mem- 
bers who  would  be  sent  to  that  House  would 
be  Members  pledged  to  an  equitable  settle- 
ment of  the  question.  The  Bill  was  only 
a  compromise,  and  he  trusted,  when  a  new 
Bill  was  introduced,  it  would  be  based  on 
sounder  principles  of  political  economy, 
such  as  fixity  of  tenuro  and  value  in  com 
rent. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  must  deny  that 
the  entire  of  the  Irish  Members  were  in 
favour  of  such  a  Bill,  and  if  the  Irish  elec- 
tors did,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  -  Member 
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suggested,  study  political  economj,  he  was 
sure  they  would  nefcr  vote  for  such  a  Bill, 
which,  in  fact,  was  originally ^nly  got  up 
for  an  election  cry.  He  had  no  ohjection 
to  a  measure  being  introduced  that  would 
consider  contracts  between  landlord  and 
tenant ;  but  if  such  a  Bill  was  carried  as 
was  advocated  by  Mr.  Sharman  Crawford, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mnyo  (Mr.  G.  H. 
Moore),  and  other  Irish  Members,  the 
only  result  would  be  to  unsettle  property 
and  contracts,  and  to  create  business  for 
lawyers. 

Mr.  POLLARD-URQUHART  said,  it 
was  his  belief  that  the  support  given  to 
the  Bill  was  sincere.  In  all  countries 
where  trnnquiltity  was  enjoyed  the  tenants 
had  received  some  security  for  their 
tenures,  the  only  exception  being  Ireland. 
It  was,  however,  more  essential  that  that 
security  should  be  given  to  Ireland,  in  con- 
sequence of  difference  of  religion  and  other 
social  estrangements,  which  were  well 
known  and  admitted  to  exist.  Whiteboys, 
oakboys,  pcep-of-day-boys,  ribbon  societies, 
and  Orange  societies,  might  all  be  traced 
to  the  want  of  security  to  tenants,  and  the 
anomalous  state  of  the  law  between  land- 
lords and  tenants.  Do  would  appeal  to 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  bench  to  consider  how  the  ques- 
tion would  affect  the  representation  if  the 
people  returned  Members  pledged  to  this 
qucistion  and  open  to  every  other  question. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  obtained  great  fume  as  the 
statesman  who  had  been  the  first  to  stem 
Russian  aggression  ;  but  would  it  not  be 
as  well  for  him  to  augment  his  reputation 
and  his  laurels  by  securing  a  measure  of 
justice  for  the  Irish  people  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  the 
course  which  Her  Majesty *s  Government 
have  to  pursue  in  regard  to  this  question 
is,  I  think,  suflSciently  clear.  My  own 
opinion  on  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  has  never  been  concealed  ;  it 
wus  plainly  expressed  in  the  Committee  of 
which  I  was  a  Member  some  years  ago, 
and  it  has  also  been  fully  expressed  in  this 
House  on  former  occasions.  On  general 
principles  I  think  it  undesirable,  and  in- 
deed highly  objectionable,  that  Parliament 
should  interfere  with  the  transactions  be- 
tween parties  who  may  make  bargains  with 
each  other.  There  can,  I  imagine,  hardly 
be  two  opinions  on  the  proposition,  that  it 
IS  most  hurtful  for  the  law  to  interpose 
between  landlords  and  tenants,  or  between 
buyers  and  sellers  ol'  any  description,  and 
Mr^  Vance 


prescribe  to  cither  on  what  conditions  their 
mutual  contracts  shall  be  based.  But  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  felt  and  have 
avowed  that,  in  the  very  peculiar  poeition 
in  which  Ireland  stands  in  regard  to  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant,  an 
exception  might  be  made  to  that  general 
and  just  principle.  On  that  ground,  deal- 
ing with  this  matter  as  an  exceptional 
case,  we  last  year  undertook  the  charge  of 
a  Bill  which — although  we  might  not  ap- 
prove in  the  abstract  all  the  arrangements 
it  proposed — we  were  still  led  to  believe 
would,  if  passed  into  law,  put  an  end  to 
those  local  disputes  which  have  disturbed 
the  tranquillity  of  the  country  and  pre- 
vented that  harmony  which  ought  to  pre- 
vail between  different  classes  in  the  sister 
kingdom.  We  did  our  best  to  settle  this 
question  last  Session,  but  we  were  disap- 
pointed in  our  expectations.  Owing  to  the 
conflict  of  opinion  between  diffierent  par- 
ties as  to  the  provisions  of  the  measure, 
that  Bill  failed.  We  come,  then,  to  the 
Bill  now  under  discussion,  which  is  cer- 
tainly very  different  in  its  character  aud 
scope  from  the  measure  which  we  declared 
our  intention  lust  year  to  support.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land did  not  deem  it  his  duty  to  oppose 
the  second  reading,  in  order  that  ample 
opportunity  might  he  affi^rded  for  a  full 
expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  House  on 
the  Bill  ;  but  I  cannot  regard  the  measure 
as  one  which  ought  to  be  passed  into  law, 
and,  as  we  have  now  arrived  at  another 
stage  of  its  progress,  I  Khali  certainly  fcol 
it  right  to—  [Mr.  Horsman:  The  Bill  hoH 
been  withdrawn.]  I  was  not  aware  of 
what  occurred  earlier  in  the  discussion, 
having  been  detained  elsewhere  by  other 
business  ;  but,  as  I  learn  that  the  Bill  has 
been  abandoned,  of  course  the  debate  up<»n 
it  ought  to  close.  The  proposers  of  the 
measure  are  entitled  to  insist  on  the  ob- 
servance of  the  mnxim,  '*  De  mt/riuU  nil 
nisi  bonum.**  If  it  is  dead,  let  us  be 
silent  on  the  subject.  One  word  as  to  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  respecting 
this  question  in  tlie  next  Session.  I  have 
already  stated  our  opinion  on  the  general 
question  ;  and  although  we  do  not  think 
that  in  the  present  temper  of  Parliament 
there  is  any  likelihood  of  any  Bill  on  this 
subject  passing  which  we  might  be  dta* 
posed  to  bring  in,  we  shall  of  course  feel  it 
our  duty  to  give  the  most  respectful  consi- 
deration to  any  measure  which  any  inde- 
pendent Member  may  introduce. 
Order  discharged. 
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JUDGMENTS  EXECUTION,  ETC.,  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair." 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  should 
move  that  the  House  go  into  Committee 
that  day  three  months  ;  he  trusted,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
{Mr.  Craufurd)  would  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Mr.  M*MAH0N  said,  he  would  second 
the  Motion  on  the  ground  that  the  Bill  was 
of  an  objectionable  character. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  **  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee,'* 
instead  thereof. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD,  said,  he  had 
considered  the  Bill,  and  approved  of  its 
principle,  as  did  also  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 
the  Attorney  General  for  England,  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate. 
The  Bill  had  been  fully  discussed,  and  the 
opinion  of  the  House  had  been  unequivo- 
cally pronounced  upon  it.  On  those  grounds 
lio  thought  the  House  ought  to  go  into 
Committee. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  as  great  doubts  had 
been  expressed  as  to  the  mode  of  carrying 
out  the  Bill,  he  thought  that  was  reason 
enough  for  asking  the  House  to  pause 
before  they  proceeded  with  it.  He  knew 
also  there  was  a  very  strong  feeling  in  Ire- 
land against  the  Bill,  and  especially  among 
the  commercial  communities. 

CoLOXEL  DUNNE  said,  he  must  oppose 
the  Bill,  because  he  knew  it  was  unpopular 
in  Ireland.  The  theory  might  be  right, 
but  the  mode  of  applying  it  might  be  pre- 
judicial. He  did  not  think  that  the  right 
hoo.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  was  quite  entitled  to 
claim  the  confidence  of  Ireland,  either  in 
respect  to  civil  or  criminal  matters. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  see  the  impolicy  of  passing 
the  Bill  at  that  moment.  It  was  one  of 
those  instances  which  showed  how  danjrer- 
<m»  it  was  for  individual  Members  to  at- 
tempt to  change  the  law  of  a  country  they 
knew  little  of.  The  Bill  looked  smooth 
enough  on  paper,  but  when  they  examined 
it  thoroughly  many  faults  would  be  found. 
It  would  give  no  jurisdiction  to  the  Courts 
in  Dublin  by  which  relief  could  be  granted 
from  a  judgment  fraudulently  obtained. 
As  the  course  taken  was  not  in  the  right 


direction,  he  should  oppose  going  into 
Committee. 

Mr.  craufurd  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  lead  the  House 
to  suppose  that  the  Bill  gave  certain 
powers  to  creditors  ;  but  that  was  not  so. 
All  he  asked  was,  that  the  House  should 
go  into  Committee,  and  no  doubt  the  Bill 
would  be  made  perfect. 

Mr.  M'CANN  said,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Bill.  It  was  one  of  great  sus- 
picion, and  in  that  light  the  commercial 
classes  in  Ireland  viewed  it. 

On  Question  being  put,  ''That  the  word 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  74 ;  Noes 
69 :  Majority  5. 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  Mr. 
Speaker  <io  now  leave  the  chair." 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Craufurd)  could  not  surely 
think  of  going  on  with  the  Bill  when  so 
small  a  majority  was  in  favour  of  going 
into  Committee.  He  should,  therefore, 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  63  ;  Noes 
73:  Majority  10. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  would  ask 
the  question,  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Ayr  really  intended  to  per- 
severe with  the  Bill,  which  was  one  of 
great  difficulty,  if  not  impracticable  ?  He 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Craufurd)  would  only  waste  the  time 
of  the  House  by  pressing  his  Bill  now,  and 
he  would  recommend  him  to  postpone  it 
until  the  next  Session.  The  measure  which 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  inti- 
mated that  it  was  his  intention  to  intro- 
duce next  year  would  probably  effect  the 
objects  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  in  view. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
would  request  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  allow  Mr.  Speaker  to 
leave  the  chair.  The  only  way  to  see 
whether  the  Bill  could  be  worked  out  wa» 
to  go  into  Committee.  He  could  not  ima- 
gine by  what  means  the  Bill  could  be  con- 
sidered an  Irish  Bill,  as  it  applied  both  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  it 
rather  hard  to  ask  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  when  they  had  not  seen  the 
clauses  in  print  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr.  J.  D.  Fitz- 
Gerald)  said  he  had  ready  to  apply  to  Ire- 
land. 
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Mr.  CRAUFUBD  said,  all  he  would  ask 
was  that  thoy  go  into  Committee,  and  im- 
mediately report  progress. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  he  did  not  ohject 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  he  cer- 
tainly saw  that  it  was  too  late  in  tlie  Ses- 
sion to  go  on  with  it,  as  the  details  would 
require  much  revision.  .lie  would  suggest 
going  into  Committee  pro ybmui. 

CoLOKEL  FRENCEL  said,  he  objected 
altogether  to  going  on  with  the  Bill.  The 
support  given  by  the  Government  was  most 
unreasonable,  seeing  that  upon  that  very 
subject  they  had  abandoned  all  their  own 
Bills.  So  strongly  did  hon.  Members  'on 
that  side  of  the  House  feci  against  the 
passing  of  the  measure,  that  they  must 
refuse  to  proceed  further.  [The  hon. 
Member  was  speaking  when  a  quarter  to 
Six  arrived,  upon  which  he  was  stopped 
by  Mr.  Speaker,] 

Debate  adjourned. 

THE  ASSESSED  TAXES  ACTS. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  had  to  move  a  Resolution, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  make  an  alter- 
ation in  the  duty  payable  by  those  who 
kept  racehorses.  The  annual  duty  at 
present  was  £3  \7s,,  and  was  paid  upon 
all  horses  kept  for  racing  or  training  ;  but 
a  complaint  having  been  made  by  some 
persons  that  this  tax  was  unjustly  levied, 
and  that  they  were  anxious  to  pay  a  tax 
upon  their  horses  for  every  race  run  by 
them,  the  Resolution  was  proposed  to  en- 
able the  alteration  to  be  made. 

Resolution  agreed  to* 

Resolved—"  That  from  and  after  the  fifth  day 
of  April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty- 
soven,  in  lieu  of  the  annual  Duty  of  three  pounds 
seventeen  shillings,  now  chargeable  under  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  Assessed  Taxes  for  every 
horse  kept  or  used  for  the  purpose  of  racing  or 
running  for  any  plate,  prize,  or  sum  of  money,  or 
other  thing,  or  kept  in  training  for  any  of  the 
said  purposes,  there  shall  be  charged  annually  an 
Excise  Duty  of  the  like  amount  for  every  horse 
which  shall  start  or  run  for  any  plate,  prize,  or 
sum  of  money,  or  other  thing." 

House  resumed. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  (HOUSE  OF 
LORDS)  SALARIES  AND  RETIRING 
PENSIONS. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
House  in  Committee. 
TiiB  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  ho  had  now  to  move  a  Reso- 


lution, declaring  that  proTision  should  be 
made  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  for  the 
payment  of  retiring  pensions  to  Depntj 
Speakers  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
Resolution  agreed  to. 

IU9olved — "That  provision  be  made,  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  for  payment  of  the 
Salaries  and  Retiring  Pensions  of  the  persons 
who  may  be  appointed  Deputy  Speakers  of  the 
House  of  Lords  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  relating  to  the  Appellate 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Uouse  of  I^ords." 

House  resumed. 

The  House  adjourned  at  one  minotc 
hefore  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  10,  1856. 

MijfiJTBS.]  Punuo  Bills. — !■  Bishops  of  Lon- 
don and  Durham  Retirement.   ' 

2*  I  abourers*  Dwellings  Act,  1865.  Amendment ; 
Saint  Sepulchre's  Manor  (Dublin) ;  Church 
Buildin/7  Conmiis.sion. 

3*  Distillation  from  Rice ;  Dwellings  for  labour- 
ing Classes  (Irekind);  Court  of  Exchequer 
(Scotland). 

SALE  OF  POISONS— (QUESTION. 
Lord  CAMPBELL   rose  to    ask    his 
noblo  and  learned  Friend  on  the  woolsack 
the  question  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
respecting  a  subject  of  great  importance. 
He  would    not   now  revert   to  the   facta 
which  had  been  disclosed  during  the  tiial 
of  a  recent  case,  as  they  must  be  well 
known  to  their  Lordships  ;    but,  he  waa 
shocked  to  say,  that  fur  too  many  years 
past  the  crime  of  poisoning  had  become 
most  alarmingly  common  in  this  country, 
and  it  was  to  be  feared  that  the  facilities 
which  existed  for  the  commission  of  the 
crime  were  what  had  led  to  its  frequency. 
Many  crimes  of  the  kind  had  heen  caused 
by  the  institutions  called  burial  societies, 
the  memhers  of  which  had  in  several  in- 
stances been  proved  to  be  accessory  to  the 
death  of   their  own  offspring.      Another 
class  of  these  cases  arose  out  of  the  pre> 
sent  system  of   life  insuronce.     Life    in« 
surances  had  been  effected  by  parties  who 
possessed  no  interest  whatever  in  the  lives 
of  the  persons  insured,  and  this  had  been 
done  with  the  premeditated  object  of  com- 
mitting  murder  hy  the  administration   of 
poison.     Irrespective  of  anything  that  had 
recently  been  disclosed,  he  knew,  from  his 
own  ohservation    and    experience  on    the 
hench,  that  many  cases  had  been  proved 
where  insurances  had  been  effected  with  a 
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view  to   afterwards .  committing  murder, 
and  that  on  the  consummation  of  the  act, 
the  money  iuanred  under  the  policy  had 
heen  received.   Until  very  lately  there  had 
been  no  regulation  with  respect  to  the  sale 
of  poisons,  and  accordingly  arsenic  conid 
be  purchased  just  as  easily  as  Epsom  salts. 
The  consequence  was,  that  poisoning  by 
arsenic  became  alarmingly  common,  parti- 
cularly in  the  counties  of  Essex  and  Nor- 
folk ;  and  the  first  case  of  capital  convic- 
tion that  he  tried  after  lie  bad  the  honour 
of  a  seat  on  the  bench  was  .that  of  a  woman 
whose  familiarity  with  the  use  of  that  poison 
was  80  notorious  that  it  had  procured  for 
her  the  name  of  "  Sally  Arsenic."     The 
Act  which  had  passed  for  regulating  the 
sale  of  arsenic  had  had  a  very  beneficial 
efiect,  and  arsenic  had  gone  somewhat  out 
of  fashion ;    but,   unfortunately,   another 
poison  equally  deadly  in  its  effects,  nuz 
vomica,  had  taken  its  place.     A  person 
might  now  go  to  any  druggist's  shop  in 
England  and  buy  a  pennyworth  of  nux 
vomica ;  he  had  only  to  say  that  he  wished 
to  poison  rats,  and  at  once  the  nux  vomica 
was  sold  to  him  without  the  smallest  hesi- 
tation  or  reluctance.     True,  nux  vomica 
was  not  so  powerful  a  poison  as  the  alka- 
loid of  strychnia,  which  was  extracted  from 
it,  but   its    administration  was    attended 
with  the  same  results.     In  fact,  however, 
they  could  not  only  boy  nux  vomica,  but 
strychnia  itself,  from  the  druggists,  with- 
out difficolty  of  any  sort.    It  was  a  matter 
of  serious  importance,   then,    that  some 
restraint  should  be  put  upon  the  sale  of 
these  poisons,  and  he  thought  it  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  consider  and  decide 
what  other  substances  besides  arsenic  there 
were,  the  sale  of  which  ought  to  be  re- 
strained or  prohibited.  He  should  be  happy 
to  assist  them  in  framing  a  measure  for 
regulating  the  sale  of  poisons,  and  would 
be  glad  if  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  inform  him  whether  the  Government 
intended  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

Lord  RAVENS  WORTH  said,  that, 
before  tlie  Lord  Chancellor  answered  the 
question,  he  wished  to  suggest  that  it 
might  be  advisable  to  institute  some  fur- 
ther regulations  with  reference  to  .insur- 
ance companies,  which  might  have  the 
effect  of  checking  the  crime  of  poisoning. 
He  thought  that  in  every  case  where  a 
company  had  such  reasonable  suspicions 
with  regard  to  the  cause  of  death  of  a 
party  insured  as  to  conceive  themselves 
warranted    ia    giving  notice  to  other  in- 


surance companies,  it  should  also  be  in* 
cumbent  upon  them  to  give  information  to 
and  lay  the  circumstances  of  the  case  be- 
fore the  Home  Secretary,  in  order  that 
due  inquiry  might  be  made  by  those  whose 
duty  it  was  to  protect  the  lives  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  committed 
a  breach  of  the  orders  of  the  Hodse  by  tiie 
course  he  had  adopted  in  this  instance. 
It  was  the  rule  of  the  House  tliat  the  first 
quarter  of  an  hour  of  their  sitting  should 
be  devoted  to  the  reception  of  petitions ; 
but  no  sooner  had  the  Lord  Chancellor 
taken  his  seat  on  the  woolsack  than  Uie 
noble  Lord  had  risen  and  put  the  question 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  although  in 
the  proper  order  of  proceeding  it  should 
have  come  after  the  other  business  on  the 
pnper.  He  trusted  the  Lord  Chancellor 
would  not  answer  the  question  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  until  the  orders  of  the 
day  were  disposed  of. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
question  put  to  him  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  been  followed  by  some 
observations  from  another  noble  Lord  ; 
and  if  putting  the  question  bad  justified 
that  noble  Lord  in  observing  upon  it,  it 
certainly  justified  him  (the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor) in  giving  it  an  answer.  The  only 
answer  he  could  give,  however,  was,  that 
^ve  years  ago  this  subject  was  under  the 
consideration  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  who 
was  then,  as  now.  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  and  the  result  of 
the  investigation  which  then  took  place 
was  the  introduction  of  a  measure  confined 
to  the  sale  of  arsenic ;  and  he  understood 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  reason 
for  that  measure  being  confined  to  arsenic 
was,  that  there  were  difiSculties  of  a  serious 
nature  in  the  way  of  defining  the  different 
poisons.  He  thought  that  a  number  of 
other  ingredients  might  be  put  in  the  same 
category  with  arsenic  ;  but  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  one  of  the  most  eminent  medical 
men  in  the  metropolis,  that  great  evil 
might  be  done  by  furnishing  the  public 
with  a  list  of  seventeen  other  articles,  all 
of  which  were  quite  as  deadly  poisons  as 
arsenic ;  and  this  was  the  reason  that  tlio 
measure  did  not  go  further  and  include 
those  articles.  But  there  were  now  some 
other  poisons — and  strychnia  amongst  them 
which  recent  events  had  made  familiar  to 
tbo  public,  and  he  did  not  see,  therefore, 
why  they  shoukl  not  be  placed  in  the  same 
category ;  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
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Home  Secretary  had  autTiorised  him  to 
state  that  the  question  should  have  his 
careful  and  attentive  consideration. 

MUTINY  OF  AN  IRISH  MIUTIA 
REGIMENT— QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGFIMORE  drew 
attention  to  the  fact  that  a  Rtntctnent  had 
appeared  in  the  public  journals  of  thnt  day 
to  the  effoct  that  a  militia  regiment  sta- 
tioned in  Nenagh,  in  the  county  Tipperary, 
had  mutinied  against  its  officers,  and  that 
regular  troops  had  been  employed  to  sup- 
press the  emeute.  He  wished  to  know  if 
the  noble  Lord  the  Minister  at  War  could 
give  any  explanation  of  the  affair  to  the 
House  ? 

Loud  PANMURE  said,  that  as  yet  he 
had  no  official  information  upon  the  sub- 
ject, though  he  hnd  received  a  private 
letter  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, which  stated  that  such  an  occurrence 
as  that  to  which  the  noble  Earl  referred 
had  taken  place,  but  did  not  give  him  any 
particulars  further  than  those  which  were 
contained  in  the  public  papers.  It  ap- 
peared that  there  had  been  a  mutinous 
movement  arising  from  some  misunder- 
stnnding  which  existed  with  respect  to 
giving  up  the  clothing  of  the  militia;  but 
he  trusted  that  the  affair  had  been  exag- 
gerated, and  thnt  their  Lordships  would 
suspend  their  judgment  respecting  it  until 
they  hnd  an  opportunity  of  making  them- 
selves acquainted  with  the  circumstances 
of  the  case. 

DWELLINGS  FOR  LABOURING  CLASSES 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  for  the  third  reading  of 
this  Bill, 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  ob- 
jected  to  the  seventh  clause,  which  pro- 
hibited landlords  who  were  magistrates 
from  acting  in  matters  in  which  they  were 
personally  interested.  Ho  had  had  the 
Iionour  of  holding  Her  Majesty's  com- 
mission for  fifty  years,  and  he  did  not 
know  of  the  occurrence  of  a  single  case  of 
the  kind.  It  was  a  libel  on  the  magis- 
trates of  Ireland  to  insert  such  a  clause. 
The  clause  further  prohibited  agents  from 
acting  in  the  causes  of  their  principals. 
Now,  what  constituted  an  agent  ?  An 
agent  was  one  who  did  anything  for  an- 
other person,  and  the  most  nonsensical 
objection  might  be  taken  under  such  a 
clause.  The  clause  was  an  insult,  from 
whatever  quarter  it  came,  upou  the  magis- 
trates of  I  Inland.     He  should  move  that 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


the  seventh  clause  be  expunged  from  the 
Bill. 

The  LORD  CHAP^CELL OR  intimated 
that  the  Motion  could  not  be  made  upon 
the  third  read  ins:  of  the  Bilk  It  could 
only  be  taken  before  the  Motion  that  the 
Bill  do  pass. 

Bill  read  3«. 

The  MAR(iUE8s  op  WESTMEATH 
then  moved  that  the  aeventb  elause  be 
struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDB, 
after  suggesting  some  verbal  amendmentsK 
said  that  as  to  the  seventh  clause,  altliongh 
he  had  the  greatest  respect  for  tlie  Iris^h 
mamstrarv,  who  had  done  their  dutv  in 
times  of  great  uncertainty,  yet  he  ntHst 
say  that  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  was 
quite  mistaken  in  supposing  that  no  cases 
of  magistrates  sitting  in  judgment  in  their 
own  ease  had  occurred.  He  himt>elf  liad 
been  porsonally  concerned  in  the  removol 
from  the  miigi.Htrncy  of  a  mat^istrate  for 
having  done  tliis  very  thing.  Tliere  could 
be  no  doubt  but  that  the  tiling  wa.s  done. 
Still  he  did  not  think  that  this  part  of  the 
clause  was  of  any  great  importance.  But 
the  part  which  related  to  agents  was  of 
importnnce.  The  noble  Marquess  was  mis- 
taken when  he  said  that  an  agent  could 
not  be  defined.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  term,  and  it  was 
perfectly  understood  in  Ireland.  As  to 
the  insult  on  the  magistracy,  it  waa  no 
more  an  insult  than  a  precaution  taken 
against  offences  by  clergymen  were  insults 
on  the  clergy.  These  things  were  not  ia- 
suits ;  they  were  only  safeguards  against 
human  frailty. 

LoifD  CAMPBELL  wished  to  preserve 
their  Lordships  from  the  discredit  of  pass- 
intr  such  a  clause  as  the  seventh  clause  of 
this  Dill  in  its  present  form.     It  was  ab- 
surd to  prohibit  that  which  was  actuaUj 
illegal,  and  nothing  was  more  certain  than 
that  it  was  unlawful  for  a  judge  of  any 
degree  to  be  a  ju<lge  in  his  K>wn  cause. 
Any  justice  of  the  peace  so  offending  could 
not  only  be  removed  from  the  commission, 
but  would  be  liable  to  a  prosecution    at 
common  law  for  a  misdemeanor;    and    if 
a  case  came  before  a  bench  of  magif^trates, 
and  any  magistrate  present  was  interesto<| 
in  such  case,  be  was  bound  to  leave   the 
bench,  and  if  he  did  not  the  Queen's  Bench 
would  quash  the  decision.     He  therefoi^ 
considered  the  clause,  so  far  as  it  relat€»d 
to  landlords  wlio    were  magistrates,    was 
quite  unnecessary.     As  to  what  was   said 
about  laws  passed  respecting  the  el«r*'y. 
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these  laws  were  intended  to  prohibit  prac- 
tices which  the  clergy  had  previously  done 
and  considered  lawful;  but  there  was  no 
instance  of  a  law  bein<;  passed  against 
that  which  by  law  had  been  already  de- 
clared illegal  and  void.  If,  howcTer,  its 
operation  was  restricted  to  agents  of  land- 
lords, who  might  also  be  magistrates,  he 
should  feel  inclined  to  support  the  clause. 
Their  Lordships  knew  rery  well  what  an 
Irish  agent  was  — Dne  who  often  had  a 
Tory  strong  personal  interest  in  his  prin- 
'cipal's  property,  and  who  therefore  could 
not  be  an  impartial  judge  in  any  dispute 
affecting  that  property.  There  ought, 
therefore,  to  be  a  disqualification  against 
his  sitting  where  bis  principal  was  con- 
cerned. 

ViscouHT  DUNGANNON  regarded  the 
clause  as  an  uncalled-for  reflection  on  the 
magistracy  of  Ireland,  and  would  support 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess  for  ex- 
punging the  clause. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
that  there  were  no  body  of  men  who  per- 
formed their  officinl  duty  better  than  the 
Irish  landlords.  They  had  done  so  in 
times  of  difficulty  and  danger.  HowcTer, 
lie  looked  upon  the  measure  as  so  useful 
a  one,  that  he  would  not  wish  to  see  its 
progress  through  Parliament  endangered 
by  a  division  on  an  Amendment  such  as 
that  moved  by  his  noble  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  hoped  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  not  withdraw  his 
Motion.  He  looked  upon  the  clause  as 
unnecessary.  No  magistrate  would  act  in 
the  way  contemplated  by  the  clause. 

Th£  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH 
-could  not  consent  to  withdraw  his  Motion, 
for  he  thought  the  clause  offensive  and 
unnecessary. 

Lord  PENMAN  would  vote  with  the 
noble  Marquess  if  he  divided  the  House, 
bnt  he  recommended  his  noble  Friend  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

The  Marqubss  of  CLANRIGARDE 
said,  be  would  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Gampbcll), 
and  would  propose  to  amend  the  clause  by 
confining  its  operation  to  the  agents  of 
landlords,  instead  of  referring  to  landlords 
and  agents  indiscriminately. 

ViscouHT  DUNGANNON  objected  to 
casting  a  slur  upon  the  agent  of  the  land- 
lord any  more  than  upon  the  landlord 
himself.  Most  agents  in  Ireland  were 
magistratesy  and  their  conduct  as  magis- 
trates was,  generally  speaking,  unexcep- 
tionable. 

VOL.  CXLIII.      [third  8ESIB8.] 


The  Earl  of  WIGELOW  presumed 
that  if  the  landlord  who  sat  in  judg- 
ment upon  his  own  case  was  violating 
the  common  law,  the  agent  of  the  land- 
lord, if  he  sat  to  hear  the  landlord's 
case,  would  be  guilty  of  the  same  offence. 
Why,  then,  should  the  agent  be  prohibited 
by  this  clause  if  the  landlord  was  not  to 
be  ?  If  they  omitted  the  word  "  land- 
lord," which  he  thought  they  should,  there 
was  no  reason  for  inserting  the  word 
"agent." 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  the  case 
of  the  landlord  and  that  of  his  ao^ent  were 

o 

not  quite  parallel.  The  landlord  would 
clearly  be  sitting  in  judgment  on  his  own 
esse.  There  could  be  no  difficulty  about 
that.  But  could  they  say  that  the  agent 
sitting  on  the  landlord's  case  was  sitting 
on  his  own? 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided : — 
Content  25 ;  Not  Content  13 :  Majority 
12. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  Amendment  of  the  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde  was  then  agreed  to,  and  the 
clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand  part 
of  the  Bill. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

BISHOPS  OF  LONDON  AND  DURHAM 
RETIREMENT  BILL. 

The  lord  CEkHlCELhOR  presented 
a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  retirement  of  the 
present  Bishops  of  London  and  Durham, 
and  said  it  was  perhaps  known  to  their 
Lordships  that  two  distinguished  members 
of  the  episcopal  bench  were  unfortunately 
in  such  a  state  of  health  as  to  disqualify 
them  for  the  discharge  of  their  several  du- 
ties, and  that  they  had  signified  their  wish 
to  retire  from  their  respective  bishoprics. 
Under  such  circumstances  it  was  but  rea- 
sonable that  provision  should  be  made  for 
retiring  allowances  for  those  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates — he  alluded  to  the  Bishop  of  London 
and  the  Bishop  of  Durham.  He  therefore 
asked  their  Lordships  to  assent  to  the  first 
reading  of  a  Bill  to  effect  that  object.  The 
measure  was  one  to  enable  those  right 
rev.  Prelates  to  retire,  and  to  make  provi- 
sion for  them  after  the  resignation  of  their 
sees.  If  their  Lordships  assented  to  the 
first  reading,  he  would  propose  to  take  the 
second  reading  to-morrow  (Friday). 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  one  that  demand- 
ed considerable  attention.  It  was  no  doubt 
desirable  that  some  general  measure  should 
be  adopted  to  meet  such  contingencies  ; 
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but  the  policy  of  passing  a  particalar  mea- 
sure relating  only  to  two  sees,  he  thought 
was  extremely  questionable.  In  his  opi- 
nion it  was  a  dangerous  precedent  to  lay 
down,  and  might  be  acted  upon  whenever 
an  occasion  arose  of  a  bishop  desiring  to 
surrender  his  see  ;  and  it  would  be  a  far 
preferable  mode  of  proceeding  to  introduce 
a  general  measure  enabling  members  of 
the  right  rev.  Bench,  under  certain  restric- 
tions, to  retire  when  they  felt  themselves 
disqualified  from  performing  their  episcopal 
functions  efficiently.  He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  allow  a  Bill  relating 
to  particular  sees  to  be  brought  hurriedly 
forward  at  a  late  period  of  the  Session, 
and  passed  without  that  consideration  which 
the  magnitude  of  the  subject  required.  If 
he  were  met  by  the  argument  that  incon- 
venience would  result  from  postponement, 
all  he  could  say  in  reply  was  that  the  course 
which  he  recommended  was  open  to  less 
objection  than,  within  a  few  weeks  of  the 
end  of  the  Session,  to  pass  a  measure  which 
ought  to  be  maturely  considered  in  all  its 
parts  ;  and,  for  his  own  part,  before  being 
called  upon  to  agree  to  the  second  reading, 
he  should  like  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
communicating  with  others  on  a  subject  of 
80  much  importance. 

The  Eaiil  of  UARROWBY  hoped  that 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  intend  to  offer  any 
protest  against  the  Bill.  Even  if  the  pre- 
sent Bill  passed,  ho  was  quite  sure  that  a 
general  Bill  upon  tlie  subject  would  be  ulti- 
mately adopted.  The  present  measure, 
however,  was  of  an  urgent  character  and 
demanded  their  Lords^hips'  immediate  at- 
tention. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  thought  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelates  ought  to  be  placed  in 
the  same  position  in  respect  as  to  retire- 
ment as  Her  Majesty's  Judges,  holding 
their  office  while  able  to  discharge  their 
duties,  a  liberal  provision  being  made  for 
them  when  forced  by  age  or  other  cause  to 
retire.  There  was,  however,  no  doubt 
that  great  care  should  be  observed  in  lay- 
ing down  a  general  rule  upon  this  subject. 
He  should  rejoice  to  see  a  general  measure 
brought  forward,  but  all  their  Lordships 
must  feel  that  it  was  urgently  necessary 
for  the  Government  to  pass  the  present 
Bill.  The  manner  in  which  the  two  right 
rev.  Prelates  had  voluntarily  come  forward 
to  tender  their  resignations,  must  raise 
them  in  the  estimation  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. The  most  laudable  disinterested- 
ness and  praiseworthy  conduct  had  been 
evinced  by  those  two  right  rev.  Prelates. 

Lord  Redesdale 


It  would  not  be  fair  to  oblige  those  Prelates 
to  wait  for  a  general  measure,  and  the  de- 
lay would  be  felt  as  a  disappointment  to 
the  whole  community. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  pledge  himself  to  any  particular 
course  in  respect  to  the  present  measure. 
He  thought  it  would  be  most  desirable  that 
there  should  be  time  given  to  enable  noble 
Lords  who  took  an  interest  in  the  question 
to  express  their  opinions  upon  the  Bill  on 
the  second  reading.  There  was  much  less 
evil  to  be  apprehended  from  delaying  legis- 
lation on  the  subject  for  six  months  longer 
than  to  pass  without  due  consideration  a 
Bill  of  this  character,  affecting  only  two 
particular  sees.  The  result  of  this  measure 
would,  of  course,  be  the  placing  the  nomi- 
nation of  those  sees  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  brought  in  the  Bill.  It  was,  in  his 
opinion,  most  important  that  the  object 
sought  for  should  only  be  carried  out  by  a 
general  measure. 

Lord  DENMAN  supported  the  Bill, 
which  was  but  a  measure  of  simple  justice 
to  the  two  right  rev.  Prelates  who  had 
made  such  voluntary  sacrifices. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  hoped  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  press  for  delay 
in  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.     If  the 
noble  Lord  intended  to  move  for  any  alter- 
ation in  the  measure,  he  would  have  the 
opportunity  of  doing  so  in  another  stage. 
At  this  late  period  of  the  Session  he  did 
not  think  it  reasonable  to  seek  for  a  post- 
ponement of  the  second  reading.    He  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that  a  general 
measure  would  be  de^rable  if  the  Session 
were  not  so  far  advanced.     Their  Lord- 
ships owed  it  to  those  distinguished  Pre- 
lates to  pass  the  measure  as  speedily  as 
possible.      There    were   facilities   for   ibe 
carrying  out  the  objects  of  the  Bill  in  the 
case  of  the  two  right  rev.  Prelates  which 
did  not  exist  in  the  case  of  other  Prelates. 
The  retiring  allowance  for  the  Bishop  of 
London,  for  example,  could  be  made  with- 
out trenching  upon    any  fund  at  all  ;    it 
would  come  out  of  the  revenue  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  was  at  present  receiving. 
The  Bishop  t)f  Durham  was,  to  a  certain 
extent,  in  the  same  position. 

Viscount  DUNGANNON  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  remedy  now  proposed 
might  not  establish  a  precedent  of  a  serious 
character.  He  did  not  think  that  such  a 
measure  as  this  should  be  passed  at  ao  late 
a  period  of  the  Session. 

The  Earl  of  POWIS  saw  no   reason 
why  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  should 
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not  be  postponed  until  Monday,  at  all 
events. 

Bill  read  1». 

Then  it  was  moeed^  That  the  Bill  be 
read  2*  To-morrow. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  did  objeet 
to  the  second  reading  being  taken  so  soon. 
It  was  most  monstrous  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  bring  on  a  Bill  at  such  a  time 
as  that,  in  the  absence  of  so  many  noble 
Lords,  and  when  there  was  not  a  single 
Prelate  in  the  House.  If  he  were  to  stand 
alone,  he  was  determined  to  divide  against 
the  second  reading  being  taken  to-morrow. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
the  Bill  would  only  be  placed  upon  the 
orders  of  the  day  for  to-morrow. 

Viscount  DUNGANNON  hoped  that 
the  Bill  would  be  postponed  until  Monday. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  pledge  himself  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  without  further  considera- 
tion. He  trusted  that  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  would  assent  to  the  Bill  standing 
amongst  the  orders  of  the  Day  for  Mon- 
day. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn  ;  and  Bill  ordered  to  be  read  2*  on 
Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  10,  1856. 

MncTia.]  PuBUO  Biils. — 1®  Income  and  Land 
Taxes;  Eoclesiastical  Courts,  Ac;  Stamp  Du- 
ties; Racehorse  Duty. 

2^  Corrupt  Practices  Prevention ;  Customs 
(No.  3)  ;  Indemnity  ;  Episcopal  and  Capitular 
Estates  Continuance. 

3°  Revenue  (Transfer  of  Charges) ;  Incumbered 
Estates  (Ireland);  Magdalen  Hospital,  Bath; 
Endowed  School  at  Moulton ;  Court  of  Chan- 
ocjy  (Ireland)  (.Receivers)  ;  Prisons  (Ireland). 

VACCINATION  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  the  whole  subjeet 
treated  of  by  this  Bill  was  one  of  great 
difficulty ;  three  Acts  of  Parliament  had 
been  passed  in  reference  to  it,  and  it  was 
generally  admitted  that,  hitherto,  legislsi- 
tion  had  been  unsatisfactory,  and  the  pre- 
sent law  was  in  such  a  state  that  it  could 
not  continue  as  it  was.  The  defects  were 
obvious.  Pablic  Taccinators  were  appoint- 
ed throughout  the  country,  but  there  was 
no  security  that  they  should  be  skilful  and 
competent  to  discharge  their  duties.  There 
was  no  security  prorided  that  the  lymph 


should  be  of  a  healthy  character.  The 
whole  country  was  divided  into  districts, 
but  some  districts  were  too  small  to  allow 
of  the  lymph  being  constantly  provided  and 
circulated  from  children  vaccinated  to  chil- 
dren not  vaccinated,  and  others  were  so 
large  that  parents  were  subjected  to  great 
inconvenience  in  bringing  their  children  to 
be  vaccinated.  There  was  an  elaborate 
system  of  registration  for  the  purpose  of 
detecting  cases  of  omission  ;  but  the  re- 
gister was  not  complete.  One  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law  was,  that  every  surgeon 
should  register  all  cases  of  vaccination 
successfully  performed  by  him  ;  but  the 
private  medical  men  were  not  remunerated 
for  it,  and  in  consequence  neglected  to  re- 
turn their  cases.  Those  gentlemen  were 
very  ready  to  undertake  labours  for  the 
benefit  of  their  patients,  but  they  were  un- 
willing to  occupy  their  time  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public  without  remuneration.  The 
law  imposed  a  penalty  for  non-vaccination, 
but  there  were  no  means  of  inflicting  it ; 
no  one  was  called  on  to  prosecute,  and 
there  was  no  fund  out  of  which  the  ex- 
penses of  prosecution  could  be  defrayed. 
It  was  urged  upon  the  Government  that 
such  a  state  of  things  ought  to  be  reme- 
died, and  last  year  a  Bill  was  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr, 
Brady),  which  proposed  to  transfer  the 
administration  of  the  law  of  vaccination 
from  the  boards  of  guardians  to  the  Gene- 
ral Board  of  Health.  He  was  strongly 
opposed  to  that  proposition,  because,  al- 
though the  Board  of  Health  was  supposed 
to  be  associated  with  an  ardent  and  en- 
thusiastic love  of  centralisation,  before  he 
succeeded  to  the  post  he  now  occupied 
he  did  not  share  that  feeling,  and  he  had 
not  since  been  either  inoculated  or  vacci- 
nated with  it.  In  his  opinion,  such  a  mea- 
sure as  vaccination  could  only  be  carried 
into  effect  by  local  machinery,  and  there- 
fore he  declined  to  adopt  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member.  But,  as  it  was  evident  that 
the  law  must  either  be  altered  altogether  or 
made  efficient,  he  had  turned  his  attention 
to  the  latter  alternative  and  introduced 
the  present  Bill.  He  thought  to  secure 
more  careful  and  skilful  vaccinators,  by 
placing  them  under  the  superintendence  of 
a  body  of  medical  men  of  eminence,  and 
requiring  a  certificate  of  attendance  at  a 
smallpox  hospital  and  of  skilful  perform- 
ance of  the  operation.  He  thought  to 
effect  an  improvement  in  the  districts  by 
making  them  co-extensive  with  the  present 
registration  districts.     With  regard  to  re- 
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giBtration,  he  proposed  to  establish  under 
the  Bill  a  system  which  should  be  com- 
plete and  satisfactory  ;  and  he  also  intro- 
duced a  proTision  enabling  the  board  of 
guardians  to  charge  on  the  poor-rate  the 
ezpensd  of  prosecutions  in  those  cases  of 
obstinate  non-compliance  with  the  law  in 
which  thej  thought  it  necessary  to  proceed. 
Objections  were  urged  against  the  compul- 
sory clauses  which  he  proposed  to  retain  in 
his  Bill.  It  was  said  that  the  Legislature 
should  never  compel  people  to  do  anything 
which  they  did  not  like  ;  but  the  force  of 
that  objection  was  greatly  weakened  by 
the  argument,  that  in  compelling  vaccina- 
tion they  were  not  obliging  people  to  do 
anything  disadvantageous  to  themselves, 
but  merely  to  take  precaution  against  a 
loathsome  and  terrible  disease,  which 
spread  with  great  rapidity  and  destroyed  a 
greater  proportion  of  those  attacked  than 
perhaps  any  other  known  disease.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  proportion  of  deaths  from 
smallpox  of  persons  attacked,  without  the 
protection  of  vaccination,  was  one  in  three, 
or  one  in  four.  When  such  was  the  virulence 
of  the  disease  and  the  extent  of  the  mor- 
tality resulting  from  it,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  there  was  no  constitutional  reason  why 
parents  should  not  be  obliged  to  do  what 
was  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  their 
own  and  their  neighbours'  children.  A 
man  was  not  allowed  to  bum  down  his  own 
house,  because  it  would  endanger  his  neigh- 
bour's property  ;  and  if  the  only  objection 
to  the  Bill  had  been  to  its  compulsory 
character,  he  should  not  have  hesitated  to 

Sress  it  upon  the  attention  of  the  House, 
lut  there  was  another  objection  far  more 
weighty.  It  was  asserted  that  a  great 
number  of  persons  did  not  admit  that  vac- 
cination was  a  proper,  safe,  or  efficient 
measure  of  precaution  against  the  small- 
pox, and  that  certain  disorders  not  merely 
followed,  but  were  caused  by  Taccination. 
In  1806,  there  was  an  inquiry  by  the  most 
eminent  medical  men  of  that  day,  and  they 
reported  that  no  instance  had  arisen  of 
other  diseases  having  been  propagated  by 
vaccination,  and  it  was  stated,  that  in  no 
case  out  of  40,000  had  any  eril  conse- 
quences resulted,  and  although  medical 
science  repudiated  the  notion  that  any 
other  disease  could  be  given  by  yaccina- 
tion,  yet  they  knew  that  medical  opinions 
were  not  infallible,  and  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  be  the  means  of  ptrtting  on  the 
Statute-book  a  compulsory  enactment 
against  the  deliberate  convictions  of  any 
large  class  of  the  community.    He  believed 


the  great  opposition  which  had  arisen  to 
that  Bill  was  directed  more  against  vacci- 
nation than  against  the  Bill  itself.  It 
might  be  that  there  was  something  in  the 
manner  in  which  vaccination  was  perform- 
ed among  the  poorer  classes  which  pre- 
vented its  being  as  safe  and  efficient  a 
precaution  as  it  was  for  the  richer  portion 
of  tlie  community.  They  were  not,  how- 
ever, legislating  for  the  higher,  but  for  the 
lower  classes.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  had  thought  right  to  adopt  a  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  T. 
Duncombe)  to  move  for  a  Select  Committee 
next  Session  to  inquire  into  the  manner  ia 
which  yaccination  was  practically  perform- 
ed, and  to  move  now  that  the  order  for 
going  into  Committee  on  this  Bill  be  dis- 
charged. The  hon.  Member  moved  that 
the  order  be  discharged. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  he  thought 
the  course  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  was  a  judicious  one.  This  was  a  diffi- 
cult and  delicate  question,  with  which  the 
House  was  very  little  acquainted,  and  in 
regard  to  which  investigation  should  pre- 
cede legislation.  In  1840,  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  being  urged  to  make  vaccination  com- 
pulsory, expressed  his  opinion  that  such  a 
course  would  be  repugnant  to  the  habits 
and  feelings  of  the  British  people,  and  to 
that  freedom  of  opinion  and  action  to  which 
they  were  well  accustomed.  In  1843,  at 
a  later  period  of  the  Session  than  thai 
which  had  now  been  arrived  at,  a  compul- 
sory Vaccination  Bill  was  smuggled  through 
the  House.  Fortunately,  it  became  inope- 
rative by  its  own  defects,  and  remained  a 
dead  letter.  It  was  proposed  to  renioye 
those  defects  and  make  the  law  more  strin- 
gent; but,  while  he  believed  great  good 
bad  resulted  from  vaccination,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  encouraged  bj  penal 
enactment.  The  course  adopted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertfordshire  was  moat 
judicious,  and  he  rejoiced  at  the  queation 
being  ended  for  the  present  Session.  He 
hoped  also  to  hear  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Home  Secretary  would  follow 
this  example  with  respect  to  the  Burials 
Act  Amendment  Bill. 

Mr.  Henley  was  very  glad  this  Bill 
was  about  to  be  withdrawn.  He  belieyed 
that  the  endeayour  to  make  vaccination 
compulsory  had  been  most  mischievous  ia 
its  effects.  Vaccination  was  quietly  making 
its  way  ;  people  were  adopting  it  more  and 
more,  but  from  the  moment  it  waa  made 
compulsory,  they  began  to  think  that  every 
evil  which  happened  to  their  childrea  after- 
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wards  neceisarilj  ensued  from  it.  He  had 
no  objection  to  the  subject  being  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  another  year,  but 
no  report  would  satisfy  him  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  make  Taccination  compulsory. 

Mb.  MICHELL  said,  that  smallpox, 
treated  upon  the  hydropathic  principle, 
would  not,  under  any  circumstances,  be 
fatal  to  the  extent  of  three  per  cent.  And, 
lince  the  authorities  of  the  Smallpox  Hos- 
pital returned  the  mortality  as  high  as 
thirty-fire  and  fifty  per  cent  upon  the  num- 
ber of  cases,  they  should  at  least  keep  am- 
bulances, and  not  encourage  the  practice 
of  bringing  patients  to  the  hospital  in  pub- 
lic cabs.  He  had  no  objection  to  yaccina- 
tion  being  tried  as  much  as  they  pleased, 
but  he  beliered  it  was  one  of  the  greatest 
bambttgs  the  world  ever  produced. 

Mr.  TOLLEMACHE  said,  if  the  Bill 
had  not  been  withdrawn,  he  should  hsTO 
objected  to  any  charge  for  prosecutions 
being  thrown  on  the  union  fund,  unless 
some  more  equitable  mode  of  raising  that 
fund  than  the  present  was  adopted. 

Order  discharged, 

APPELLATE   JURISDICTION  (HOUSE  OF 
LORDS   BILL— (SALARIES  AND  RETIR- 
ING PENSIONS). 
Upon  the  report  of  the  Resolution  in 

Committee  being  brought  up — 

^  That  proTiflion  be  made,  out  of  the  Conaoli- 
dated  Fund  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  for  pay- 
ment of  tbe  Salaries  and  Retiring  PensionB  of  the 
penoDS  who  may  be  appointed  Deputy  Speakers 
of  Che  House  of  Lords  under  the  provisions  of  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  relating  to  the  appel- 
late jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Ix>rds." 

Mr.  HADFIBLD  rose  to  object  to  the 
Report  being  received. 

Sir  QEORGB  GREY  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Menaber  not  to  raise  any  discussion 
npon  a  formal  Resolution,  necessary  for 
the  introduction  of  a  clause.  It  did  not 
bind  the  House,  and  the  question  must  be 
raised  again  in  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HADFIBLD  felt  that  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown  to  create  life  peerages 
ought  not  to  be  surrendered  or  impeached 
in  any  way  whatefer,  and  that  the  rights 
of  Lord  Wensleydale  ought  not  to  be  pre- 
judiced. The  object  of  this  Bill  was  to 
limit  and  restrict  the  prerogative,  and  he 
had  intended  to  divide  the  House  upon  the 
question  that  the  Report  be  received  ;  but, 
•8  a  discussion  would  tske  place  at  the 
evening  sitting,  he  would  yield  to  the  ap- 
peal of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
Resolatioo  agreed  to. 


FORMATION  OF  PARISHES  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
House  in  Committee. 
Ciauies  9  to  24  agreed  to. 
Clause  25, 

Sir  GEORGE  PECHELL  moyed  a 
proriso— 

"  That  when  the  patronage  of  any  church  or 
chapel  to  which  a  district  shall  have  been  assigned 
is  Tested  by  any  of  tbe  Church  Building  Acts,  or 
by  this  Act,  or  by  any  local  Act,  in  the  incumbent 
of  the  original  parish,  district,  or  place,  out  of 
which  such  district  has  been  taken,  the  person 
holding  the  incumbency  of  such  original  parish, 
district,  or  place,  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  shall  not  be  deprived  of  tbe  patronage  of 
such  church  or  chapel  by  any  assignment  of  the 
same  during  his  incumbency." 

Thb  Marquess  of  BLANDFORD  said, 
a  former  clause  profided  that  whera  an  in* 
cumbent  had  mainly  contributed  to  the 
erection  of  a  church  he  should  have  the 
patronage,  which  met  the  case. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  thought  the  proviso 
a  reasonable  one. 

Proviso  agreed  to ;  tbe  words,  "  Church 
Building  Acts  '*  being,  on  the  Motion  of 
Mr.  Hadfebld,  struck  out. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

On  an  additional  clause  being  moved, 
enabling  grants  to  be  made  of  lands  for  the 
site  of  a  house  or  garden  for  any  spiritual 
person  serving  any  church  or  chapel,  the 
Statute  of  Mortmain  notwithstanding, 

Mr.  HADFIBLD  objected  to  the  ex- 
emption. Every  sect  in  the  country » every 
school,  every  charity,  was  subject  to  the 
Mortmain  Act,  and  he  did  not  see  why  the 
same  law  should  not  be  applied  to  all 
classes. 

Thb  Marqubsb  op  BLANDFORD  said, 
he  could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  PBLLATT  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  OEORGE  GREY  said,  if  the  quan- 
tity of  land  was  to  be  limited  to  a  site  for 
a  parsonage  and  garden,  he  thought  the 
objection  would  be  obviated. 

The  Marquess  of  BLANDFORD  said, 
the  real  object  of  the  clause  was  to  enable 
the  grantees  to  attach  conditions  to  the 
grant,  so  that  if  land  granted'  for  a  parson- 
age was  devoted  to  another  use,  there 
might  be  pre-emption. 

Mr.  DUNLOP  suggested,  that  the  quan- 
tity of  land  should  be  limited  to  oue  acre. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  and 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  be  added 
to  the  Bill. 

The  House  resumed.  Bill  repoTted^  aa 
amended. 
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INDIAN  APPEALS— QUESTION. 

Sir  ERSKINE  PERRY  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Control,  whether 
he  contemplated  hringing  in  a  Bill  to  pro- 
Tide  a  Judicial  Tribunal  in  India,  with  ap- 
peal to  the  Pri?y  Council  in  England,  for 
the  investigation  and  decision  of  such 
claims  on  the  private  rights  of  the  Native 
Princes  and  grantees  of  Government  as 
were  now  decided  by  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment without  hearing  and  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  parties  ? 

Mk.  VERNON  SMITH  replied,  that  he 
had  no  intention  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill,  as 
ho  did  not  see  his  waj  to  any  satisfactory 
result.  A  measure  of  the  kind  would 
effect  a  complete  change  in  the  constitution 
of  the  Government  of  India,  and  would  re- 
quire great  consideration. 

NAVIGATION  OF  THE  DANUBE— TREATY 
OF  PARIS— QUESTION. 

Colonel  DUNNE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  whether  by  the  Treaty  of 
Paris,  which  provided  for  the  opening  of 
the  navigation  of  the  Danube,  any  persons 
other  than  Austrian  subjects  would  be 
allowed  to  possess  steamers  and  navigate 
that  river  above  the  frontiers  of  Austria  on 
the  samo  terms  as  subjects  of  that  em- 
pire ? 

Viscount  PALME RSTON  said,  that 
by  the  Treaty  of  Paris  the  navigation  of 
the  Danube  was  to  be  rendered  liable  to 
the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  1815. 
By  the  provisions  of  that  Treaty  such 
rivers  as  divided  or  traversed  different 
States  were  to  be  free  to  the  navigation 
by  vessels  of  all  nations,  subject  only  to 
such  regulations  of  police  and  other  matters 
as  a  Commission,  composed  of  members 
from  the  riverain  or  border  States,  should 
establish.  He  should  apprehend,  there- 
fore, that  under  the  provisions  of  the  two 
treaties  it  would  be  competent  for  the  ves- 
sels of  any  country  to  enter  the  Danube 
from  the  Black  Sea,  and  to  ascend  that 
river  as  far  as  it  was  navigable  in  its 
course,  subject  always  to  such  regulations 
as  were  contemplated  by  the  Treaty  of 
1815  to  be  established  with  regard  to  such 
vessels.  He  believed,  however,  that  the 
question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
applied  to  a  certain  monopoly  given  to  an 
Austrian  company  by  former  arrangements 
with  Austria.  He  apprehended  the  opinion 
of  the  Congress  to  be,  that  that  arrange- 
ment could  not  stand  against  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  treaty.  The  Austrian  Govern- 
ment   might    give  any  immunities   they 


pleased  as  affecting  their  own  ships  only, 
but  they  could  not,  by  virtue  of  an  order 
issued  by  their  own  authority,  supersede 
the  engagements  of  the  treaty. 

INDIAN  CURRENCT— QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control  if  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  the  great  inconvenienee 
at  present  sustained  by  the  commercial 
classes  in  India  from  the  scarcity  of  a 
metallic  specie  in  that  country,  and  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment to  take  any  measures  to  remedy  the 
same,  by  the  creation  of  a  gold  coinage  as 
a  legal  tender  in  addition  to  the  silver  coin- 
age now  current  there  ;  and  if  he  was  able 
to  lay  on  the  table  of  the  House  a  Report 
of  the  extent  of  railway  communication 
now  in  operation  and  in  course  of  construc- 
tion in  India  ? 

Mr.  V.  SMITH  said,  that  since  he  had 
been  at  the  Board  of  Control  he  had  heard 
no  complaint  of  inconvenience  from  the 
scarcity  of  metallic  currency.  With  re- 
spect to  the  second  question,  he  stated 
that  there  was  no  Report  on  the  whole 
state  of  railways  in  India  In  the  possession 
of  the  India  Board;  but  some  correspon- 
deuce  had  taken  place  on  the  subject. 
He  should  be  ready  to  answer  any  spe- 
cific question  on  the  subject,  or»  if  de- 
sired, to  lay  the  correspondence  respect- 
ing it  on  the  table. 

SITE  OF  THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY— 
QUESTION. 
Mr.  GRANVILLE  VERNON  said, 
since  Her  Majesty  had  undertaken  to  issue 
a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  tho  site 
of  the  National  Gallery,  he  wished  to  put 
a  question  upon  the  subject  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government.  The 
Committee  which  sat  in  1853  on  the  same 
subject  felt  itself  impeded  from  recommend- 
ing any  sites  which  it  really  considered  to 
be  the  best  from  a  delicacy  with  regard  to 
the  nature  of  the  tenure  of  those  sites. 
Now  he  did  not  wish  to  trouble  the  noble 
Lord  to  state  specifically  what  instructiona 
would  be  issued  to  the  Commission,  but 
perhaps  the  noble  Lord  would  be  so  good 
as  to  say  whether  the  Commission  would 
have  full  powdr  to  propose  such  a  site  as 
they  might  consider  the  best  adapted  to 
the  purpose. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  cannot 
tell  my  hon.  Friend  what  the  instniotiona 
will  be,  because  the  Commission  has  not 
yet  been  appointed  ;  bat  of  course  it  will 
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be  open  to  them  to  make  Bach  suggeB- 
t'lons  as  may  appear  to  them  to  be  the  best 
to  make  with  regard  to  the  site.  1  can 
only  repeat,  however,  what  1  stated  in  the 
discussion  of  this  question,  that  there  are 
places — such  as  the  Royal  Palaces  at  St. 
James's,  and  Kensington  Gore,  and  Marl- 
borough House,  which  no  Government 
would  agree  to  have  converted  into  the 
National  Gallery,  even  though  they  should 
be  recommended  by  the  Commission,  and 
for  this  obvious  reason — that  such  places 
arc  the  private  property  of  the  Crown. 

MILITIA  MUTINY  IN  IRELAND^ 
QUESTION. 

Colonel  FRENCH  wished  to  put  a 
question  to  the  hon.  Under-Secretary  for 
War,  relative  to  a  statement  which  had 
been  published  with  regard  to  the  disband- 
ing of  the  Tipperary  Militia.  It  was  stated 
that  the  men  had  refused  to  give  up  their 
arms  except  on  certain  conditions,  and  that 
they  had  taken  possession  of  the  town  of 
Nenagh,  where  they  used  their  bayonets 
and  fire-arms,  and  the  troops  of  the  line 
had  to  be  called  in  to  quell  them.  By  a 
telegraphic  despatch  since  received,  it  was 
stated  that  the  mutiny  had  been  quelled, 
and  the  question  he  wished  to  put  to  the 
hon.  Under-Secretary  was,  whether  it 
really  was  the  fact  that  the  mutiny  had 
been  suppressed,  but  only  with  severe 
losses  on  both  sides  ? 

Mb.  FREDERICK  PEEL :  I  have  seen 
a  telegraphic  despatch  from  General  Chat- 
terton,  which  states  that  everything  was 
quiet  in  the  quarters  where  the  mutiny  had 
taken  place.  It  added  that  one  roan  had 
been  killed  and  some  ten  or  twelve  wound- 
ed belonging  to  the  lino,  but  it  does  not 
allude  to  the  losses  on  the  side  of  the 
militia. 

CoLOKEii  DUNNE  :  Docs  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman intend  to  goon  with  the  Militia  Pay 
Bill  to-night  ? — because,  if  he  does,  I  shall 
call  attentioB  to  the  important  cause  of  this 
unfortunate  occurrence. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL :  I  hope  to 
pass  it  through  Committee  to-night. 

CONSOLIDATION  OF  THE  STATUTES- 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  LOCKE  KING,  seeing  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Suffolk  (Sir  Fitz- 
roy  Kelly)  in  his  place,  he  wished  to  ask 
him  whether  he  intended  this  Session  to 
bring  in  the  Consolidation  of  the  Criminal 
Law  Bill*  which  he  obtained  leave  to  intro- 
duce on  the  14th  of  February  last? 


Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  :  After  what 
has  passed  in  this  House  on  the  subject  to 
which  the  question  refers,  I  think  the 
question  should  rather  have  been  addressed 
to  the  Government.  Still,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  answering  the  question,  and  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  some  of 
the  most  eminent  members  of  the  Statute 
Law  Commission  have  been  incessantly  en- 
gaged in  the  preparation  not  only  of  the 
Bills  of  which  1  have  given  notice,  but 
also  of  Bills  relating  to  other  branches  of 
the  law.  I  have  therefore  great  satisfac- 
tion in  announcing  that  the  whole  of  these 
Bills  are  at  this  moment  ready  to  he  laid 
on  the  table,  and  they  will  to-morrow  or 
Monday  be  proposed  to  the  House  of  Lords 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  It  was  thought 
to  be  only  right  that  theso  important  Bills 
should  be  brought  in  by  some  meftiber  of 
the  Government. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPROPRIATION) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  this  was  the 
first  time  that  the  Appropriation  Bill  had 
been  printed  and  presented  in  its  proper 
form.  Yesterday  the  Bill  was  read  a  se- 
cond time  ;  and  now  the  House  was  called 
upon  to  go  into  Committee  ;  but  he  would 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  postpone  going 
into  Committee  until  to-morrow.  Pie  ob- 
jected to  the  Government  taking  power  in 
this  Bill  to  apply  the  Votes  for  the  army 
and  navy  in  any  way  they  might  think 
proper.  There  wore  sixteen  important 
Votes  relating  to  the  former  and  twenty- 
one  for  the  latter,  which  had  all  been  gone 
through  and  discussed  in  that  House,  and 
in  passing  these  Votes  they  believed  they 
were  confining  the  Government  to  the 
money  voted  ;  but  under  the  30th  clause 
of  this  Bill,  the  Government  would  be  able 
to  spend  any  sum  of  one  Vote  for  another 
purpose.  He  should  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  striking  out  this  proviso, 
which,  he  believed,  would  be  most  mis- 
chievous. 

Sir  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Wilson)  or  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  explain  in  what  respects  this  Appro- 
priation Bill  differed  from  those  which  had 
been  introduced  in  previous  years.  The 
hon.  Baronet  also  complained  that  under 
the  present  system  of  audit  the  House  was 
not,  until  after  an  interval  of  two  years, 
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ioformed  of  the  exact  appropriation  of  the 
sums  which  it  had  TOted,  and  thus  its  con- 
trol oTer  the  public  expenditure  was  prac- 
tically destroyed.  For  instance,  last  year 
the  House  voted  a  sum  of  £3,800,000 
for  the  militia.  Of  this,  a  sum  of 
£1,000,000  was  not  expended  upon  that 
force,  and  of  its  appropriation  the  House 
was  yet  entirely  uninformed.  It  was  most 
important  that  something  should  be  done 
to  improve  our  sjstem  of  audit. 

Sm  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  not  near  £3,800,000  was 
expended  upon  the  militia  last  year.  Under 
the  Appropriation  Act  the  Government,  no 
doubt,  had  power  to  apply  a  surplus  under 
one  Vote  to  meet  a  deficiency  under  an- 
other ;  but  he  apprehended  that  this  was 
intended  to  meet  the  case  of  small  defi- 
ciencies, and  that  it  was  never  contenj- 
plated  that  so  large  a  sum  as  £1,000,000 
should  be  transferred  from  one  Vote  to  an- 
other—  especially  when  the  surplus  had 
arisen  in  the  militia,  which  was  hardly  to 
be  considered  a  military  department  at  all. 
The  militia  was  a  service  the  supplies  for 
which  ought  to  he  voted  by  themselves,  and 
not  mixed  up  with  the  general  army  Sup- 
plies. Acting  on  old  constitutional  princi- 
ples, many  hon.  Gentlemen  were  favour- 
able to  a  large  militia  force,  believing  that 
it  would  enable  the  country  to  reduce  the 
standing  army.  He  wished,  before  con- 
cluding, to  ask  the  Secretary  for  the  Trea- 
sury when  the  promised  account  of  the  ad- 
vance from  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund 
would  be  produced  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  replied,  that  if  the  public 
accounts  had  been  kept  as  well  during  the 
last  twenty  years  as  they  had  been  during 
the  last  five  or  six,  there  would  have  been 
no  difficulty  in  producing  the  account  re- 
ferred to  the  day  after  it  had  been  moved 
for.  The  Treasury  hod  attempted  to  re- 
vise the  accounts  of  the  Civil  Contingencies 
for  a  long  series  of  years  past,  with  the 
view  of  showing  that  the  whole  of  the 
money  voted  hj  the  House  could  be  duly 
accounted  for  ;  but,  after  proceeding  with 
the  execution  of  the  task  for  sume  time, 
they  found  that  it  was  an  utterly  hopeless 
one  and  must  bo  abandoned.  They  had, 
however,  succeeded  in  accomplishing  their 
object  as  far  as  concerned  the  last  ten 
years,  the  whole  of  the  accounts  for  that 
period  had  been  balanced  to  a  shilling,  and 
he  would  have  much  pleasure  in  laying 
them  on  the  table  to-morrow.  With  regard 
to  the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth,  it  was  quite  true  the  House 
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had  thought  fit  to  eotrusi  the  Treasury 
with  the  p6wer  of  applying  the  surplus  of 
one  Vote  to  the  deficiency  of  another,  but 
only  in  the  same  department  ;  and  that 
arrangement  had  been  found  ef  the  greatest 
utility.  Indeed,  the  public  service  eould 
hardly  have  been  earned  on  without  it. 
The  army  and  ordnance  had  this  year  been 
united,  but  the  items  would  be  classed 
under  different  heads.  Thus  all  those 
sums  which  were  analogous  to  the  expendi- 
ture under  the  old  oiSuante  department* 
such  as  the  wages  for  artificers,  charges  for 
barrack  furniture,  clothing,  works,  and  the 
like,  would  form  one  division ;  and  the 
surplus  under  one  head  would  be  only  ap- 
licable  to  the  deficiencies  under  the  same, 
f  it  had  ever  been  the  rule  not  to  regard 
the  militia  as  a  military  service,  the  last 
two  years  had  certainly  been  an  exception » 
for  large  sums  had  been  granted  for  the 
express  purpose  of  rendering  the  miliUa 
an  arm  of  the  regular  service.  As  to  the 
supposed  sum  which  had  been  transferred 
from  the  militia  Votes,  and  expended  else- 
where, he  was  not  able  to  give  any  precise 
answer  until  certain  accounts  had  been 
received  from  abroad.  Meantime,  it  did 
not  seem  probable  that  £1,000.000  be- 
longing to  the  militia  should  have  been 
expended  on  military  departments,  seeing 
that  the  surplus  on  the  military  depart- 
ments amounted  itself  to  upwards  of 
£2.000.000. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  wished  to  put 
a  question  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
University  relative  to  a  Bill  on  the  table 
connected  with  considerations  of  finance* 
That  measure  proposed  to  extend  the  ex- 
emption from  the  paper  duty,  now  enjoyed 
by  Bibles,  Prayer*books,  Sac,,  to  the  edu- 
cational works  used  in  the  University  of 
Dublin  ;  and  he  wished  to  know  what  was 
to  be  done  with  it,  and  how  it  was  regarded 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ?  He 
(Mr.  Gibson),  had  received  several  commu- 
nications on  the  subject. 

Mb.  speaker  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  discussing  a 
different  Order  of  the  Day  from  the  oue 
before  the  House. 

Mil.  MILNER  GIBSON  meant  to  dia. 
cuss  it  as  a  question  of  finance.  One  ex- 
emption from  a  particular  tax  generally 
gave  rise  to  claims  for  further  exemptiona; 
and  the  system  of  granting  immunity  from 
the  paper  duty  had  lately  been  enlarged 
by  the  Treasury.  [•'  Order ! "]  He  be^ 
ged  pardon,  but  he  intended  to  observe 
order.      He  imagined   that  any   questioii 


561 


C&ntolidaUd  Fund  { Jclt  10»  1856}       {Appropriation)  Bill.      562 


affecting  Wajrs  and  Means,  or  tbe  income 
of  the  cottutrjr,  was  perfectlj  regular. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  House  is  now 
discussing  a  Bill  to  appropriate  the  Votes 
granted  in  Supply — a  question  which  has 
nothing  to  do  with  Ways  nnd  Means. 

hiR.  MILNER  GIBSON  thought,  with 
all  respect,  that  they  were  engaged  in  ap- 
propriating Ways  and  Means,  to  furnish 
the  Supplies,  and  that  anything  tending 
to  diminish  those  Ways  and  Means  was 
pertinent  to  the  discussion.  However,  he 
would  not  press  the  matter  further  than  to 
inquire  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  right,  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Napier) 
what  course  they  meant  to  pursue  on  this 
question  of  finance. 

Mr.  NAPIER  wished,  if  not  irregular, 
to  say  that  the  Bill  referred  to  by  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contemplated,  among  other 
objects,  the  exemption  from  taxation  of 
books  of  the  character  which  had  been  de- 
scribed.    ["Order!"] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  postpone  his  observations 
until  the  Order  of  the  Day  comes  on  to 
which  he  is  referring. 

Mr.  HENLET,  referring  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Wilson),  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  in  what  state  the  accounts  were  now, 
and  whether  there  had  been  any  money 
appropriated,  but  not  accounted  for?  be- 
cause to  go  back  for  ten  years  seemed 
very  nnsatisiactory. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  he  did  not -at  all 
mean  to  imply  that  the  Votes  previous  to 
the  last  ten  years  had  been  misappropriated. 
Formerly  there  had  been  several  Pay- 
masters, and  it  had  in  consequence  been 
impossible  to  trace  the  accounts ;  but 
aince  there  had  only  been  one  Paymaster 
and  one  office,  no  difficulty  had  been  expe- 
rienced. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  1  to  7  agreed  to. 

Clause  8, 

Sir  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said, 
that  the  clause  proposed  to  repeal  two  Acts 
passed  in  the  course  of  the  present  Session, 
and  he  should  like  to  have  some  explana- 
tion of  the  matter. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  that  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  present  Session  an  Act  had 
been  passed  giving  the  Government  power 
to  raise  £5,000,0(X)  by  way  of  annuities, 
and  a  elanse  was  inserted  enabling  them  to 
apply  this  money  for  Supply  services.  As 
this  money  had  not  been  so  applied,  it  was 


thought  to  be  the  simplest  way  to  repeal 
the  clause  of  the  Act  alluded  to. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  also  Clauses 
9  to  29,  inclusive. 

Clause  30, 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  intended 
to  give  the  Committee  an  opportunity  of 
dividing  upon  this  clause,  which  contained 
a  proviso  giving  the  Government  power  to 
apply  the  amount  granted  for  one  service 
to  the  exigencies  of  another  service,  so 
long  as  it  was  in  the  same  department.  In 
the  case  of  the  army  and  navy  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Exchequer  had  no  control 
over  the  sums  voted,  except  in  the  aggre- 
gate— a  power  which  he  possessed  in  all 
other  cases.  The  House  was  engaged 
night  after  night  in  discussing  the  Votes, 
supposing  that  the  sums  they  granted 
would  be  dedicated  to  the  particular  ser- 
vices for  which  they  were  voted.  But  it 
was  no  such  thing,  the  Government  paid 
no  attention  whatever  to  the  rule.  Be 
begged  to  move  that  the  proviso  in  the 
clause  which  gave  the  Government  this 
power  should  be  struck  out. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER hoped  the  House  would  not  accede 
to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
This  clause  of  the  Appropriation  Act  was 
drawn  up  exactly  in  the  form  in  which  it 
had  passed  since  1832.  Before  that  time 
the  Government  had  the  power  of  appro- 
priating the  whole  of  the  revenue  as  one 
Vote ;  but  since  then  a  stricter  practice 
had  been  introduced  under  the  auspices  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  James  Graham).  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  various  naval  and  military 
departments  to  keep  within  the  limits  of 
the  amount  granted  by  Parliament ;  but 
in  the  event  of  their  exceeding  in  any  Vote, 
it  was  permitted  to  the  Treasury  to  allow 
the  excess  of  any  one  Vote  to  go  to  an- 
other. It  was,  however,  found  necessary  to 
make  some  relaxation,  and  to  provide  for 
the  separation  of  certainVotes  in  what  were 
called  tbe  Army  Estimates.  In  this  way 
a  division  was  permitted  to  be  made  some- 
what analogous  to  that  which  formerly 
existed  between  the  Ordnance  and  Army 
Estimates. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  observed,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  made  him  responsible  for  this 
proviso.  But  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  proviso  was  introduced  simultane- 
ously with  the  strict  rule  of  appropriation. 
The  strict  application  of  the  rule,  as  first 
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introdueed,  was  found  to  interfere  with  the 
husiDesB  of  rarious  departments,  and  some 
relaxation,  therefore,  hecame  necessary. 
Having  first  recommended  to  Parliament 
the  more  stringent  rule,  he  afterwards  pro- 
posed the  relaxation  in  question.  Subse- 
quently to  this  relaxation  another  recom- 
mendation was  adopted,  by  which  a  concur- 
rent audit  was  provided  for ;  and  the  effect 
of  this  was  that  annually,  with  regard  to 
the  army,  navy,  and  ordnance,  an  account, 
vouched  by  the  Board  of  Audit,  was  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  setting  forth 
any  excess  beyond  the  Vote  of  Parliament 
permitted  by  the  Treasury  to  be  applied  in 
aid  of  any  other  Vote.  The  objiactton  to 
this  account  was,  that  it  came  too  late  to 
be  of  service.  He  would,  therefore,  ask 
his  right  hon.  Friend  whether  he  had  any 
objection  to  communicate  to  the  House  at 
the  beginning  of  each  Session,  before  the 
Votes  of  the  year  were  brought  in,  a  state- 
ment of  every  case  in  which  the  relaxation 
'Was  asked  and  allowed  by  the  Treasury, 
and  also  a  similar  return  at  the  close  of 
the  financial  year?  If  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  give  that  assurance  he 
thought  the  arrangement  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  House. 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  BXCHE- 
QUER  said,  it  was  no  doubt  desirable  that 
information  on  this  subject  should  be  fur- 
nished to  Parliament  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible period.  That  information,  however, 
could  not  be  given  in  a  complete  form  till 
the  annual  audit  had  taken  place  and  all 
the  transfers  had  been  adjusted.  He  did 
not  believe,  therefore,  it  would  be  possible 
to  furnish  the  accounts  in  the  manner  de- 
sired by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  he 
had  no  difficulty  in  saying  that,  so  far  as 
it  was  possible,  he  would  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment from  time  to  time  the  assents  given 
by  the  Treasury  to  applications  for  relax- 
ation. He  hoped  that  assurance  would  be 
satisfactory  to  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  that  some  relaxation  must  be 
made  in  the  rule  of  appropriation,  as  the 
Government  departments  could  not  be  con- 
ducted without  some  small  concession  of 
this  kind.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  he  (Sir  F. 
Baring)  had  certainly  no  positive  informa- 
tion to  rely  upon  ;  but  he  certainly  thought 
he  was  justified,  from  the  Government 
.returns  themselves,  in  concluding  that  the 
excess  of  the  militia  returns  had  been  de- 
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voted  to  the  army  sermes,  and  he  should 
be  much  surprised  if  it  did  not  turn  out 
that  this  was  the  esse. 

Sib  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  shoald 
like  to  know  what  were  the  actual  powers 
given  to  the  Treasury  by  the  Bill  ?  Did 
the  clause  they  were  now  considering  give 
them  power  to  take  the  money  voted,  say, 
for  clothing,  and  appropriate  it  to  works  ? 
He  doubted  whether  the  power  which  the 
Government  possessed  under  this  clause 
was  not  enormous,  and  he  thought  there 
ought  to  be  some  check  upon  its  exercise. 
He  should  be  glad  to  know  what  power  the 
Treasury  really  possessed  under  this  clause. 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  would 
answer  this  question  by  illustrations  drawn 
from  two  Votes  connected  with  the  Admi- 
ralty Department — tho  one  being  that  for 
the  payment  of  the  wages  of  seamen — a 
Vote  which  the  House  always  granted  with 
the  utmost  alacrity— the  other  a  Vote  for 
naval  works,  which  was  generally  regarded 
with  some  degree  of  jealousy  by  the  House. 
Now  let  him  suppose  the  Vote  for  wages  to 
be  £2.000,000.  while  the  Vote  for  works 
amounted  to  £500,000,  and  that  in  the 
case  of  the  former  there  happened  to  be 
a  surplus  over  expenditure  of  J^  100,000, 
which  the  Board  of  Admiralty  desired  to 
apply  to  make  up  a  deficiency  in  the  latter 
to  a  similar  amount : — In  order  to  effect 
that  transfer  the  Board  of  Admiralty  would 
be  obliged  to  make  application  to  the  Trea- 
sury, setting  forth  the  reasons  for  the  pro- 
posal and  asking  their  assent  to  its  adop- 
tion.    It  was  true  that  this  adjustment  of 
the  Votes  was  of  rare  occurrence,  but  it 
was  also  occasionally  of  necessary  occur- 
rence.    The  Treasury  had,  however,  that 
supreme  control   and   authority  —  and    if 
the  reasons  were  found  to  be  satisfactory, 
permission  was  given  by  the  Treasury  to 
make  the  transfer.     That  result,  however, 
was  generally  arrived  at  towards  the  close 
of  the  year,  and  although  the  prooeedings 
connected  with  it  were  ultimately  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament,  yet 
nearly  twelvemonths  must   elapse   before 
such  was  the  case.      Now  that,  he  con- 
sidered, to  be  too  long  a  period  for  Par- 
liament to  remain  unacquainted  with   the 
appropriation,    and   he    should    therefore 
suggest  that  at  the  close  of  the  financial 
year  the  Government  should  lay  upon  the 
table  of   the  House  all   the  applications 
which  might  have  emanated  from  the  dif- 
ferent public  departments  for  permiBsiou 
to  apply  the  surplus  of  one  Vote  to  meet 
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the  defleiency  of  another.  Full  purticalars 
in  these  traoBactions  would  thus  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  House,  generally  speak- 
ing, within  a  month  of  their  occurrence; 
explanations  with  respect  to  them  might 
be  demanded,  and  they  might  be  censured 
or  approved  of  as  the  House  should  think 
fit.  That  mode  of  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject would,  he  thought,  be  found  to  impose 
a  check  of  as  substantial  a  character  upon 
Ministers  as  would  be  required. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  no  one  was 
better,  or,  indeed,  so  well  acquainted  with 
this   subject  as  the    right   hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Graham),  but  he  denied  that  such 
a  return  would  be  any  check  on  the  prac- 
tice;   for  even  if  the  suggestion  of   the 
right  hon.  Baronet  were  carried  out,  these 
applications  and  provisions  would  not  come 
before  Parliament  until  the  principal  Esti* 
mates  of  the  year  had  been  voted,  because 
the  Estimates  of  the  great  services  were 
almost  invariably  voted  Wfore  the  close 
of  the  financial  year.      If,  for  example, 
£500,000   were  voted  for  buildings  and 
works,   and   that  Vote  was  exceeded   by 
£100,000  in  the  following  year,  another 
£500,000  would  be  asked  for  without  the 
House  knowing  anything  of  the  previous 
exeesa.     This  was  no  question  of  crippling 
a  departxnent,  because  it  was  a  case  of 
work  done  and  money  spent,  and  the  only 
question  was*  how  the  money  was  to  be 
raised.     He  doubted  whether  the  excess 
ought  not  to  come  before  Parliament  and 
be  voted   as  a  supplementary  Estimate, 
when  the  sum  exceeded  a  certain  amount. 
Parliament  would   then  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  with  the  Estimates 
of  the  year,  how  far  it  chose  to  give  a 
further  sum  for  the  object  for  which  the 
exeesa  had  been  incurred. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  the  real  question 
was,  what  degree  of  confidence  was  to  be 
placed  in  the  Administration  ?  A  certain 
degree  of  confidence  must  be  placed  in  the 
Administration,  whatever  rules  the  House 
might  adopt,  and  what  they  had  to  con- 
sider was  the  degree.  The  suggestion  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Henley)  cer- 
tainly went  to  the  root  of  the  complaint ; 
hut  its  adoption  would  be  attended  with 
this  great  disadvantage,  that  the  great 
body  of  the  Estimates  would  then  be 
framed  upon  an  excess  model.  The  fear 
of  coming  to  Parliament  with  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  would  lead  the  Admi- 
ralty and  oiber  departments  to  form  their 
Bstimates  opon  a  scale  greater  than  they 
bdieVed  to  be  necessary  for  the  public 


service,  and  it  would  not  be  easy  for  the 
House  of  Commons  to  contend  against  a 
system  of  that  kind.  He  thought  that 
the  principle  of  confidence  was  a  just  one, 
and  between  the  two  suggestions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Car- 
liele  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
he  preferred  the  ofier  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  made.  It  appeared  to  him  that  if 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  were  adopted  the  House  might 
find  itself  voting  away  the  chief  Estimates 
without  knowing  the  excess  which  might 
have  taken  place ;  but  if,  when  the  Trea- 
sury allowed  the  appropriation  of  the  sur- 
plus of  one  department,  a  document  were 
placed  upon  the  table  explaining  the  cir- 
cumstances,  such  a  check  might  not  be 
complete,  but  would  be  to  some  extent 
satisfactory,  and  would  be  likely  to  pre- 
vent any  improper  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Administration.  Under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  inclined  to  accept  the 
offer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
— namely,  that  in  every  instance  when  the 
Government  thus  availed  themselves  of  the 
confidence  reposed  in  them  by  the  Legis- 
lature, Parliament  should  be  informed  of  it 
by  the  necessary  record  being  placed  on 
the  table  of  the  House.  He  should  pre- 
fer this  to  the  scheme  of  the  right  hou. 
Baronet,  and  he  hoped  therefore  that, 
subject  to  this  understanding,  no  altera- 
tion would  be  made  in  the  language  of  the 
proviso. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  hoped  the  Committee  would  not  be 
under  the  impression  that  there  was  any 
doubt  as  to  the  general  enforcement  of 
the  rule  that  each  department  kept  within 
the  distinct  Vote  taken  on  account  of  it. 
That  was  the  rule  imposed  on  the  naval 
and  military  departments,  and  they  were 
not  able  to  depart  from  it  without  express 
permission  from  the  Treasury.  Whenever 
they  were  desirous  of  obtaining  permission 
to  apply  for  the  purposes  of  one  depart- 
ment the  excess  upon  the  Vote  taken  for 
another,  they  had  to  make  out  a  special 
case.  A  letter  must  be  written  showing 
the  grounds  of  the  application,  and  the 
general  rule  laid  down  by  the  Treasury 
was,  that  the  case  must  be  shown  to  be 
unexpected  and  urgent.  Of  course,  the 
Treasury  did  not  share  the  particular  feel- 
ing which  might  animate  the  department 
at  the  moment ;  they  would  consider  the 
matter  impartially,  and  would  not  give 
their  consent  unless  a  fair  and  reason* 
able  case  was  made  out.    These   appli- 
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cations  were  made  from  time  to  time  during 
the  Session  and  during  the  recess.  With 
reference  to  the  remarks  of  his  rwht  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  James  Graham),  the*'4  would 
be  no  objection  to  laj  before  the  House, 
as  soon  as  Parliament  met,  a  return  of 
the  applications  made  to  the  Treasury 
since  the  beginning  of  the  financial  year 
by  any  of  the  departments,  and  the  cases 
in  which  those  applications  had  been 
granted,  together  with  the  whole  corre- 
spondence, or  an  abstract,  if  necessary. 
That  might  be  laid  before  Parliament  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session,  and  a  simi- 
lar return  might  be  from  time  to  time  pre- 
sented ;  but  he  thought  it  would  not  he 
desirable  to  lay  before  the  House  each 
application  as  it  occurred,  unless  there 
was  some  special  ground  for  it.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  divide  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject. 

Ma.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  accede  to  the  terms 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  suggestion,  he 
would  withdraw  his  proposition.  In  point 
of  fact,  however,  if  the  present  system 
were  allowed  to  continue,  it  was  a  per- 
fect farce  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
vote  certain  amounts  under  certain  heads. 
They  might  as  well  vote  the  whole  Esti- 
mate for  the  army  in  one  round  sum,  and 
adopt  a  similar  course  as  to  the  navy ;  or 
they  might  go  a  little  further,  for  if  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Disraeli)  were  carried  out, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  any  Vote 
at  all,  and  it  would  be  said,  "  Let  us  place 
confidence  in  the  Governmenty  and  leave  it 
all  to  them." 

Sir  jambs  GRAHAM  said,  the  Chan, 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  perhaps  con- 
sider the  subject,  and  embody  the  sugges- 
tion which  had  been  made  to  him  in  a  pro- 
viso, to  be  added  to  the  clause  upon  bring- 
ing up  the  report. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  was  under  the  impression  that  he 
had  acceded  to  the  suggestion  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  had  promised  everything 
which  was  wished  for.  He  was  not  at  this 
moment  aware  that  there  would  be  any 
difficulty  in  embodying  this  suggestion  in 
a  proviso,  and  ho  should  take  the  subject 
into  consideration. 

Amendment  withdrawn ;  Clause  agreed 
to. 

Clauses  31  to  35  were  also  agreed  to. 

Clause  36,  which  provides  for  the  appro- 
priation of  surplus  half-pay. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  there  was  an 

The  Choncellor  of  the  Exchequer 


expression  in  the  clause  which  he  tbonght 
most  objectionable.  It  was  enacted  thai 
if  the  sum  voted  on  account  of  half-pay 
were  more  than  waa  necessary  Her  Ma- 
jeaty — that  was,  the  Government — should 
be  emp<}wered  to  dispose  of  such  overplus 
to  **  officers  who  are  maimed  or  have  lost 
their  limbs  in  the  Iste  wars,  or  such  others 
as,  by  reason  of  their  long  service  or 
otherwise.  Her  Majesty  shall  judge  to  be 
proper  objects  of  charity."  Now,  it  was 
discreditable  for  the  House  to  adopt  such 
an  expression.  Officers  maimed  in  the 
service  ought  to  be  provided  for  in  a  pro- 
per manner,  instead  of  being  treated  in 
this  way,  as  '*  objects  of  charity." 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  {HOUSE  OF 
LORDS)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair." 

Mr.  RAIKBS  CURRIE  expressed  his 
acknowledgments  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  for  bringing  on  this 
Bill  for  discussion  as  soon  as  circumstances 
would  permit.     The  noble  Lord  said,  the 
other  night,  that  compromises  were  often 
expedient,  necessary,  and  justifiable.  From 
that  general  proposition  no  Member  of  the 
House  would  dissent,  but  every  individual 
compromise  must  be  judged  on  its  own 
merits  ;  and  we  were  bound  to  ask  whether 
each  particular  compromise  was  compatible 
with  principle  and  honour?     Agreement, 
no  doubt,  was  a  good  thing,  but  adherence 
to  conscientious  convictions,  from  which 
important  consequences  sprang,  was  still 
better.     He  was  not  going  to  raise  a  diB- 
cussion  as  to  what  category  the  compro- 
mise made  by  the  Government  came  under, 
but  he  wished  respectfully  to  observe  that 
the  noble  Lord  held  hia  seat  on  the  Trea- 
sury bench  by  a  compromise.     The  noble 
Lord  was  willingly  supported  by  a  great 
body  of  persons  in  that  House  who,  though 
not  agreeing  exactly  in  all  their  opinions, 
called   themselves   generally   the   Liberal 
party.     This  Liberal   party,   at  least  an 
important  section   of   it — the   bone    and 
sinew   of  the  party— advocated  vote  by 
ballot,  a  large  extension  of  the  suffrage, 
and  the  entire  abolition  of  church  rates. 
The  noble  Lord  advocated  none  of  those 
measures,   but    manfully   maintained  his 
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own  ofHnioQS.     The  Liberal  party  long 
supported  the  noble  Lord  in  his  foreign 
policy  wheo  it  was  yigoroasly  and  continu- 
ously assailed,  and  together  with  the  noble 
Lord  fought  the  battle  of  free  trade.     The 
Liberal  party  also  remembered,  far  more 
than  all  these  things,  that  when  the  repu- 
tations of  experienced  statesmen  fell  scat- 
tered around  like  leaves  in  autumn,  the 
noble  Lord  stood  firm,  nailed  his  colours 
to  the  roast,  threw  energy  into  the  coun- 
cils of  the  Crown,  maintained  the  honour 
of  the  country,  snd  restored  peace  to  Eu- 
rope.    Therefore,  he  was  glad  by  a  com* 
promise,  which  he  believed  to  be  honour- 
able to  both  parties,  to  call  the  noble  Lord 
his   leader.     Bat  to  leadership  and  alle- 
giance   correlative    duties    belonged.     A 
great  party  could  not  be  knocked  down 
one  night  and  put  up  another  night,  when- 
ever it  suited  the  purpose  of  its  leaders  so 
to  act.     The  noble  Lord  the  other  night 
performed    an    extraordinary   manoeuvre. 
Supported  by  a  small  band  of  mercenaries, 
whom  he  so  designated  not  from  any  offen- 
sive intention,  but  because  they  were  per- 
sons with  respect  to  whom  certain  agree- 
able associations  connected  with  quarter- 
day   would    be   dissolved   if   they    voted 
against  the  noble  Lord — supported  by  this 
select  band,  the  noble  Lord  crossed  over 
to  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  there, 
rallying  a  numerous  phalanx,  belonging  to 
the   Conservative  or  Tory  party,  turned 
round,  challenged  his  own  party,  and  put 
them  to  rout.    When,  next  morning,  the 
noble  Lord  walked  over  the  field  of  battle, 
and  counted  the  numbers  and  examined 
the  bodies  of  the  slain,  accompanied  by  his 
aide-de-camp,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wells — in  other  words,   when  the  noble 
Lord  analysed  the  division  list,  he  must 
have  been  inclined  to  say  with  Pyrrhus, 
that  one  more  such  victory  would  be  his 
ruin.     He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
mean  to  repeat  such  a  mancBuvre  to-night. 
He  felt  certain  the  noble  Lord  could  not. 
The  noble  Lord  had  ability  and  dexterity 
enough  for  almost  anything,  but  there  was 
one  thing  which  the  noble  Lord  was  told 
by  the  highest  authority  he  could  not  do — 
namely*    serve   two  masters.     The  noble 
Lord  rouat  cleave  to  one  and  forsake  the 
other ;  be  could  not  lead  the  Liberal  party 
in  the  Hoase  of  Commons,  and  do  the  bid- 
ding oC  Lord  Derby,   and  register  Lord 
Derby's  edicts  in  that  House.     He  had 
spoken   frankly,  for,  as  a  real  friend  of 
the  Goremment,  he  was    bound    to   tell 
them  openljr  what  was  said  by  a  great 


number  of  people  behind  their  backs. 
He  would  now  address  a  few  words  to  the 
House  in  general  on  this  question.  He 
felt  his  own  inefficiency  properly  to  bring 
forward  this  matter,  the  importance  of 
which  could  not  be  exaggerated.  The 
right  hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  was 
pleased  to  allude  to  him,  the  other  even- 
ing, as  being  a  desultory  and  independ- 
ent Member.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
he  sat  rather  loosely  to  that  House,  but 
he  would  yield  to  no  one  in  an  earnest 
wish  that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
hold  a  high  position  in  the  country  and  in 
the  affections  of  the  people ; .  for  he  sin- 
cerely believed  that  the  danger  which 
beset  and  was  calculated  to  overthrow 
any  free  Government  was  its  popular 
assembly  losing  the  confidence  of  the 
people.  Then  how,  he  asked,  could  that 
House  maintain  the  confidence  of  the 
people  if,  on  a  matter  deeply  affecting  the 
interest  of  every  subject  in  the  realm,  the 
House  refused  to  give  it  grave  and  delibe- 
rate attention  before  a  Select  Committee, 
and  showed  an  inclination  to  huddle  up 
the  whole  business,  and  hurriedly  to  regis- 
ter the  edict  of  the  House  of  Lords  ?  His 
proposition  was  a  most  reasonable  one,  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  assent  to  it. 
All  sorts  of  motives  had  been  attributed  to 
him  for  taking  this  course ;  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wells,  for  instance, 
had  told  somebody,  he  understood,  that  he 
was  a  monomaniac  ;  he  had,  indeed,  put 
this  notice  on  the  paper  without  consulting 
any  one,  but  since  he  had  given  notice  oi 
it,  he  had  received  numerous  communica- 
tions from  all  quarters  ;  and,  if  the  House 
would  grant  a  Committee,  he  would  engage 
that  it  should  be  attended  by  men  of  the 
greatest  eminence.  Judges  both  of  Com* 
mon  Law  and  Equity,  who  would  show 
that  the  Bill  contained  as  much  mischief 
and  as  little  good  as  could  well  be  embodied 
in  the  same  space  of  paper.  Surely  the 
House  of  Commons  would  not  refuse  to 
consider  calmly  and  deliberately  a  measure 
which  infringed  on  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  and  took  away  the  right  which  he 
and  everybody  else  had  always  hitherto 
considered  to  be  inherent  in  Her  Majesty 
as  Sovereign  of  these  realms,  to  summon 
to  Parliament  any  one  of  her  subjects  whom 
she  pleased,  whoever  he  might  be,  to  aid 
her  with  his  counsel.  That  was  a  subject 
grave  enough,  not  only  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee,, but  even  for  the  most  protracted 
discussion.  No  man  could  be  in  a  position 
to  give  an  opinion  worth  anything  at  all 
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upon  it  without  having  first  carefally 
studied  the  Bubject.  Bat  the  Bill  dealt 
with  another  question  also  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance.  The  construction  of 
an  appellate  tribunal  in  the  last  resort 
required  the  utmost  care  and  deliberationt 
but  the  hasty  and  offhand  manner  in  which 
this  Bill  had  been  disposed  of  was  so  ex- 
traordinary that  he  was  completely  at  a 
loss  to  understand  it.  He  had  observed 
the  right  h'on.  Gentleman  opposite  blandly 
smiling  the  other  night ;  no  doubt  he  was 
hugging  himself  with  the  consciousness 
that  his  enemies  were  "  delivered  into  his 
hand.**  The  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  seemed  to  be  somewhat  in 
the  predicament  of  the  knight  in  the  old 
ballad,  who  made  a  compact  with  one  who 
should  be  nameless  ~a  compact  rather  op- 
posed to  the  noble  Lord's  ideas  of  free 
trade,  and  in  which  the  mortal  generally 
got  the  worst  of  the  bargain.  There  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  talking  and  skirmish- 
ing the  other  night,  but  it  all  ended  in 
nothing.  The  debate  reminded  him  of  one 
of  those  battles  of  the  condoUieri  in  the 
Middle  Ages,  where,  after  a  long  day's 
thumping  and  banging,  all  ended  in  nobody 
being  killed  and  nobody  wounded.  None 
of  the  speeches  except  those  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  went 
to  the  point.  The  lawyers  applied  them- 
selves to  drawing  the  House  away  from 
the  real  question  ;  just  as  one  might  see  a 
partridge  fluttering  about  to  draw  away  at- 
tention from  her  eggs,  so  the  lawyers  do 
their  best  to  lead  the  House  away  from 
the  real  eggs  here.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  there  would  be  a  good  stand-np  fight 
to-night,  and  that  everybody  would  speak 
his  mind — as  he  intended  to  do.  He  hoped 
hon.  Members  had  carefully  considered  the 
▼ery  remarkable  debates  on  this  subject  in 
another  place.  Did  the  Bill  recommend 
itself  to  them  by  its  antecedents?  He 
had  heard  it  stated  publicly  that  Lord 
Derby  had  said  that  in  case  the  proviso  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Malton,  saving  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  was  carried,  the 
Bill  might  go  wherever  it  pleased ;  he 
should  not  care  what  became  of  it.  That 
furnished  an  important  clue  as  to  the  real 
object  of  the  Bill.  It  was  a  distinct  at- 
tempt to  limit  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
In  order  to  get  a  clear  insight  into  the 
antecedents  of  the  Bill  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  trace  its  history  from  the  begin- 
ning. A  short  time  before  the  Session 
began    the    Government  —  actuated,    no 

Mr,  Baikes  Gurrie 


doubt,  by  a  laudable  desire  to  strengthen 
the  appellate  tribunal  of  the  House  of 
Lords — created  Baron  Parke  a  peer  for 
life.  It  soon  appeared  when  Parliament 
met  that  a  hare  was  to  be  started.  The 
first  to  commence  the  sport  was  a  noble 
Lord  of  wonderful  activity,  on  which  age 
seemed  to  have  no  effect,  and  to  whom 
might  be  applied — slightly  altered,  the 
well-known  lines  of  Gray — 

"  Full  oft  within  those  gilded  halla, 

When  he  had  seventy  winters  o*er  him. 
The  Lord  Chief  Justice  led  the  brawls, 
While  law  and  reason  danced  before  him." 

He  was  seconded  by  a  noble  Earl  who 
never  in  his  life  could  resist  a  bit  of 
mischief,  and  who,  from  some  reason  or 
other,  entered  heartily  into  this  question. 
The  Government  made  a  good  fight,  but 
were  beaten.  An  observation  made  the 
other  night  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle — that  there  was  nothing  new  in 
the  world — was  remarkably  applicable  to 
the  whole  of  this  affair.  It  would  seem  as 
though  the  theory  of  the  &hip*s  carpenter 
in  Peter  Simple — that  everybody  would  be 
doing  just  the  same  thing  as  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  2,222  years  hence — had  some 
foundation,  and  that  every  thing  which 
passed  in  the  world  was  merely  a  repeti- 
tion of  something  which  had  happened 
before.  In  Lord  Campbeirs  Life  of  Lord 
Nottinghatn  would  be  found  the  following 
passage,  which  would  really  sceni  to  show 
that  that  eminent  man — he  was  a  North 
Briton  by  the  way — enjoyed  the  privilege 
of  scond  sight — 

'*  The  Chancellor  bad  the  sa^city  to  see  the 
trap  laid  for  the  Government,  but  he  bad  not  the 
address  to  avoid  it.  lie  could  not  control  the 
fervour  of  those  friends  of  the  Government  who, 
mad  on  the  question  of  privilege,  disregarded  all 
party  predilections,  and  stood  up  for  their  own 
notions  of  the  rights  of  their  order.  During 
these  dehates  the  ex-Chancellor  and  the  reigning 
Lord  Chancellor  being  pitted  against  each  other, 
the  latter  suffered  severely." 

The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  spoken  of  this  matter  as  a  comedy 
which  had  been  played  up  to  the  very  foot- 
lamps,  andj  following  up  this  curiota  felt" 
citas  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  would  endeavour 
to  describe  to  the  House  how  he  viewed 
this  matter  in  a  theatrical  point  of  riew. 
This  was  about  the  tableau  presented — 
the  Government  in  a  very  ridiculous  posi- 
tion. Lord  Derby  committed  against  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown — (not  a  very 
pleasant  position,  he  should  imagpine,  for 
a  Conservative  leader)  —  the  juradicUon 
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of  the  Hoase  of  Lords  eondemned  by 
the  discussions  which  had  taken  place 
in  that  House,  and  Lord  Wen sle}' dale 
in  the  distance,  in  bed  with  the  gout, — 
perhaps  the  best  off  of  the  whole  party. 
He  was  glad  to  avail  himself  of  a  happy 
accident  which  enabled  him  to  quote  past 
events  in  order  to  describe  present  ones. 
Mo.st  hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  House  no 
doubt  had  read  the  *'  Imaginary  Conversa- 
tions *'  of  Walter  Savage  Lander,  and  he 
had  come  into  possession  of  an  extract 
from  an  imaginary  conversation,  not  writ- 
ten in  the  elegant  English  of  Mr.  Lander, 
but  containing  what  mio^ht,  perhaps,  be 
considered  to  border  a  little  upon  slang, 
which  he  would  beg  to  read  to  the 
House : — 

[Scene,  Venice.  A  Gothic  library  looking  out 
on  the  Grand  Canal.  Two  senators  seated  at  a 
tablej 

"  JFirti  Senator :  Ton  're  in  a  fix,  and  there  *s 
bat  one  in  Venice 
"  Can  help  you  out  of 't,  and  that  I  am  he 
'*Full  well  thou  know'st;  when  rogues  on  the 
RLalto 

Are  growing  seedy  they  've  an  ancient  custom — 

Each  draws  a  little  bill  and  each  accepts  it. 

And  then  they  spout  their  paper,  and  the  house 
"  That  takes  it  is  done  brown  (a  house  we  wot  of). 
*'  Nobles  may  learn  from  knaves — say,  do'st  thou 
twig  me  ? 

"  Second  Senator :  Alas  !  too  well. 

**Firsi  Senator:  Then,  mark  me, 

'Villagrande,» 
"  I,  too,  hare  run  my  head  against  a  wall 
**  Right  at  the  Doge's  power,  of  which  I  boasted 
"  To  be  the  best,  if  not  the  sole  defender ; 
"  Yet  I  will  curb  this  curst  prerogative, 
"  But  hide  the  hand  that  does  so.     *  Campobello ' 
"(Bellow   he's  rightly  named)   doth  roar  and 

bluster 
"  About  his  '  Res  decreta,*  but  we  know 
**  'T  is  worth  the  ink  that  writes  it,  and  no  mo^e. 
**  I  want  a  statute  with  all  forms  of  law ; 
*'  We  *11  wrap  my  dig  at  the  prerogative 
**  In  some  sham  semblance  of  a  law  reform, — 
•*  The  very  cry  you  *ve  started, — and  the  Commons 
"  Will  toss  their  noses  to  the  wind,  and  open 
"  Full  CD  the  false  scent  and  o'errun  the  true  one. 
"  Old  *  Campobello '  is  the  man  to  do  it ! 
*'  For  well  he  knows  so  to  embalm  a  rat 
"  That  none  shall  nose  him.     Ah  !  you  hesitate, 
"  But  I  have  more  to  offer,  and,  besides, 
"  Will  find  some  plaister  for  your  broken  pate ; 
"  Two  golden  rings  and  twice  six  thousand  ducats 
**  To  oil  the  legal  wheels  and  set  them  whirring ; 
"  And  ther  shall  whirr  and  whiz  on  this  suggestion 
**  Down  there  below,  until  the  wretch  who  hears 

them 
"  Shall  stop  his  ears,  and,  bothered  by  their  pother, 
"  Surrender  at  discretion.     Here 's  a  plan 
"  In  which  1  think  you  trace  a  master  s  hand. 

** Second  Senator:  But  then    the  Doge,  my 

lord? 

•' Firet  ScnoElor :  The  Doge  be  d— d ! 

"  Sweet '  ViUagrande,'  if  you  sign  this  paper 
"  And  do  my  high  behests,  I  'II  bear  you  hannless 


Out  of  this  ugly  scrape ;  but  if,  by  Heaven, 
You  pause  or  falter— ere  the  chimes  of  six 
Strike  on  St.  Mark's — I  open  on  the  Senate 
And  thunder  o*er  it,  till  the  '  stones  of  Venice' 
"Turn  on  their  sides  to  mook  thee  with  their 

grinning. 
"  Sign,  then ! 
"  Second  Senator  (with  great  trepidation) :  I 

sign ! 
"  First  Senator :  Why,  there  's  a  clever 

fellow  !•• 
[Exit  First  Senator  with  the 
paper  in  his  pocket.] 
«*  Second  Senator :  The  Doge  !  the  Doge  ! !   I 
fear  I  have  betrayed  him  ! ! ! " 

[Opens  the  window,  gazes  on 
the  Grand  Canal,  shuts  the 
window,  and  rushes  fran- 
tically out  of  the  apartment.] 

He  should  be  happy  to  furnish  any  Gen- 
tleman privately  with  the  means  of  refer- 
ring to  that  extract,  which  appeared  to 
him  to  be  very  pertinent  to  the  present 
case.  But  to  return  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
it  was  not  possible  to  arrive  at  the  second 
tableau  without  passing  through  the  green- 
room and  seeing  what  went  on  behind  the 
scenes.  The  position  of  certain  parties  in 
that  House  reminded  him  of  a  theatrical 
entertainment  which  he  had  attended, 
given  by  his  right  hon.  colleague,  in 
which  a  country  yokel,  or,  as  he  would  be 
called  in  Kent,  '*  chaw-bacon,'*  fell  among 
persons  who  hustled  him  and  picked  his 
pockets.  Let  the  House  fancy  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  got  up  in  the  true 
chawbad>n  guise,  thus  treated,  and  then 
turned  out,  evidently  very  uncomfortable, 
and  looking  as  if  he  had  swallowed  some- 
thing which  he  could  neither  digest  nor 
get  rid  of,  and  they  would  have  an  idea  of 
the  result  of  the  Committee.  He  now 
came  to  the  second  tableau^  which  exhi- 
bited everybody  complimenting  everybody 
else,  including  the  Lord  President,  who 
himself  did  not  appear  very  comfortable, 
while  his  colleagues  freely  admitted  that 
they  were  completely  puzzled,  and  did  not 
know  what  had  been  going  on.  All,  how- 
ever, were  seen  occupied  in  tossing  the  Bill 
down  upon  the  table  of  that  House. 

He  could  assure  the  House  that,  if  he 
had  appeared  to  treat  the  subject  with 
levity,  it  had  been  because  he  wished,  in 
the  observations  which  he  felt  himself 
bound  to  make,  to  avoid  giring  anything 
like  offence  to  any  one. 

"  And  if  I  laugh  at  any  mortal  thing, 
'  Tis  that  I  may  not  weep." 

Every  one  knew  what  the  real  meaning  of 
the  Bill  was.  It  was  a  measure  to  settle 
and  limit  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown, 
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and  that  brought  him  to  another  corious 
part  of  the  case.  He  had  some  time  back 
pat  on  the  paper  a  notice  of  a  question 
which  he  intended  to  put  to  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  GoTemment*  with  re- 
gard to  the  form  in  which  the  measure  was 
to  be  introduced  into  that  House.  His 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  subject 
bj  what  was  stated  to  have  been  said  bj  a 
noble  Lord  in  another  place.  It  appeared 
that  Lord  Grey  stated  that — 

"  He  felt  himself  bound  to  express  his  regret 
that  the  GoTemment  had  introdooed  this  measure 
in  a  less  formal  manner  than  he  belioyed  thej 
ought  to  have  done.  B7  the  law  and  practice  of 
Parliament  it  had  been  alwajs  usual,  when  the 
House  was  called  upon  to  pass  a  Bill  which 
limited  the  prerogatiye  of  the  Crown,  to  signify 
the  consent  of  the  Crown,  and,  as  he  belieyed 
that  the  Crown  at  the  present  moment  had  the 
power  of  creating  life  peerages  which  would  con- 
fer a  seat  in  their  Lordships'  House,  he  belieyed 
that  the  consent  of  the  Crown  should  have  been 
formally  signified  before  their  Lordships  were 
called  upon  to  agree  to  the  present  Bill." 

Now,  he  should  hare  imagined  that,  if  it 
had  been  necessary  to  signify  the  assent 
of  the  Crown,  that  assent  would  have  been 
signified  at  the  introduction  of  the  mea- 
Bure;  but,  instead  of  that,  it  was  only 
signified  at  the  third  reading.  Now,  it 
appeared  that  another  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Derby)  had  said — 

"  Probablj  manj  of  jour  Lordships  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  Crown  had  no  prerogative  to 
waive,  and  that,  therefore,  no  Royal  convent  was 
necessary ;  and,  undoubtedly,  if  that  consent  had 
taken  a  more  formal  shape,  and  had  been  com- 
municated to  your  Lordships  as  a  message.  I,  for 
one,  should  have  experienced  great  difficulty  in 
receiving  such  a  message,  and  in  consenting  to 
the  adoption  of  an  address  in  answer  thereto 
which  would  appear  to  imply  a  recognition  of 
that  prerogative.*' 

This  was  a  very  remarkable  and  pregnant 
declaration.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
the  compliment  might  be  paid  to  that 
House  of  allowing  something  like  inquiry 
into  the  subject.  What  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  was  the  absolute 
necessity  of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee;  and  if  the  House  consented 
to  adopt  that  course,  he  had  authority  for 
saying  that  persons  would  offer  themselves 
to  be  examined  whose  authority  every 
Member  of  that  House  wonld  respect,  and 
who  ought  to  be  examined  upon  the  sub- 
ject. As  regarded  life  peerages,  he  did 
not  agree  with  what  had  been  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  ;  he  had 
hoped  that  no  one  in  this  House  would 
desire   to   extinguish    the  power  of   the 
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Crown  to  create  them.  We  were  all  too 
apt  to  look  upon  the  phenomena  which 
surrounded  us  as  permanent  laws  of  na- 
ture, whereas,  in  point  of  fact,  they  were 
continually  changing.  Many  opinions  of 
our  great-grandfathers  appear  to  us  absurd 
and  benighted,  so  may  our  own  most  che- 
rished ones  seem  to  our  great-grandchil- 
dren. A  late  Whig  nobleman,  whom  every- 
body respected,  was  wont  to  observe  that 
there  were  two  great  prices  which  the 
higher  aristocracy  of  this  country  did  es- 
pecially covet;  one  was  the  garter,  the 
other  the  lord-lieutenancy.  The  noblo 
Lord,  an  experienced  judge  of  humaa 
nature,  particularly  of  the  class  to  which 
he  belonged,  said  that  they  coveted  those 
great  prizes  because  they  were  never 
given  to  merit.  That  observation  looked 
very  much  like  irony  or  satire,  but  it  was 
nothing  of  the  kind.  It  might  be  quite 
logically  and  reasonably  accounted  for. 
Among  the  aristocracy  the  summum  ho- 
num  was  not  merit — because  merit  might 
be,  and  was,  shared  with  the  base-born, 
the  poor,  and  the  outcast — but  great  po- 
litical power,  high  rank,  and  enormous 
wealth;  and  they  valued  those  honours 
as  the  test  and  proof  that  they  pre-emi- 
nently possessed  these  things.  Nor  were 
these  remarks  inapplicable  to  the  gene- 
ral community,  for  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that,  in  comparieon  with  continental  na- 
tions, the  people  of  England  did  bow  in 
the  most  prostrate  manner,  in  the  first 
place  to  wealth,  and  next  to  rank.  But 
was  that  always  to  be  so  ?  Was  the  world 
advancing  or  was  it  not?  No  doubt  it 
advanced  very  slowly  ;  but  he  was  one  of 
those  who  believed  that  it  did  improvo, 
and,  without  being  over  sanguine,  he  looked 
forward  with  confidence  to  the  time — be  it 
twenty,  fifty,  or  a  hundred  years  hence — 
when  men  would  be  more  valued  than  at 
present  for  moral  and  intellectual  qualities 
apart  from  mere  rank  and  wealth.  He 
believed  the  day  would  arrive  when  it 
would  be  important  to  the  House  of  Lords 
itself  to  attract  brilliant  talents,  public 
spirit,  virtue,  though  unendowed  with  the 
gifts  of  fortune.  Now,  it  would  be  thought 
a  strange  thing  if  Mr.  Macaulay  were  to 
be  made  an  hereditary  Peer,  though  hia 
works  would  live  as  long  as  the  English 
language,  giving  pleasure  and  instructioa 
to  millions  yet  unborn.  And  that  gallant 
man  who  lately  returned  to  England  after 
performing  the  most  heroic  deeds  —  the 
liero  of  Kars — would  he  not  be  an  orna- 
ment to  any  assembly  ?    The  power»  then» 
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of  creating  life  peerages   might  remain 
dormant,  bat  was  not  one  of   which  he 
should  like  to  see  the  Crown  deprived,  and 
when  thej  recollected  with  satisfaction  how 
much  younger  Her  Majesty  was  than  the 
majority  of  Members  in  that  House,  they 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  time^ight 
come  when  she  might  regret  the  attack 
now  made  upon  her  prerogative,  and  when 
her  feelings  of  sorrow  might  be  shared  by 
the  House  of  Lords  itself.     But,  whether 
life  peerages  were  good  or  bad,  he  object- 
ed to  parting  with  so  important  a  preroga- 
tive of  the  Grown  by  a  side-wind,  and  in  a 
manner  which  left  the  question  in  doubt 
and  difficulty.     Such  was  one  reason  why 
they  ought  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.      He  now  came  to  what  he 
might  call  a  plunder  of  the  public  purse, 
because    everything   was  a    plunder,   be 
the  amount  £50  or    £100,  or  even  as 
many  pence,  which  could  not  be  justified 
by  necessity.      Were  these  new  appellate 
Jadges  at  £12,000  a  year  justified  by  any 
such  necessity)     He  had  letters  in   his 
pocket  from   some  of  the  most   learned 
Judges  on  the  bench,  men  whose  names 
— if  he  were  to   mention    them — would 
command  universal  respect,  all  concurring 
in  the  statement  that  hearing  appeals  only 
would  spoil  any  Judge.     Law,  like  every- 
thing else,  was  progressive,  and  to  enable 
a  Jadge  to  do  his  duty  it  was  necessary 
thai  he  should  remain  conversant  with  the 
practices  of  the  Bar.     One  of  his  learned 
correspondents  assured  him  that  he  was  a 
different  man  after  the  long  vacation  than 
when  he  came  off  circuit,  and  that  if  he 
were  to  attend  to  appeals  only  he  would  bo 
good   for  nothing   in  the   course  of  two 
years.     Again,  one  of  the  highest  autho- 
rities in  that  House — one  of  the  most  ex- 
perienced statesmen  in  the  country — had 
told  them  that  the  Bill,  if  carried,  would 
have  the  effect  of  corrupting  all  the  puisne 
Judges.     In  point  of  fact,  the  Government 
appeared — ^but,  of  course,  it  was  only  an 
appearance — to  be  angling  for  the  puisne 
Judges.     There  were  two  golden  baits. in 
the  shape  of  deputy  speakerships,  precisely 
the  things  which  those  learned  Gentlemen 
would  bite  at ;  for  as  men  advanced  in  life 
their  great  object  was  to  obtain  not  so 
much  high  salaries  as  a  respectable  posi- 
tion, dignity,  and  rather  less  work.  There- 
fore, another  great  defect  in  the  Bill,  and 
one  which   called  loudly  for  inquiry,  was 
that  it  was  likely  to  debauch  the  Bench, 
lie  now  came  to  what  to  his  mind  seemed, 
kowever  it  might  strike  others,  to  be  the 
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worst  feature  of  the  Bill.  It  was  their 
duty  as  a  Legislature  to  raise  the  tone  of 
public  feeling  and  opinion,  which  they 
could  do  only  by  speaking  and  dissem- 
inating truth,  and  by  being  themselves 
true  men.  Yet  they  were  asked  by  the 
advocates  of  the  Bill  to  establish  a  mon- 
strous sham.  If  the  proposed  court  were 
to  sit,  there  ought  to  be  inscribed  over  it 
a  very  short  but  very  expressive  Saxon 
word  which  he  would  not  mention,  but 
of  which  they  could  not  fail  to  be  re- 
minded by  the  monosyllable  ''sham." 
The  court  was  to  be  called  the  House 
of  Lords.  Did  they  suppose  anybody 
would  be  deceived  by  such  transparent 
humbug  ?  It  was  to  sit  not  as  the  House 
of  Lords  sits,  but  during  the  recess  of 
Parliament,  and  consist  mainly  of  two 
Deputy  Speakers,  who  could  no  more  be 
called  an  integral  part  of  the  House  of 
Lords  than  he  himself.  The  truth  was, 
the  Bill  was  nothing  less  than  a  miserable 
attempt  to  stave  off  the  discussion  of  the 
great  question  whether  the  appellate  juris- 
diction should  remain  with  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  extraordinary  speech  delivered 
by  the  Solicitor  General  the  other  night, 
containing  so  many  assertions  and  assump- 
tions, filled  him  with  dismay,  and  sent  him 
home  in  a  state  of  mind  which  he  would 
not  describe,  but  which  enabled  him  to 
understand  what  the  l|ite  lamented  Dr. 
Arnold  meant  when  he  said  that  he  would 
sooner  see  his  sons  starve  than  educated 
for  the  Bar.  He  did  not  wish  to  libel  that 
noble  and  glorious  profession,  and  no  doubt 
Dr.  Arnold  referred  to  a  passage  in  Burke 
describing  the  effect  which  the  practice  of 
the  law  produced  on  particular  minds. 
However  that  might  be,  he  should  doubt- 
less now  be  told  that,  whatever  an  igno- 
rant layman  like  himself  might  say  to 
the  contrary,  the  proposed  court  was  and 
should  continue  to  be  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  reminded  him  of  a  passage  in  Dean 
Swift,  which  he  would  take  the  liberty 
of  reading  to  the  House.  The  Solicitor 
General  maintained  that  the  court  was  the 
House  of  Lords.  "  Lord  Peter,"  with 
scarcely  less  audacity,  asserted  that  a 
crust  of  bread  was  a  leg  of  mutton : — 

*• «  My  Lord,'  said  he,  'I  can  onlj  saj  that  to 
my  eyes,  and  .flngem,  and  teeth,  and  nose,  this 
seems  nothing  bat  a  orust  of  bread  ;*  upon  which 
the  second  put  in  his  word, '  I  never  saw  a  pieoe 
of  mutton  in  my  life  so  nearly  resembling  a 
twelvepenny  loaf.'  'Look  ye,  gentlemen/  cries 
Peter  in  a  rage, '  to  convince  you  what  a  couple 
of  blind,  positive,  ignorant,  wilfal  puppies  you 
are,  I  will  use  but  this  plain  argument,  —  by 

U 


579 


AppeUate 


{COMMONS} 


Juri$dietU)n 


580 


',  it  is  true,  good,  natural  mutton  as  any  in 

Leadonhall  Market ;  and confound  you  both 

eternally  if  you  offer  to  belioTO  otherwise  ! ' 


»> 


Sach  was  the  kind  of  argument  with  which 
he  expected  to  he  met  hy  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General ;  but,  neverthe- 
less, he  confidently  asserted  that  the  pro- 
posed Court  could  no  more  he  the  House  of 
Lords  than  the  three  clerks  at  the  table 
could  be  the  House  of  Commons,  even 
although  empowered  by  the  Bill  to  sit  dur- 
ing the  recess,  and  to  exercise  certain  re- 
gulating or  taxing  powers. 

Under  all  these  circumstances  he  asked 
the  House  whether  they  would  give  the 
sanction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  this 
daring  infringement  of  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown;  whether  they  would  lend 
themselves  to  a  flagrant  job,  a  wanton  and 
unnecessary  inroad  on  the  public  purse; 
whether  they  would  organise  a  machinery 
for  the  corruption  of  the  Judges,  —  one 
which  at  all  events  must  throw  suspicion 
and  distrust  upon  that  venerable  body; 
whether  they  would  deliberately  establish 
and  inaugurate  a  solemn  sham  ?  If,  in- 
deed, they  were  minded  to  do  all  these 
things,  he  entreated  them  to  adopt  at 
least  the  form  of  an  inquiry  beforehand. 

"  Affect  a  virtue  if  you  hare  it  not." 

If  they  were  really  prepared  so  to  legis- 
late, let  them,  he  besought  them,  if  only 
for  decency's  sake,  assume  the  forms  of 
deliberation;  let  them  grant  his  Committee. 
The  worst  that  could  happen  would  be  the 
postponement  of  the  Bill  till  all  had  had 
time  for  reflection.  Then,  let  bygones  be 
bygones  ;  let  them  bury  in  silence  and  ob- 
livion the  miserable  antecedents  of  this 
miserable  measure  ;  treading  lightly  and 
walking  backwards  with  something  of  filial 
shamCf  let  them  cover  the  frailties  and 
eccentricities  of  a  venerable  assembly  in 
another  place.  Then,  at  the  beginning  of 
another  Sessioii»  the  Commons  House  of 
Parliament  might  proceed  with  calmness, 
with  dignity,  and  with  that  earnest  and 
truthful  search  for  the  more  excellent  way 
which  the  subject  so  entirely  demanded, 
to  apply  itself  to  one  of  the  noblest  and 
gravest  questions  that  could  occupy  the 
councils  of  a  free  people  —  how  best  to 
construct,  build  up,  and  establish  a  High 
Court  of  Appeal,  appeal  final,  and  in  the 
last  resort ;  to  determine  the  rights,  privi- 
leges, and  property  of  every  corporate 
body,  and  of  every  individual  in  the  king- 
dom. He  trusted  that  they  might  rise  to 
the  height  of  their  great  argument,  that 
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they  might  approach  the  question  in  a 
spirit  of  wisdom  and  caution,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  firmly  and  fearlessly,  not  seek- 
ing abstract  theoretical  perfection  by  any 
unnecessary  innovation,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  throwing  away  with  scorn  the  bug- 
bear of  a  prescriptive  jurisdiction,  because, 
digging  down  to  the  roots  of  the  constitu- 
tion, they  found  amid  its  gradual  growth 
and  its  hoar  antiquity,  that  this  boasted 
jurisdiction  of  the  Lords  was  no  part  and 
parcel  of  the  ancient  trunk,  but  a  fungus 
vegetation  of  yesterday,  a  mere  parasitical 
excrescence  ;  or,  to  drop  all  metaphor  and 
to  speak  the  sober  truth — that  in  the  Life 
of  a  Commonwealth  it  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  an  ephemeral  usurpation. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  EVELYN    DENISON    seconded 
the  Amendment.     His  observations  would, 
he  feared,  be  in  painful  contrast  to  the 
amusing  speech  of  so  distinguished  a  per- 
former as  his  hou.  Friend  (Mr.  B.  Currie), 
but,  as  he  was  suffering  from  indisposition, 
which   would,   perhaps,   prevent  his    ad- 
dressing the  House  at  a  later  period  of 
the  evening,  he  should  at  once  trouble 
it  with  a  few  remarks.     His  hon.  Friend 
had  spoken  of  a  compromise.     His  (Mr. 
E.  Denison's)  habits  of  mind  were   not 
in  favour  of  violent  measures  or  extreme 
opinions,    and    a  reasonable  compromise 
upon    a    matter  of   difficulty    would    be 
to  him  rather  a  recommendation  than  an 
objection.     Upon  examining  this  subject, 
however,  he  could  not  find  in  it  the  ele- 
ments of  a  compromise  at  all.     It  involved 
tWo  questions  perfectly  different  and  dia- 
tinct — the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  make 
Peers  for  life,  and  the  reform  of  the  appellate 
jurisdiction.     Now,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
certain  parties,  having  involved  themselves 
in  difficulties,  had  turned  round  upon  aa 
absent  one  who  ought  to  have  been  ably- 
represented,  and  had  said,  "  Let  us  solve 
the  difficulty  by" — doing  what  ?     Not  bj 
making  a  compromise,  but  by  totally  ex- 
tinguishing and  destroying  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown  to  make  life  Peers;  because 
that  was  the  real  effect  of  this  measure. 
The  House  of  Lords  chose  to  enter  upon  a 
contest  with  the  Crown  upon  the  subject 
of  life  peerages,  and  made  itself  the  judge 
in  its  own  quarrel.     That  was  a  very  con- 
venient course  when  you  were  quite  sure 
that  the  judgment  would  bo  final,  and  that 
there  would  be  no  appeal  from  it ;  but  iu 
this  case,  no  sooner  was  the  judgoie&t 
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given  ihan  the  House  of  Lords  themselves 
disturbed  it  by  sending  that  measure  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  so  calling  on 
that  House  to  be  umpire  between  them- 
selves and  the  Crown.     He  had  no  preten- 
sion to  undertake  the  office  of  arbitrator — it 
required  great  calmness,  gravity,  and  con- 
sideration properly  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  arbiter  in  a  quarrel  of  such  importance; 
but  as  he  had  read  the  whole  of  the  Blue- 
book,  and  also  gone  into  the  entire  history 
of  this  transaction,  he  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  few  particulars, 
which  might  assist  it  in  forming  its  judg- 
ment.   One  circumstance  which  had  struck 
him  most  forcibly  was  the  extraordinary 
contradictions    and    sh  if  tings    of   ground 
which  had  been  exhibited  in  the  course  of 
this  affair.    In  the  first  instance,  when  the 
power  of  the  Crown  to  grant  life  peerages 
was  questioned  it  was  announced,  with  the 
utmost  gravity,  in  the  House  of  Lords  that 
that  House  was  never  more  competent  to 
discharge  the  duties  which  it  was  required 
to    fulfil   than   at  the    present   moment. 
No   sooner,   however,   was  that  question 
decided  than  it  was  discovered  that  the 
appellate    jurisdiction    of    the  House    of 
Lords,  instead  of  being  in  a  satisfactory 
and  efficient,  was  in  a  most  unsatisfactory 
and  very  weak  and  rotten  condition;  so 
much  so,  that  it  was  held  by  the  House  of 
Lords  themselves  that  it  was  not  capable 
of  improvement  or  restoration  by  its  own 
power,  but  that  they  must  apply  to  the 
other  branches  of  the  Legislature  to  give 
it  strength.     It  was   said  in   the  Upper 
House   that  it  would  be  devoured  by  a 
flight   of   lawyers,  and  this  remark   was 
made  at  a  time  when  there  was  no  ques- 
tion   but  of  the  introduction  of  a  single 
Lord   from   the  regions   of  Wensleydale. 
In  a  short  time,  however,  it  was  proposed 
by  the  very  author  of  these  predictions, 
that,   under   this  Bill,  a  whole  covey  of 
l&wjers    fihonld    be    introduced.      These 
were    both    striking  contradictions;    but 
there  was  a  third  more  remarkable  still. 
It   was    said   that  the  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion   of    the   House  of   Lords    was    the 
verj  essenee  of  the  peerage,  that  it  was 
inherent  in  the  hereditary  principle,  and 
very   unfavourable    contrasts    were   made 
between  an  hereditary  Peer  and  a  Peer  for 
life.     One  noble  Lord  of  great  wit,  look- 
in<r  to  the  extreme  east  for  a  simile,  said 
that  a  Peer  of  the  latter  class  would,  after 
all,  be  only  a  "  second  chop  "  Peer.     Yet, 
no  sooner  was  the  question  of  the  creation 
of  life  peerages  settled  than  a  noble  Lord 


proposed  to  make  not  one,  but  two  or  three 
"  second  chop  "  Peers,  and  to  pass  ever 
to  them  from  the  great  body  of  the  Lords 
this  appellate  jurisdiction,  and  to  call  them 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  that  they  should 
sit  during  the  recess,  exercising  the  full 
power  and  authority  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  Really,  if  a  Peer  for  life  created 
by  the  Crown  —  the  fountain  of  honour 
—  deserved  such  a  designation  as  that 
which  he  had  quoted,  he  should  like 
to  know  what  term  might  not  be  ap- 
plied to  such  a  Peer,  manufactured  with 
the  assistance  of  the  rude  hands  of  the 
Commons  ?  These  certainly  struck  him 
as  remarkable  contradictions,  and  gave 
him  rather  an  unfavourable  impression 
of  the  judgment  with  which  this  con- 
test had  been  conducted.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  passion  rather  than  discretion 
had  presided  over  their  councils.  He 
would  not  enter  minutely  into  the  legal 
question  of  the  right  of  the  Crown  to 
create  peerages  for  life.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  R. 
Palmer),  although  favourable  to  this  Bill, 
had  placed  the  right  of  the  Crown  to 
create  life  Peers  in  a  light  that  was  quite 
unanswerable.  If  the  Crown  could  grant 
a  peerage  to  A  for  life,  with  remainder  to 
B  and  his  heirs,  it  surely  could  grant  a 
peerage  to  A  for  life  simply.  With  regard 
to  the  proposed  tribunal,  what  did  the 
proposed  tribunal  really  amount  to  ?  Two 
Peers  for  life  were  to  be  made,  to  be  se- 
lected from  the  body  of  the  Judges ;  but 
the  inducemients  offered  to  men  to  fill  a 
rank  inferior  to  that  of  the  hereditary 
Peers  were  so  inadequate,  that  men  of 
active  minds,  and  in  the  full  vigour  of 
their  faculties,  would  not  take  them — they 
could  only  tempt  members  of  the  judicial 
bench  who  were  past  their  vigour,  both  of 
body  and  mind,  and  whose  law  would  soon 
become  rusty.  Yet  these  life  Peers  were 
to  have  the  power  of  reversing  the  decisions 
of  the  fifteen  Judges  of  the  realm  who 
were  in  the  full  exercise  of  their  faculties 
and  in  the  constant  practice  of  the  law. 
Such  a  Court  of  Appeal  as  that  would  be 
simply  ridiculous.  He  would,  before  he 
sat  down,  address  a  few  words  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  on 
the  position  in  which  that — the  Ministerial 
— side  of  the  House  was  placed  by  this 
Bill.  They  had  arrived  near  the  close  of 
a  Session  which  had  been  successful  and 
honourable  to  the  noble  Lord's  Adminis- 
tration. They  were  proud  of  the  noble 
Lord  as  their  leader.     He  had  not  only 
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been  ever  foremost  in  the  battle,  but  bad 
taken  more  than  his  share  of  the  daily 
drudgery  of  the  trenches.  The  noble 
Lord,  he  hoped,  was  Satisfied  with  his  sol- 
diers. Then  let  him  not  suffer  this  miser- 
able Bill  to  come  between  them  and  him  at 
the  close  of  their  campaign.  The  nuble 
Lord's  time  was  fully  occupied,  but  if 
be  could  find  a  moment  to  look  at  the 
division  list  of  the  other  night  it  was 
worthy  of  the  noble  Lord's  consideration. 
It  showed  a  large  array  of  his  usual  sup- 
porters who  had  voted  against  him  on  this 
particular  question.  They  could  not  enter 
into  that  contest  with  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  end  of  the  Session  without  great  re- 
gret and  infinite  annoyance  to  tliemselves ; 
and  he  ought  to  spare  them  that  painful 
necessity.  He  put  it  entirely  to  the  good 
feeling  of  his  noble  Friend,  and  would  re- 
main silent  on  the  possible  result  of  driv- 
ing them  to  extremities.  Let  him  reflect 
that  there  was  nobody  who  said  a  word  in 
favour  of  this  Bill,  in  public  or  in  private. 
In  private,  indeed,  it  was  criticised  very 
freely.  He  (Mr.  E.  Denison)  had  heard 
It  described  by  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  as  a  very  bad  Bill,  which,  never- 
theless, they  were  under  an  obligation  to 
support.  He  had  heard  it  condemned  by 
a  gentleman  of  the  highest  authi>rity  in 
even  stronger  terms — as  being,  in  fact,  the 
very  worst  Bill  that  had  been  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Commons  for  the  last 
twenty  years.  That  was  also  his  own 
opinion  of  it.  The  noble  Lord  ought, 
therefore,  hardly  to  force  it  through  the 
House  against  the  wish  of  140  Gentle- 
men, many  of  whom  were  his  warm  sup- 
porters. An  opportunity  for  inquiring 
into  the  matter  ought  at  least  to  be  af- 
forded them.  That  was  the  reasonable 
and  moderate  proposition  which  had  been 
made  that  night;  and  he  felt  confident 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  came  to  con- 
sider the  objectionable  nature  of  this  mea- 
sure, and  the  position  in  which  it  would 
place  him  in  relation  to  his  supporters,  he 
would  not  persevere  any  longer  in  the 
course  that  he  had  thus  far  pursued.  All 
they  asked  was,  to  be  allowed  to  close  the 
Session  and  return  to  their  homes  with 
satisfaction  and  contentment.  Ho  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  spare  them  the 
painful  feelings  which  a  further  conflict  on 
this  measure  must  excite,  and  would  ac- 
cede to  the  request  for  inquiry. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  ••  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  the  Bill 

Mr,  Evelyn  Denison 


be  committed  to  a  Select  Committee,*'  in- 
stead thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  (hat  in  the  course 
of  a  dihcussion  in  that  House,  which  arose 
in  August   last,  on  a  subject  not  imme- 
diately bearing  on  the  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords,  he  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  grievous  evils  connected  with 
the  exercise  of  that  jurisdiction.  Since  then 
the  accuracy  of  the  views  that  he  had  ex- 
pressed  had  been  established  by  the  evi- 
dence  taken    before   a  Committee  of  the 
other  House,  and  had  also  been  adopted  by 
the  House  of  Lords  itself,  as  testified  by 
the  sending  down  of  the  present  measure. 
The  intolerable  delay  and  expense  attend- 
ant upon  ap))eals  to  the  upper  House  being 
universally  acknowled<;ed,  he  would  pass 
them  by  without  further  remark  ;  but  he 
wished  to  make  a  few  observations  on  the 
nature  of  the  existing  tribunal.    Now  that 
public  attention  had  been  so  much  turned 
to  the  ndministration  of  justice,  the  appel- 
late jurisdiction  of  the  liouse  of  Lordtf^  ex- 
ercined  by  a  single  Judji^e,  even  though  hj 
a  Jud^e  like  Lord  Eldon,  would  not  be 
endured  any  longer.     From  the  year  1832 
downwards,  owing  to  the  frequent  changes 
of  Ministry  following  the  Reform  Bill,  there 
had  been  collected  in  the  upper  House  a 
Lord  Chancellor  and   some  two  or  three 
ex- Lord  Chancellors,  so  distinguished   for 
ability  and  learning  that  their  like  would 
never,  perhaps,  be  seen  again.     The  con- 
sequence was,  that  the  country  had  been 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  administration 
of  justice  in  an  assembly  adorned  with  the 
presence  of  three  or  four  such  noble  and 
learned  Lords.     Since  thon,  however,  the 
state  of   things   had   gradually   chang^ed. 
For  various   reasons   those  eminent   men 
had  discontinued  their  attendance.     Lord 
Lyndhurst  was  excused  by  his  advanced 
age,  and  Lord  Brougham  was  rapidly  ap- 
proaching the  period  when  he  could  claim 
the  same  privilege.  Lord  St.  Leonards,  too, 
although  as  full  of  zeal  and  activity  as  ever, 
had  not  been  present  to  henr  appeals  dur- 
ing the  present  Session.     The  result  was 
that  for  a  large  portion  of  last  Session  it 
had  been  impossible  to  secure  the  attend- 
ance of  more  than  two  law  Lords ;  in  the 
present  Session  they  had  never  had  ni(iro 
than  two,  and  the  number  had  even  dwin- 
dled down  to  one.     Such  a  state  pf  things 
was  intolerable.    The  question  arose,  thon, 
what  was  to  be  done  ?     It  was  universally 


585  (Eause  of  { Jult  10,  1856}  Lords)  Bill  SSff 

admitted  that  some  alteration  mii6t  take  plan  was  to  endeavour  to  effect  some  im- 
place,  and  the  question  was,  whether  the  provement,  so  far  as  it  could  he  acconi- 
House  of  Lords  were  to  retain  their  present  plished  hj  this  measure.  Let  the  consti- 
appellate  jurisdiction  or  not.  He,  for  one,  tution  of  the  ultimate  Court  of  Appeal  be 
should  have  rejoiced  if  the  House  of  Lords  what  it  might,  they  must  remember  that 
had  consented  to  relinquish  that  jurisdic-  the  rights,  privileges,  and  liberties  of  all 
tion  ;  but  they  had  determined  to  retain  might  depend  upon  it.  There  were  three 
it :  and,  although  he  could  not  concur  in  principal  objections  to  the  appellate  juris- 
their  decision,  many  distinguished  Mem-  j  diction  of  the  Flouse  of  Lords  as  it  at  present 
bers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  many  existed.  The  first  was,  that  as  the  House 
gentlemen  of  great  ability  and  experience  could  only  sit  as  an  appellate  tribunal  dur- 
out  of  that  House,  thought  it  essential  to  ing  the  Session  of  Parliament,  great  delay 
the  maintenance  of  the  position  of  the ;  was  occasioned  ;  and  the  Bill  proposed  to 
House  of  Lords  that  the  appellate  jurisdic- !  remedy  this  evil  by  enabling  the  appellate 
tion  of  that  tribunal  should  be  retained. '  Court  to  sit  throughout  the  judicial  year. 
He  understood,  however,  that  by  the  House  The  expense  of  proceedings  before  the 
of  Lords  was  meant  the  House  at  large.  House  of  Lords  was  also  a  ground  of  ob- 
and  as  it  was  well  known  that  their  appel*  jection  ;  but  that  expense  would  be  mate- 
late  jurisdiction  had  devolved  entirely  upon  riall}-  reduced  by  this  measure.  The  third 
learned  Lords,  ho  was  unable  to  under-  objection  was  that  the  presence  of  only 
stand  what  connection  the  maintenance  of  one  law  Lord  could  be  secured  in  the 
that  jurisdiction  had  with  the  position  of  House  of  Lords  when  it  was  sitting  in  its 
the  House  itself.  The  question  the  House  judicial  capacity  ;  but  this  Bill  would  se* 
of  Commons  were  now  called  upon  to  de-  i  cure  the  attendance  at  every  appeal  of  not 
termine  was  what  was  to  be  done  ?  Would  less  than  three  law  Lords.  It  had  been 
any  man  say  it  was  right  or  proper  that  said  that  by  this  measure  a  direct  blow 
the  existing  state  of  things  should  be  al-  \  was    struck   at    the    prerogative  of   the 

Crown,  because  it  authorised  the  crea- 
tion of  peerages  'for  life  ;  but  it  was  a 
complete  delusion  to  suppose  that  the  Bill 


lowed  to  continue  ?     At  present  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  sitting  alone  to  hear  the 
roost  important  appeals ;  and  could  any- 
thing be  more  ridiculous  than  to  call  such   would  in  the  sligbtest  degree  fetter  the 
a  tribunal  the  House  of  Lords  ?     There   prerogative  of  the   Crown.     The   Crown 


might  be  some  concealed  reason,  but  he 
could  not  imagine  any  substantial  reason, 
fur  retaining  such  a  system.  If  he  thought 
there  was  any  reasonable  prospect  that  the 
House  of  Lords  would  part  with  their  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction,  and  consent  to  transfer 


could  create  as  many  Peers  for  life  as  it 
might  deem  fit ;  but  he  thought  it  must 
be  admitted  that  tbe  House  of  Lords  con- 
stituted the  proper  tribunal  to  decide  who 
were  members  of  their  own  body,  and  that 
House  had  decided  that  a  Peer  for  life  was 


that  jurisdiction  to  a  properly  constituted  ;  not  a  Peer  of  Parliament.  How,  then, 
ultimate  Court  of  Appeal,  he  would  vote  j  would  this  Bill  interfere  with  the  prcroga- 
sgsinst  the  second  rending  of  the  Bill,  and  \  tive  of  the  Crown  ?  It  provided  that  the 
in  farour  of  the  Amendment.  He  con-  j  Crown  might  create  a  limited  number  of 
fessed  that  he  had  never  given  a  vote  that  I  Peers  for  life  who  should  be  Peers  of  Par- 
had  caused  him  so  much  anxiety,  and  he  |  liament.  But  that  provision  did  not  limit 
wished  it  to  be  fully  understood  that  he  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown ;  in  fact,  it 
did  not  give  his  vote  for  the  second  read-  left  the  prerogative  just  where  it  was  be- 
ing because  he  was  at  all  enamoured  of  the  fore,  and  merely  provided  that,  with  the 
Bill,  but  because  the  evil  being  great  and  |  consent  of  the  House  of  Lords,  a  certain 
pressinj^,  he  did  not  see  any  better  remedy  number  of  Peers  created  for  life  might 
available  than  that  which  was  afforded  by  .  have  the  privilege,  which  they  did  not  now 
this  measure.  They  were  now  approaching  |  possess,  of  sitting  in  that  House.  There 
the  end  of  the  Session,  and  if  the  Bill !  was  a  general  concurrence  of  opinion  in 
were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  it !  the  House  that  the  court  of  appeal,  what- 
would  be  virtually  "shelved."  It  could  ever  it  might  be,  should  consist  of  at 
not  be  expected  that  the  number  of  law  j  least  three  judges,  and  in  that  opinion  he 
Lords  would  be  increased  next  year,  or  j  agreed.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
that  the  House  of  Lords  would  consent !  the  City  of  London  and  the  right  hon. 
to    part    with    their    appellate     jurisdic-    Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 


tion  ;  and  he,  therefore,  thought  the  best 
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for  life  would  not  be  on  a  footing  in  power 
to  that  occupied  by  hereditary  Peers  ;  but 
he  believed  they  were  mistaken  in  that 
Tiew,  and  that  there  would  be  no  more 
distinction  between    life   and    hereditary 
Peers  than  there  was  between  Scotch  and 
Irish  representative  Peers  and  those  who 
sat  in  their  own  right.     It  would  be  for 
the  advantage  of  the  public  and  of  the 
profession  to  whicb  he  belonged,  if  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  remained   with  the 
House  of  Lords,  that  these  peerages  to 
some  extent  should  be  for  life  and  not  by 
inheritance.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle   had  remarked  that 
the  profession  of  the  law  was  as  profitable 
now  as  it  ever  had  been.     But  he  (Mr. 
Malins)  ventured  to  assure  him  that  if  he 
would  inquire  he  would  find  that  the  recent 
alteration  in  the  law,  however  beneficial  to 
the  public  generally,  had  not  been  so  to 
the  Bar,  and  that  the  income  of  both  juniors 
and  leaders  had  been  considerably  dimi- 
nished.   Undoubtedly  the  profession  of  the 
law  generally  did  not  yield  such  incomes 
as  would  provide  a  sufficient  number  of 
men  able  to  sustain  the  honours  of  the 
hereditary  peerage.     Now,  it  was  essen- 
tial that  there  should  be  men  of  the  legal 
profession  in  the  House  of  Lords,  for  it 
would  be  a  calamity  of  no  common  kind  if 
there  should  be  left  only  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor as  the  representative  of  the  legal 
profession  in  that  House.     Though  it  was 
sometimes  said  there  were  too  many  law- 
yers in  the  House  of  Commons — and  per- 
haps so  said  correctly — ^yet  how  could  they 
expect  to  deal  efficiently  with  legal  ques- 
tions if  they  had  no  lawyers  of  experience 
to*  guide  them  with  their  opinions  ?     But 
if  their  presence  was  essential  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  how  much  more  so  in  the 
House  of  Lords  ?    At  the  present  moment 
there  were  only  four  or  five  of  the  legal 
profession  in  the  Upper  House,  three  of 
whom  were  above  seventy  years  of  age, 
and  in  such  circumstances  was  it  not  ne- 
cessary to  make  provision  for  the  presence 
of  a  sufficient  number  of  law  Lords  ?     In 
this  point  of  view  it  seemed  to  him  import* 
ant  that  Parliament  should  concede  to  the 
Crown  the   power  of  creating  a  certain 
number  of  Peers  for  life  who  should  be 
entitled  to  seats  in  the  House  of  Lords ; 
and  therefore   he   supported  the  present 
Bill  as  a  practical   measure,    though  he 
would  gladly  have  seen  a  better  remedy 
provided.  A  good  deal  had  been  said  about 
retaining  the  appellate  jurisdiction  in  the 
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House  of  Lords;  but,  really,  when  they 
found  that  this  court  was  to  sit  when  Par- 
liament was  not  sitting,  and  that  it  was  to 
consist  of  a  particular  body  of  persons,  the 
most  staunch  friends  of  the  principle  of 
appellate  jurisdiction  would  have  to  admit 
that    in    substance  the  thing  was  gone. 
When  the  public  knew  that  in  November, 
December,  and  January  there  were  threo 
law  Lords  sitting  to   hear  appeals,  well 
knowing  that  Parliament  was  not  sitting, 
they  would  say,  "  This  is  not  a  House  of 
Legislature,  but  a  court  of  justice."  They 
were  told  that  they  onght  to  have  more 
information  ;  but  what  further  information 
did  they  want  ?     No  information  was  re- 
quired as  to  the  imperfections  of  the  pre- 
sent system  ;    he  was  sure   most  people 
thought  it  would   be   desirable    that  the 
House  of  Lords  should  give  up  the  juris- 
diction they  now  possessed ;  there  was  at 
present  no  prospect  that  they  would  con- 
sent to  give  it  up ;  but  if  in  a  few  yeara 
they  feU  that  the  body  constituted  by  the 
Bill  was  a  distinct  body,  they  might  be 
induced  to  part  with  in  name  what  they 
had    already   parted  with   in    substance. 
Was  there  not  a  probability  that  the  Lords 
would  gradually,  by  gentle  degrees,   bo 
induced  nominally  to  give  up  that  which 
they  had    already  actually  and  substan- 
tially given  up  ?     The  Bill  was  a  great 
advance  in  this  respect — that  it  secured 
the  attendance  of    a   proper    number  of 
competent  Peers ;  because  he  took  it  for 
granted  that  the  noble  Lord  in  filling  up 
the  offices  about  to  be  created  would  have 
nothing  in  view  but  the  due  administration 
of  justice;   he  did  not  expect  that  any 
jobbery  would   take  place.      He  entirely 
objected,  however,  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  limited  the  choice  of  the  Crown  in 
filling  up  these  judicial  offices ;    and  he 
had  given   notice    of   an  Amendment  in 
Committee  for  its  removal.     He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  that  the   Government  ought 
not  to  have  it  in  their  power  to  hold  out 
inducements  of  those  appointments  to  the 
puisne  Judges.    The  chiefs  of 'the  common 
law  courts  were  commonly  selected  from 
the  Bar ;   and  although  Lord  Cranworth 
had  held  a  judicial  office  before  his  ap- 
pointment as   Lord  Chancellor,   yet  five 
Lord  Chancellors  out   of   six   were   also 
chosen  directly,  from  the  Bar.     What  an 
absurdity  would  it  be  to  allow  the  head  of 
a  tribunal  to  be  so  chosen,  while  the  in- 
ferior judges  could  only  be  selected  from 
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the  holders  of  judicial  offices  !  There  could 
be  no  reason  for  the  exclusion  of  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown.  He  strongly  oh* 
jected  to  this  restriction  as  unnecessary, 
and  even  the  Solicitor  General,  the  only 
witness  who  recommended  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee, did  not,  he  believed,  adhere  to  the 
opinion  he  then  expressed.  There  were 
some  other  parts  of  the  Bill  to  which  he 
also  objected.  [Ironical  cheers, 1  He  un- 
derstood that  cheer  to  mean  that  his  was, 
after  all,  bat  a  faint  support  of  the  Bill, 
He  admitted  that  he  thought  something 
better  might  have  been  done,  but,  con- 
sidering the  magnitude  of  the  evil,  and 
the  necessity  for  an  immediate  remedy, 
which  this  Bill  provided,  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  proposition  to  get  rid  of  it  by 
sending  it  before  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  CARD  well  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  join  his  voice  to  those  who  made  the 
moderate  and  reasonable  request  that  be- 
fore they  committed  themselves  to  irrevoca- 
ble legislation  on  this  momentous  question 
a  panse  should  be  allowed  for  inquiry  and 
investigation.  What  were  the  circum- 
stances usually  held  to  constitute  a  case 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  ?  When  for  a 
great  and  admitted  grievance  a  remedy 
was  proposed  which  even  its  advocates  de- 
clared to  be  imperfect  and  unsatisfactory, 
the  coarse  adopted  by  this  great  inquest 
of  the  nation  was  to  pause  and  inquire, 
and,  through  the  agency  of  a  Committee, 
to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  en- 
able them  to  arrive  at  a  wise  conclusion. 
What  were  the  circumstances  of  the  pre- 
sent case  ?  At  the  latest  peridd  of  the  Ses- 
sion, at  the  time  of  the  introduction  of  the 
Appropriation  Bill,  a  measure  had  been 
sent  down  from  the  other  House  dealing 
with  the  constitution  of  the  other  House, 
with  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  and  with 
the  rights  and  interests  of  every  member 
of  the  community.  They  htid  been  asked 
why  they  were  so  anxious  to  defend  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown  ;  but  it  was  one 
of  the  privileges  of  the  free  Government 
under  which  they  lived  that  no  man  could 
remain  an  adviser  of  the  Crown  who  did 
not  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  popular 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  and  it  followed 
as  a  corollary  from  that  position  that  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown  were  part  of 
the  inheritance  of  the  people,  and  must 
therefore  be  faithfully  guarded  by  them. 
The  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last  (Mr.  Mai  ins)  said  that  the  Bill 
did  not  limit  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown: 
no,  because  according  to  him  there  was 


no  prerogative  to  limit.  No  one  disputed 
that  the  Crown  could  create  life  Peers, 
but  it  was  a  great  question  whether  or  not 
Peers  so  created  could  take  their  places 
and  vote  as  Members  of  the  House  of 
Peers.  With  that  question  the  Btll  be- 
fore them  dealt,  and  if  it  dealt  am- 
biguously and  uncertainly  with  it,  the 
reason  for  inquiry  was  so  much  the 
stronger.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  himself  furnished  them  with 
other  and  abundant  reasons  for  delibe- 
ration. The  Lords,  in  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman's  opinion,  did  not  under- 
stand the  Bill ;  and  their  determination  not 
to  part  with  their  judicial  stcUus  was  his 
reason  for  supporting  the  Bill  which  took 
that  status  from  them.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  stated  that  the  HoOse 
of  Lords  had  passed  the  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preserving  their  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion ;  yet  he  also  said  that  this  very  Bill 
did  away  in  fact  and  substance  with  that 
appellate  jurisdiction.  If  there  was  such 
doubt  and  contradiction  upon  the  face  of 
the  Bill,  even  to  the  apprehension  of  its 
supporters,  surely  time  and  opportunity 
for  investigation  should  be  given  before  the 
House  of  Commons  gave  it  their  sanction. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  given 
notice  of  an  Amendment  to  strike  out  one 
of  the  most  important  provisions  of  the 
Bill — ^that  applying  to  the  persons  from 
whom  the  new  tribunal  was  to  be  selected; 
and  there  were  also  other  portions  of  this 
short  Bill  to  which  he  objected.  The  ad- 
vocates of  the  Bill  had,  indeed,  much 
reason  to  exclaim,  after  hearing  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  speech,  "  Save 
me  from  my  friends!"  while  those  who 
were  less  favourably  disposed  towards  the 
Bill  found  in  it  additional  reasons  for  de- 
manding more  time  for  its  consideration. 
Under  what  circumstances  had  this  Bill 
come  down  to  the  House,  and  how  had  the 
Bill  been  received  in  debate  ?  Upon  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  but  little  had 
been  said,  and  silent  votes  had  been  given 
in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Upon  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  the  strong- 
est speeches  and  the  most  earnest  votes 
had  been  given  against  the  second  reading. 
As  yet  the  guardians  of  the  Queen's  pre- 
rogative in  that  House  had  taken  no  part 
in  this  discussion.  He  mentioned  this  with 
pleasure,  for  the  demand  for  more  careful 
inqujry  was  so  reasonable  that  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  see  the  wisdom  and 
propriety  of  consenting  to  it.  Again,  what 
had  been  the  statements  made  by  the  sup- 
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porters  of  the  Bill  ?  What  Memher  who 
had  spoken  in  its  favour  had  failed  to  con- 
demn it.  The  Attorney  General' spoke  of 
it  as  a  mode  of  getting  out  of  a  difficulty. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth (Mr.  R.  Palmer)  described  the  Bill 
as  weak  and  unsatisfactory  in  its  details, 
and  said  that  if  the  Bill  passed,  appoint- 
ing only  two  Judges,  whose  salaries  did 
not  exceed  those  of  the  puisne  Judges,  it 
would  be  a  miserable  failure.  The  other 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
admitted  that  the  Bill  was  capable  of  im- 
prorement.  The  Solicitor  General  wished 
that  its  basis  was  larger,  and  reserved  him- 
self for  Amendments  in  Committee.  These 
were  the  speeches  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
When  they  heard  it  so  '*  damned  with  faint 
praise,"  not  by  one,  but  by  all  its  advo- 
cates, was  it  not  a  serious  warning  to  the 
House  to  pause?  Ought  a  measure  and 
so  important  a  measure,  for  which  no  more 
could  be  said,  to  be  hurried  through  the 
House  at  the  fag-end  of  the  Session? 
What  was  it,  indeed,  that  they  were  going 
to  do?  Law  reform  was  greatly  demanded 
by  the  public,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
were  devoting  a  great  deal  of  time  and 
attention  to  the  subject.  What  was  the 
keystone  and  head  of  the  column  but  the 
constitution  of  that  appellate  tribunal  to 
which  all  legal  cases  were  taken,  and  the 
decisions  of  which  were  themselves  *the 
models  and  the  unwritten  law  by  which  all 
the  inferior  tribunals  were  guided  ?  The 
House  had  delayed  one  measure  of  law  re- 
form on  the  ground  that  there  was  no  use 
in  going  on  with  it  until  Parliament  had 
settled  the  constitution  •of  the  final  Court 
of  Appeal.  That  certainly  was  not  an  argu- 
ment for  'paasing  the  present  Bill  in  haste, 
but  for  making  that  Court  of  Appeal  as 
perfect  as  possible,  and  for  carefully  con- 
sidering every  £tep  for  reconstituting  it. 
He  would  ask  the  House  to  remember 
what  was  the  present  situation  of  the  su- 
preme appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  coun- 
try ?  At  present  there  were  two  Courts  of 
final  Appeal — the  Committee  of  Privy  Coun- 
cil and  the  House  of  Lords.  Was  it  wise 
for  any  community  to  have  two  Courts  of 
final  Appeal  ?  or,  rather,  was  it  not  a  ques- 
tion for  the  House  of  Commons  to  consider 
whether  it  would  be  wise  to  maintain  two 
Courts  of  Appeal,  and  whether  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  create  one  Court  of  Appeal, 
composed  of  all  the  wisdom  of  the  law  and 
conciliating  all  the  confidence  of  the  public  ? 
The  Court  that  gave  universal  satisfaction, 
not  one  of  whose  decisions  had  been  com- 
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plained  of — the  judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy   Council — was  entirely   ignored  by 
the  Bill :    in  truth,  as  it  seemed  to  him» 
the   Bill  evidenced  a  future  intention  of 
entirely  getting  rid  of  that  tribunal.  What 
ought  to  be  the  general  principles  of  a  first 
tribunal  and  of  a  tribunal  of  appeal  t  Was 
it  not  manifest  that  the  principle  of  a  first 
tribunal  was  the  great  individual  responsi- 
bility of  the  Judge,  and  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  that  it  should  embrace  the  oollee-  * 
tive  wisdom  of  the  wisest  and  most  expe* 
rienced  Judges?    If  these  two  prinoiples 
were  sound,  he  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  the  state  of  the  tribunals  of  the 
country  as  they  would  be  left  if  this  Bill 
was  passed.     Take  a  case  in  equity,     A 
case  opened  in  chambers  was  adjourned  into 
Court,  and  heard  by  a  Vice  Chancellor.  An 
appeal  lay  from  the  Vice  Chancellor  to  the 
two  Lords  Justices  ilitting  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor.     From  their  decision  an  ap- 
peal then  lay  to  the  tribunal  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  proposed  to  be  constituted  by 
that  Bill,  where  it  would  be  reheard  b/ 
three  Judges,   one  of  whom   (the   Lord 
Chanoellor)  was  one  of  the  very  Judges 
who  had  heard  the  matter  in  the  Court 
below.     Here    were   four   stages  of   ap- 
peal, constituting  an  amount  of  vexation, 
anxiety,  and  expense  which,  if  it  were  pre-> 
mature  to  condemn,  were  at  least  matter 
for  most  reasonable  inquiry.     [Mr.   Ma- 
LiNS  :  There  is  no  appeal  from  a  Judge  in 
chambers.     The  case  is  adjourned   from 
chambers.]     Then  take  a  case  of  common 
law — here  the  matter  was  still  worse.  The 
matter  was  first  tried  before  one  Judge* 
and  was  then  heard  before  a  full  Court. 
It  was  then  heard  in  the  Exchequer  Cham- 
ber, and  thence  removed  to  the  House  of 
Lords.     Was  it  not  matter  most  worthy  of 
careful  investigation,  whether  all  these  ap- 
peals were  necessary  for  the  due  distribu- 
tion of  justice,  or  whether  they  were  not 
accompanied  by  an  amount  of  vexatioQ 
and  expense  upon  the  suitor,  from  which  it 
was  the  duty  of  that  House  to  relievo  him  ? 
The  appellate  tribunal  was  to  be  composed 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  two  D^uty 
Speakers — a  court  of  three.     That  w-aa 
the  number  of  the  Judges  in  the  Court  of 
Equity,  from  which  the  appeal  was  brought. 
Take  the  common  law  appeal.  The  Queen  *s 
Bench  might  be  unanimous.     Their  deci- 
sion might  be  affirmed  by  the  ten  otiier 
Judges  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  «nd 
from  the  whole  body  of  the  common  law 
Judges  the  appeal  would  be  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  two  Deputy  Speakers 
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sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords.    Was  that 
obviourij  a  wise  and  practical   arrange- 
ment, or  did  they  think  that  a  plaintiff  who 
had  had  the  opinion  of  the  fifteen  common 
law  Judges  in  his  favour  would  he  satisfied 
if  their  decision  were  reversed  on  a  final 
hearing  before  the  three  Judges  of  the  ap- 
pellate tribunal,  not  one  of  whom  might 
have  practised  in  or  presided  over  a  com- 
mon law  Court  ?   There  were  a  number  of 
other  questions,  all  of  the  most  important 
praotical  bearing,  and  every  one  <of  which 
not  only  deserved,  but  ought  to  command 
the  most  carefnl  inquiry  t>n  the  part  of  the 
HoQse.     There  was,  for  example,  the  ques- 
tion of  Scotland.     The  Dean  of  Faculty, 
the  Lord  Justice  <jeneral,   a  roost  able 
man,  with  whom  they  were  well  acquainted 
as  a  Member  of  that  House,  and  other  in- 
fluential persons,  represented  that  provi- 
sion ou|tht  to  be  made  for  Scotland  by  this 
Bill.     Yet  no  provision  was  mode  for  that 
Sttbjeet  by  this  Bill ;  and,  surely,  it  was  a 
matter  well  worthy  of  consideration.  Then, 
again,  as  to  India  and  the  Colonies,  he 
wottkl   submit  it   was  a  grave  question, 
whether  something  might  not  be  done  to 
alter  the  statue  of  the  law  of  appeal  as 
it  afiReoted  ihose  great  countries.     There 
had  been  also  a  petition  presented  to  that 
House  irom  a  person  of  groat  weight  and 
authority — Lord  Wensleydale — which  de- 
served consideration.     It  was  not  the  habit 
of  that  House  to  deal  lightly  with  the  in- 
terests of  private  individuals,  when  it  was 
represented  thehr  interests  would  be  affect- 
ed by  public  legislation,  and  certainly  in 
this  case  that  petition  was  well  deserving 
of  consideration.     Did  the  House,  by  pro- 
eeediog  at  onee  with  this  Bill,  intend  ut- 
terly to  reject  that  petition  ?  He  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  whole  subject  to 
which  the  Bill  referred  had  been  considered 
at  length  in  another  place,  and  occupied  so 
mneh  time  that  it  was  only  now,  at  the 
close  of  the   Session,   that   it  had  been 
broi^bi  under  their  attention.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  spoke  last  had 
said,  that  this  was  a  matter  for  the  House 
ef  Lords,  as  it  altered  and  affected  its  con- 
stitution ;   but  he  (Mr.  Cardwell)  said,  it 
was  a  matter  for  the  House  of  Commons, 
as  it  affected  the  fortunes,  the  property, 
and  the  wellbeing  of  all  the  Queen *s  sub- 
jects.    Then,  was  not  that  a  strong  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  a  deliberate  minute  in- 
qoirj  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons into  that  which  had  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  the  other  House  for  so  long  a 
period  i    When,  it  was  stated  by  the  last 


speaker  that  it  was  necessary  to  pssa  this 
Bill,  because  the  House  of  Lords  would 
consent  to  no  other,  he  would  observe  that 
there  was  another  consideration  which 
should  not  be  lost  sight  of.  Jud«ring  by 
the  terms  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  appellate  ju- 
risdiction of  the  House  of  Lords,  of  its  im- 
perfect constitution  and  consequent  work- 
ing of  mischiefs,  and  that  it  was  necessary 
for  something  to  be  done,  he  (Mr.  Card- 
well)  did  not  believe  the  House  of  Lords 
would  offer  an  impregnable  resistance  to 
any  wise  measure  of  reform  which  had 
been  well  considered  and  well  supported 
by  the  House  of  Commons.  So  far  from 
feeling  the  force  of  the  implied  threat  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he  drew 
a  completely  opposite  inference.  The  true 
conclusion  was,  that  the  exigencies  of  the 
case  were  such,  that  not  only  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  the  House  of  Lords  also, 
would  feel  themselves  called  upon  and 
obliged  to  adopt  some  wise  and  deliberate 
legislation  on  the  question.  But,  if  the 
House  was  to  be  called  upon  to  give  its 
sanction  to  a  mere  stopgap  measure,  which 
would  be  regarded  as  its  opinion  of  what 
was  a  reform  adequate  to  the  occasion,  then 
a  pretext  would  be  furnished  for  an  allega- 
tion, that  all  the  mischiefs  to  which  tho 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  referred 
had  been  cured  by  this  Bill,  to  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  given  its  concur- 
rence ;  and  it  would  be  remembered  against 
them,  that  an  appeal  made  to  the  House 
of  Commons  to  take  time  for  a  deliberate 
inquiry  had  been  overruled  ;  that  tliey  had 
precipitately  adopted  a  crude  and  imperfect 
measure,  stronp^ly  condemned  on  the  one 
hand  and  faintly  supported  on  the  other ; 
and  their  own  act  of  precipitancy  would  be 
the  answer  given  to  ony  future  demand  for 
further  measures  of  improvement. 

Mr.  WIGRAM  said,  he  did  not  see  any 
necessity  for  referring  this  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  for  he  did  not  recollect  any 
subject  discussed  in  that  House  on  which 
so  much  information  appeared  to  have  been 
generally  attained.  Every  speaker,  in- 
cluding the- right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken,  appeared  to  be  acquainted 
with  the  detanls  of  the  subject,  and  well 
qualified  to  deal  with  it.  He  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  we  were  not  to  touch  the  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction  of  tho  House  of  Lords 
until  we  had  reviewed  the  whole  system  of 
our  jurisprudence,  and  adapted  a  Court  of 
Appeal  to' it.     But  if  all  collateral  ques- 
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tions  were  to  be  diseusaed  before  we 
dealt  with  that  of  the  Coart  of  Appeal  it 
would  be  years  before  tbe  question  wai 
settled.  The  subject  would  get  into  the 
same  unfortunate  condition  as  tbe  pro* 
posed  reform  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Coarts. 
Year  after  year,  a  reform  had  been  pro- 
mised in  those  Courts,  the  imperfections  of 
which  were  admitted  on  all  hands  ;  but 
immediately  any  specific  remedy  was  sug- 
gested, so  many  objections  to  it  were  raised 
that  the  evils  which  all  admitted  remained 
untouched.  It  was  from  an  earnest  desire 
to  get  rid  of  an  admitted  evil  of  magni- 
tude in  the  present  constitution  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  that  he  should  give  his 
assent  to  going  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill  at  once.  Many  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
been  led  astray  from  the  main  question. 
The  Bill  contained  one  leading  point  and 
several  details,  and  those  who  were  ready 
to  concur  in  the  main  point,  shonld  not 
hesitate  to  go  into  CommtCtee  and  consider 
the  details.  The  main  point  proposed  was 
the  creation  of  two  more  salaried  offioers 
in  the  Honse  of  Lords,  and  there,  in  his 
apprehension,  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
stopped.  As  to  the  question  whether  the 
appointments  were  to  be  confined  to  per- 
sons who  had  filled  judicial  oflBces,  or  were  to 
extend  to  the  profession  at  large,  that  was 
a  matter  of  detail  for  consideration  in  Com- 
mittee, and  he  was  himself  prepared  to 
leave  the  appointments  open  to  the  profes- 
sion at  large.  The  question  of  salaries 
would  be  easily  adjusted  in  Committee. 
The  question  of  life  peerages  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  It,  in- 
deed, gave  power  to  Her  Majesty  to  create 
certain  life  peerages.  But  it  would  not 
be  necessary  that  the  new  judicial  officers 
should  be  made  life  Peers ;  and  it  was  mat- 
ter of  detail  whether  to  retain  this  power. 
The  only  other  matter  of  detail  was  whe- 
ther the  judicial  department  of  the  Honse 
of  Lords  should  sit  during  the  vacation  of 
Parliament ;  and  that  was  open  to  consi- 
deration. He  thought  t!he  most  conve- 
nient course  would  be  to  modify  the  clause 
and  to  provide  that  the  House  of  Lords 
might,  if  it  thought  fit,  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee to  hear  appeals,  with  authority  to 
sit  during  the  recess.  The  Bill  only  in- 
tended to  supply  the  deficiency  of  Law 
Lords,  which  by  aid  of  the  retired  Chancel- 
lors had,  until  now,  constituted  the  Court 
«f  Appeal  in  the  House  >of  Lords.  But 
the  object  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
evidently  was  to  abrogate  the  appellate  ju- 
risdiction of  the  House  *ef  Lords  altoge- 
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ther.  To  that  he  was  entirely  opposed  ; 
and  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  far 
better  to  improve  the  existing  tribunal  of 
the  Hou^e  of  Lords,  than  to  create  a  new 
Court  of  Appeal.  As  to  transferring  all 
appellate  jurisdiction  to  the  Judicial  Cooi- 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council,  he  thought 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  carried  away  by  the 
reputation  of  the  existing  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council.  He  did  not  wish  to 
say  anything  disrespectful  of  that  Court 
during  any  period  of  its  existence,  but  he 
had  known  that  tribunal  from  its  verj 
commencement,  and  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  it  gave  the  same  satisfaction 
during  the  first  years  of  its  existence  that  it 
did  now.  The  real  fact  was,  that  its  repu- 
tation was  coincident  with  its  being  joined 
by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  whom  alia- 
sion  had  often  been  made  in  these  debates, 
who,  on  leavinfl^  the  Bar,  gave  his  assis- 
tance to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  tbe 
Privy  Council,  and  with  the  aid  of  his 
emnent  abilities  the  decisions  of  that  body 
had  since  given  great  satisfaction.  Be- 
sides which,  they  bad  had  the  aid  of  the 
Lords  Justices,  two  most  eminent  Judges* 
and  of  Dr.  Lushington.  Now  by  this  Bill 
it  was  proposed  to  do  with  the  House  of 
Lords  what  was  done  when  you  consti- 
tuted the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy- 
Council.  The  old  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Counoil  gave  dissatisfaction,  and  a  remedy 
was  applied  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
constituted  the  existing  court,  which  had 
been  so  lauded.  If  the  same  good  fortune 
attended  a  new  constitution  of  the  House 
of  Lords  the  same  result  would  follow. 
But  everything  in  each  case  depended 
upon  the  working  of  the  Bill  by  the  Go^ 
vemment,  and  the  appointments  they  made. 
They  should  select  the  best  men  —  those 
whom  the  country  and  the  profession  con- 
sidered the  best.  If  the  appointments 
were  made  from  political  considerations  or 
private  feeling — ^if  the  very  best  men  who 
could  be  found  were  not  appointed  to  these 
situations — this  scheme  and  every  scheme 
would  prove  worse  than  useless.  He  should 
assume  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  as  he 
must,  that  the  Crown  meant  to  exercise 
the  power  given  to  it  in  the  best  manner 
that  it  could,  and  he  shonld  vote  for  going 
into  Committee  upon  it.  In  Committee  he 
should  suggest  that  the  House  of  Lords 
be  asked  to  delegate  its  judicial  functions 
to  a  Committee  of  their  body,  who  shonld 
hear  appeals  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 
Reserving  to  himself  full  liberty  with  re- 
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gard  to  tlie  details  of  the  Bill,  be  fibould  aap- 
port  the  Motion  for  goiog  into  Committee. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE  ;  I  hope  the  House 
will  excuse  me  if  I  attempt  to  detain  them 
for  a  yerj  few  moments  on  a  question  of 
an  interest  and  importance  so  extraordi- 
narj  as  that  now  before  us.  I  have  to  re- 
gret— although  this  may  be  a  pledge  to 
the  House  that  I  shall  not '  long  occupy 
their  attention — ^that,  owing  to  indisposi- 
tion, I  have  been  prevented  from  hearing 
many  of  the  most  effective  speeches  which 
haf e  been  ddivered  by  persons  intending 
to  object  by  their  ?otes  to  the  Bill  now  un- 
der consideration.  I  have,  however,  been 
fortunate  in  hearing  se?eral  speeches  de- 
livered by  men  of  great  eminence  in  favour 
of  the  Bill;  and,  as  an  opponent  of  the 
Bill,  1  am  bound  to  say  that  I  have  every 
reason  to  be  satisfied  with  those  speeches, 
and  that,  if  any  doubt  had  remained  on 
my  mind  with  respect  to  the  inexpediency 
of  proceeding  with  a  measure  of  this  cha- 
racter under  present  circumstances  and  at 
this  time,  the  speeches  which  I  have  heard 
from  eminent  Members  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession, who  thought  they  were  speaking 
on  behalf  of  the  Bill,  and  who  intend  to 
support  it  with  their  votes,  would  have 
sufficed  to  remove  the  very  shadow  of  such 
a  doubt*  I  take  the  speech  with  which 
the  ben.  and  learned  Attorney  General  in- 
troduced the  Bill.  He  ran  over  the  scale 
from  top  to  bottom,  reciting  all  the  ob- 
jections which  might  be  urged  against 
it ;  but  he  did  not  attempt  to  extenuate 
the  force  of  one  of  them  —  he  did  not 
enter  into  any  reasoning  or  statement  of 
facts  to  show  that  any  one  of  them  was 
unfounded  or  exaggerated — but  to  one  and 
all  he  replied  by  declaring  that  the  present 
evil  was  vast,  intolerable,  and  insufferable; 
that  be  had  nothing  else  to  offer  but  this 
Bill,  and  that  the  House  had  no  option  but 
to  pass  it.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  do 
not  think  the  Uouse  of  Commons  is  re- 
duced to  sach  a  sorry  pass  as  that  when  a 
question  of  this  kind  is  presented  to  it, 
touching  most  nearly  the  very  foundations 
of  one  House  of  Parliament — touchmg  most 
delicate  matters  with  respect  to  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown — and  also  involving 
most  important  topics  with  respect  to  the 
administration  of  justice  —  I  say,  when 
such  a  question  is  presented  to  the  House 
at  a  time  when  the  Appropriation  Bill  has 
begun  to  run  its  rapid  course,  I  do  not 
think  the  House  is  reduced  to  such  a  pass 
that  eyety  reason  is  to  be  confuted,  every 


authority  to  be  silenced,  every  argument 
to  be  set  aside,  and  every  objection  to  be 
met  by  the  simple  statement  that  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  things  is  intolerable,  and 
that  the  House  bas  no  choice  but  to  accept 
what  is  offered  to  them.  This,  indeed,  is 
paying  but  a  very  bad  compliment  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  What  says  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Wallingford  (Mr.  Ma- 
lins)?  I  hope  every  Gentleman  in  this 
House  has  heard  his  speech,  which  was 
worthy  of  the  eminent  position  which  that 
hon.  Gentleman  holds  in  his  profession. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thought 
it  beneath  him  to  make  an  uncandid  state- 
ment of  his  views,  and  I  thank  him  for  his 
candour ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  hope  be 
will  not  think  it  unfair  on  the  part  of  those 
who  are  friendly  to  further  inquiry  to  take 
what  they  consider  a  just  advantage  of  his 
statement  of  the  grounds  on  which  he  in- 
tends to  vote  for  the  Bill.  In  the  first 
place,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  he  never  had  so  much  difficulty  in 
making  up  his  mind,  and  he  described  the 
oppression  on  his  breast  with  respect  to  the 
vote  he  should  give.  Really,  that  part  of 
his  speech  sounded  like  an  appeal  to  our 
sympathy  and  compassion;  and  I  assure 
him  that  if  he  will  simply  alter  his  inten- 
tion with  respect  to  his  vote — as  he  may 
in  perfect  consistency,  as  all  the  sub- 
stantial arguments  he  urged  were  against 
the  Bill— he  will  find  all  those  disagree- 
able feelings  he  has  referred  to  imme- 
diately disappear,  and  he  will  pass  at  once 
from  a  stato  of  trouble  to  a  condition  of 
ease  and  tranquillity,  with  the  perfect  con- 
sciousness that  he  has  done  a  real  service 
to  his  country.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  he  entirely  objects  to  the 
retention  of  the  appellate  jurisdiction  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  thinks  that 
there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that,  when 
three  gentlemen  are  found  sitting  in  some 
comer  of  the  House  of  Lords  during  the 
prorogation,  the  public  will  begin  to  per- 
ceive that  the  appellate  jurisdiction  is  re- 
duced  to  a  fiction.  Therefore,  he  says,  as 
a  practical  man,  that,  inasmuch  as  he  per- 
ceives that  this  Bill  destroys  the  substance 
of*  the  appellate  jurisdiction,  though  it 
does  not  professedly  go  the  whole  length 
of  his  opinion,  which  is  in  favour  of  de- 
stroying the  shadow  as  well  as  the  sub- 
stance— yet,  because  it  leaves  only  the 
shadow,  he  accepts  the  Bill.  After  that 
it  was  with  some  surprise  that  I  heard  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
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Cambridge  University  (Mr.  Wigram)  g©t 
lip  and  6ay  that  he  entertained  some  bus- 
picions  that  the  opponents  of  this  Bill — 
that  is  to  say,  those  who  are  against  pro- 
ceding  with  it  at  present— -harboured  ideas 
nnnivourable  to  the  retention  of  the  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  know  not  whether  there  is   any  great 
disloyalty  to  the  prerogative  of  the  House 
of  Lords  with   respect  to  the   appellate 
jurisdiction  on  the  part  of  those  who  re- 
commended further  time  for  consideration  ; 
but  I  am  quite  sure  that  no  one  can  enter- 
tain more  dangerous  views  in  reference  to 
that   matter   than   the  hon.  and   learned 
Member  for  Wallingford.     Now,  I  know 
not  in  what  sense  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  was  about  to  ad- 
dress the  House  on  this  question  when  he 
rose ;  but  I  never  was  more  strongly  con- 
vinced of  the  reasonableness  and  modera- 
tion of  any  proposition  than  I  am  of  the 
reasonableness  and  moderation  of  the  re- 
quest  contained   in  the  Amendment  be- 
fore   the   House.      It  is    not    pretended 
that  this  is  anything  else  but  an  Amend- 
ment,  which,   if   carried,    must   for    the 
present  Session  put  an  end  to  the  Bill; 
and  I  seriously  ask  whether,  in  the  present 
period  of  the  Sesr^ion,  and  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  we  stand,  we  are  fit 
to  open  up  all  the  great  questions  which 
this  Bill  involves  f     Does  not  even  decency 
require— I  will  not  say  duty  to  our  consti- 
tuents— but  does  not  even  that  decorum, 
which  our  constituents  have  a  right  to  de- 
mand that  we  should  observe,  require  that 
for  some  short  weeks  we  should  deliberate 
on  a  question  of  this  kind,  before  finally 
committing  ourselves  to  an  arrangement 
over  which  our  control  ceases  when  once 
we  adopt  it  ?    What  questions  are  involved  , 
in  it  ?     If  we  were  to  consider  only  the 
private  rights  of  Lord  Wensleydale,  1  must 
confess  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  we 
ouorht  well  to  scrutinise  our  proceedings  ^ 
before  we  venture  to  damage  those  rights 
which,  he  contends,  have  been  created  'by 
a  solemn  act  of  the  Queen,  and  which  it ' 
may  be  in  his  power  to  submit  to  a  court ; 
of  law.    Is  it  not  desirable  that  time  should  ^ 
be  taken  to  reconcile  the  serious  d  I  sere- 1 
pancics  among  the  supporters  of  this  Bill  ? 
The  Bill  has  been  objected  to  as  a  com- 
promise ;  and  the  answer  made   is,  that 
many  great  measures  of  former*  legislation 
are  founded  on  the  basis  of  compromise. 
That  is  most  true ;  but  are  those  compro- 
mises on  which  these  great  measures  are 
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founded,  of  a  character  analogous  to  the 
compromise  in  respect  to  this  Bill  ?     Of 
the  former  kind  of  compromises,  it  may 
be  said  that  they  are  always  arrived  at 
after  great'  deliberation,  and  when,  by  re- 
peated discussions,  you  have  well  tested 
the  state  of  the  public  mind  and  judg* 
ment,  and  the  strength,  not  only  of  par- 
ties, hut  of  •arguments,  bo  that  you  are 
enabled,  on  the  whole,  to  come  to  a  con- 
clusion most  agreeable  to  the  geneittl  in- 
terests^ and  which  commanded  the  confi'» 
deuce  of  every  party.     Is  that  the  case 
here  ?     On  the  contrary,  this  compromise 
is  of  a  totally  different  character,  and  one 
which  those  who  support  it  support  without 
approval,  either  in  consequence  of  the  ima- 
ginary horrors  conjured*  up  by  the  Attor- 
ney General,  or  with  the  declaration  of  an 
intention  of  altering  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
as  intimated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Wallingford — a  declaration  credit- 
able to  his  acumen  and  candour,  but  which, 
if  aoted  upon  successfully,  would  obviously 
be  fatal  to  the  character  of  the  Bill  as  a 
compromise.     Compromise  it  may  be,  but 
it  is  entirely  different  from  those  respect- 
able compromises  which  represent  the  con- 
scientious conclusions  of  men  after  full  in- 
vestigation and  deliberation.     It  ia  a  com- 
promise huddled  up  for  the  convenience  of 
parties  in  some  Committee-room  in  another 
place,  then  brought  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  presented  to  us  for  our  ao- 
ceptance  in  such  a  shape,  and  under  such 
circumstances,  that  it  is  not  too  maeh  to 
say  that  if  we  pass  this  Bill,  in  the  wretch- 
ed fag-end  which  remains  of  tlie  present 
Session,  we  shall  be  doing  nothitig  short 
of  abdicating  our  functions  as  legishitora. 
Most  of  the  points  which  concern  this  mat- 
ter have  been  already  treated  with  so  much 
ability  that  I  need  not  trouble  the  House 
by  going  over  them  again;  but  there  ia 
one  point  in  particular  to  which  I  venture 
to  ca)l  the  attention  of  the  House,  because 
it  aflbrds  a  very  strong  ground  of  objection 
to  proceeding  with  the  Bill  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.     It  is  said  that  this  Bill  maj 
be  amended  in  its  details.     It  ia,  however, 
sometimes  difficult  to  judge  what  are  de- 
tails.    If  this  Bill  is  a  compromise,  it  ia 
eminently  desirable  to  know  what  are  the 
essential  parts  of  the  compromise.     If  yoa 
take  the  lax  and  latitndinarian  doctrine  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down,  it  appears  that  there  are  do 
essentia]  parts  in  the  compromise  except 
the  creation  of  two  great  salaried  officers 
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of  the  House  of  Lords,  ftnd  ftnything  else 
may  either  be  excluded  or  inserted.  If, 
again,  you  were  to  adopt  all  the  altera* 
tions  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Wallingford,  I  know  not  what 
secnrity  he  gives  that,  after  we  have  passed 
the  Bill  on  the  footing  of  a  compromise,  it 
would  not  then  be  rejected  in  another  place 
as  being  something  different  from  what 
was  intended  —  as  not  representing  the 
compromise.  This  I  may  assume,  that  if 
there  is  any  one  part  of  the  Bill  which  is 
the  essence  of  the  compromise,  it  must  be 
that  portion  which  bears  on  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown.  I  take  it  for  granted 
that  the  whole  aim  and  object  of  the  com- 
promise were  to  s^ve  the  consistency  and 
to  reeoncilo  the  opinions  of  those  who  were 
placed  in  conflict  with  respect  to  an  impor- 
tant prerogative  of  the  Grown,  asserted  by 
a  minority  and  denied  by  a  majority  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  therefore  assume  that 
the  Bill  represents  the  sense  and  spirit  of 
that  compromise  with  respect  to  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown.  Well,  what  does  the 
Bill  say  and  do  with  respect  to  that  pre^ 
rogativet  Is  there  any  man  who  will 
answer  me  that  question?  I  wish  I  had 
heard  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  deliver  his  authoritative  judg- 
ment as  to  the  effect  of  this  Bill  on  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown.  I  did  not  hear 
the  Attorney  General  express  his  opinion, 
nor  do  1  believe  that  the  Solicitor  General 
— though  I  did  not  hear  his  speech — de- 
clared his  opinion  upon  this  point.  This 
question  is  touched  mainly  in  the  fourth 
clause.  I  do  not  presume  to  give  any 
opinioo  with  respect  to  the  important  in- 
quiry whether  the  Crown  is  entitled  to 
create  life  Peers  of  Parliament  or  not.  I 
do  not  dispute  the  doctrine  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wallingford,  that 
the  House  of  Lords  was  acting  within  its 
competency  when  it  thought  fit  to  take  a 
proceeding  which  had  the  effect  of  nega* 
tiving  the  exercise  of  that  prerogative. 
But  on  the  other  hand,  I  think  it  is  per- 
fectly plain  that,  when  we  are  called  upon 
to  legiflate  upon  the  matter  of  life  peer- 
ages, the  House  of  Commons  is  entitled, 
nny  bound,  to  have  an  opinion  with  respect 
to  that  prerogative.  The  claim  I  make  is 
this — and  I  think  it  is  a  resistless  argu- 
ment in  support  of  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend— that  we  shall  be  permitted  to  deal 
with  this  question  of  prerogative  in  the 
daylight,  and  not  in  the  dark.  If  we  are 
about  to  limit  the  prerogative,  let  us  know 


it ;  or  if  we  are  about  to  save  it,  let  us 
know  that  it  is  saved.  It  is  quite  plain 
that  it  would  be  unworthy  of  the  framers 
of  a  Bill  to  propose  to  this  House  a  mea- 
sure couched  in  terms  of  studied  ambiguity 
in  reference  to  that  point,  and,  if  there 
Qould  be  a  man  who  would  frame  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  deluding  the  House,  it  would 
be  unworthy  not  only  of  our  dignity,  but  of 
our  intelligence,  to  allow  ourselves  to  be 
taken  in  by  such  a  delusion.  This  Bill 
says,  in  the  fourth  clause,  that  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty shall  have  granted  a  peerage  for  life 
to  any  person  who  shall  be  appointed  Lord 
High  Chancellor  or  Deputy  Speaker,  such 
person  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  writ  of 
summons  as  a  Peer  of  Parliament.  I  do 
not  now  animadvert — because  it  is  a  point 
of  seoondary  importance — upon  the  somC'* 
what  indecorous  if  not  unconstitutional 
course  of  providing  by  Act  of  Parliament 
for  the  compulsory  exercise  of  the  Queen's 
prerogative  with  regard  to  the  issuing  of  a 
writ  of  summons  ;  I  do  not  enter  into  that 
question  now,  because  it  is  possible  that  it 
may  be  amended  as  a  verbal  question  in 
Committee ;  I  simply  confine  myself  to  the 
meaning  of  the  clause.  I  find  here  a  clear 
enunciation  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  that 
when  Her  Majesty  shall  have  granted  a 
peerage,  for  life  to  a  Lord  High  Chancellor 
or  Deputy  Speaker  such  person  shall  re- 
ceive a  writ  of  summons  as  a  Peer  of  Par* 
liament  as  a  matter  of  right.  Is  not  the 
maxim  inoltuio  unws  excltuio  a/tt,  I  ask, 
most  clearly  applicable  in  this  case  f  If 
you  say  that  a  person  receiving  an  ap- 
pointment as  Deputy  Speaker,  with  a 
peerage  for  life*  shall  be  entitled  to  sit 
in  Parliament,  do  not  you  thereby  inevita- 
bly and  irrevocably  declare  that  no  other 
person  appointed  a  Peer  for  life  shall  be 
entitled  to  sit  in  Parliament  ?  If  there  be 
any  doubt  on  the  matter,  turn  to  the  6th 
clause  which  says  that  nothing  shall  in  any 
wise  abridge  or  affect  the  right  of  Her 
Majesty  to  appoint  other  Deputy  Speakers 
than  life  Peers.  If  you  mean  to  preserve 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  appoint 
life  Peers  of  Parliament,  why  do  you  not 
say,  in  like  manner,  that  nothing  shall  in 
any  wise  abridge  or  affect  the  right  of  Her 
Majesty  to  appoint  life  Peers?  Do  you 
mean  to  preserve  the  right  or  not?  If 
you  do  not  mean  to  preserve  it,  let  us  know 
that  we  are  proceeding  on  that  basis.  You 
have  granted  the  right  of  appointing  other 
Deputy  Speakers  besides  the  two  to  be 
appointed  under  this  Bill ;  you  have  alsa 
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granted  the  right  of  appoiDttog  four  life 
Peers  of  P&rliament  under  this  Bill,  and  I 
want  to  know  why,  while  presenring  the 
right  to  make  other  Deputy  Speakers  you 
do  not  preser?e  the  right  to  make  other 
life  Peers  ?  Taking  this  fourth  clause  in 
connection  with  the  rest  of  the  Bill,  I  say 
that  if  you  meant  to  enact  an  absolute 
extinction  of  any  claim  on  the  part  of 
the  Crown  to  exercise  such  a  prerogatife, 
you  have  done  it  most  effectually  here. 
Look  at  the  first  proviso  in  the  fourth 
clause,  **  Provided  always  "  (and  I  beg  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  this  point) 
*'  that  not  more  than  four  persons  shall 
have  seats  in  the  House  of  Lords  at  one 
time  as  Peers  for  life  only."  Are  there 
any  words  in  the  English  language  which 
could  more  clearly  express  a  Parliamentary 
declaration  that  the  number  of  four  Peers 
for  life  was  to  be  the  absolute  maximum 
fixed  by  law  ?  It  may  be  right  that  that 
should  be  so;  I  do  not  enter  upon  that 
point ;  bttty  if  we  are  to  deal  with  a  com- 
promise on  this  question^  I  think  we  have 
a  fair  claim  to  know  what  is  the  meaning 
of  that  compromise.  If  you  say  that  we 
must  not  inquire  —  that  all  we  have  got 
to  do  is  to  vote,  it  is  not  too  much  that  be- 
fore we  vote  we  should  ask  you  to  explain 
to  us  what  it  is  that  we  are  going  .to  Tote. 
But  even  if  we  had  before  us  an  explicit  and 
satisfactory  declaration  as  to  the  question 
of  life  peerages  itself,  I  should  still  be  pre- 
cluded from  giving  my  vote  in  favour  of 
this  Bill  without  further  inquiry  by  the 
simple  consideration  of  the  manner  in  which 
it  deals  with  that  great  question.  I  think 
it  is  impossible  that  the^e  could  arise  in 
this  countiy  a  graver  question  than  that 
involved  in  the  creation  of  Peers  for  life. 
It  may  be  that  that  question  has  been  has- 
tily and  inconsiderately  raised.  That,  I 
eonfess,  is  my  own  opinion,  but  the  fact 
that  it  has  been  inconsiderately  raised  does 
not  justify  us  in  inconsiderately  fixing  and 
fastening  it  down  by  legiriation.  I  can 
see  great  force  in  the  argument  for  peer- 
ages for  life.  Your  peerage,  meant  to  be 
transmitted  to  remote  descendants,  is  no 
doubt  mnch  connected  with  the  possession 
of  large  property  in  all  cases,  except  those 
where  the  personal  distinction  is  so  great 
as  to  render  it  nugatory  to  inquire  what 
property  the  person  raised  to  the  peerage 
possesses,  that  it  is  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance to  consider  whether  in  the  pro- 
fessions from  which  you  now-a-days  mainly 
feed  the  peerage  there  is  a  fair  chance  of 
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the  acquisition  of  such  a  property  by  the 
persons  distinguished  in  those  professions 
as  will  make  it  desirable,  either  for  their 
own  sakes  or  for  the  sake  of  the  country, 
that  they  shall  have  peerages  transmissible 
to  their  descendants :  that  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance,  and  above  all  it  is  a 
matter  on  which  this  House  has  a  right  to 
ask  for  some  time  to  deliberate.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  are  the  considerations 
so  powerfully  stated  by  tny  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Jamea 
Graham)  the  other  night.  This  is  an 
opinion  which  we  must  all  entertain — that 
it  is  better  not  to  open  this  question  of  lifo 
peerages  until  we  are  prepared  to  deal 
with  it  in  a  manner  which  shall  probably 
both  open  and  close  it.  I  do  not  mean 
close  it  in  such  a  manner  that  it  cannot  be 
opened  again,  for  of  such  doctrines  we  are 
not  accustomed  to  hear  much  here^  nor  do 
I  think  their  reasonableness  is  very  gene- 
rally admitted ;  but  it  will  be  allowed  that 
the  subject  of  life  peerages  is  one  which, 
if  it  be  made  the  basis  of  a  legi^tire 
measure,  ought  so  to  be  dealt  with  thai 
it  shall  both  give  satisfaction  to  the  public 
mind  at  the  time,  and  shall  bear  upon  it- 
self such  marks  of  deliberation  and  adap- 
tation to  the  wants  of  the  period  in  which 
we  live,  that,  at  any  rate,  we  shall  have 
the  chance  afforded  to  it  of  a  fair  conside- 
ration without  a  perpetual  recurrence  of 
agitation.  Does  this  bill,  I  ask,  fulfil  this 
reasonable  condition?  It  is  quite  plain 
that  this  measure  opens  the  question  of 
life  peerages  ;  but  it  deals  with  that  ques- 
tion in  entire  and  exclusive  subservience 
to  the  constitution  of  a  court  of  ay^al. 
Surely  that  is  not  the  scope  to  which  the 
question  of  life  peerages  is  confined?  Is 
there  anything  in  the  question  of  life  peer- 
ages which  has  any  ineritable  relation 
with  a  court  of  appeal  ?  On  the  cootrarj, 
will  any  man  tell  me  that  you  cannot  con- 
stitute a  court  of  appeal  without  touching 
the  question  of  life  peerages  ?  These  two 
great  subjects  stand  in  no  such  relation  to 
each  other  as  that  one  of  them  ought  to 
be  made  the  accessory  and  the  victim,  so 
to  speak,  of  the  other.  If  the  House  will 
recall  the  precedents  which  have  generally- 
guided  its  conduct  on  great  constitutional 
questions,  I  am  confident  it  will  never  eon- 
sent  to  pass,  without  due  inquiry,  a  measure 
on  the. subject  of  life  peerages,  which  fixes 
us  with  the  responsibility  of  understand- 
ing the  full  importance  of  the  subject,  and 
of  all  the  possible  consequences  which  may 
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flow  from  iiy  and  which  raises  the  question, 
too,  for  a  purpose  so  small  and  narrow, 
and  to  which  it  stands  in  no  immediate 
connection.  I  know  not  whether  it  is 
undue  prudery  which  influences  mj  mind, 
but  I  cannot  bring  mjself  to  see  compen- 
sation given  for  the  discharge  of  a  duty 
which  &>e  House  of  Lords  has  hitherto 
cheerfully  performed  as  a  virtue,  and  part 
of  itB  functions  as  a  legislative  body.  The 
doctrine  of  our  constitution  certainly  is, 
that  legislatire  .services  are  unpaid  ser- 
vices, and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  my 
conviction  there  is  no  maxim  which  lies 
nearer  the  very  root  and  foundation  of  the 
institutions  of  our  country.  If  we  are  to 
be  told  of  what  is  radical  and  revolutionary, 
there  is  no  change  which  I  should  be  in- 
clined to  view — I  will  not  say  with  such 
suspicion — but  with  such  aversion  and  de- 
testation as  the  substitution  of  paid  ser- 
vices in  the  Legislature  for  the  gratuitous 
services  which  we  now  freely  and  efficiently 
render  here.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
this  is  the  same  thing  as  if  we  were  to  pro- 
ceed to  vote  salaries  to  ourselves  and  to 
the  House  of  Lords  ;  but  an  enemy  to  the 
House  of  Lords  could  hardly  wish  them 
to  take  a  step  more  unwise  than  that  of 
making  a  draught  on  the  public  purse.  I 
think  that  the  dignity  of  the  House  of 
Lords  will  suffer  from  the  adoption  of  such 
a  priociple : — and  I  believe  that  the  Inde- 
pendence of  the  House  of  Peers  will  be 
most  secure  so  long  as  all  the  functions 
which  that  House  has  to  discharge  are 
discharged  gratuitously,  as  they  have  been 
from  time  immemorial.  ["  Hear,  hear ! "] 
These  opinions  may  be  disagreeable  to 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  ;  but  even  those  to 
whom  they  may  be  disagreeable,  will  admit 
that  it  is  only  fair  and  just  that  those  per- 
sons who  entertain  them  should  freely  and 
frankly  express  them ;  and,  for  my  own 
part,  I  am  only  giving  utterance  to  my 
candid  conviction  upon  the  subject.  I 
am  jealous  for  the  independence  and  dig* 
nity  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  firmly 
believe  that  the  appointment  of  salaried 
officers,  sitting  as  Peers,  to  perform  those 
judicial  functions  which  that  House  has 
always  discharged,  will  have,  I  will  not 
say  an  immediate  effect,  but  it  will 
have  a  tendency  dangerous  to  the  dignity 
and  independence  of  that  body.  I  object 
to  the  measure  on  these  grounds.  I  ob- 
ject to  it  also-^most  strongly  object  to  it — 
on  the  ground  of  its  connection  with,  and 
the  influeoce  it  may  have  on  the  indepen- 
dence and  purity  of  the  judicial  bench. 


We  have  been  told,  indeed,  by  those  who 
have  spoken  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  that  this 
part  of  the  measure  must  be  modifled-— 
and  that  it  will  not  do  to  confine  the  choice 
of  the  officers  to  be  elected  to  the  judicial 
bench  ;  and  I  conceive  that,  whatever  vote 
we  may  come  to  to-night,  it  is  impossible 
for  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill  containing  the 
provisions  which  this  Bill  contains  with 
regard  to  that  part  of  the  subject.  If  you 
agree  to  those  provisions,  you  not  only  in- 
troduce a  principle  with  regard  to  the  judi- 
cial staff  which  the  practice  of  many  years 
has  excluded,  but  you  introduce  it  in  the 
most  objectionable  way,  by  holding  out  a 
prospect  of  advancement  to  judges  in  con- 
nection not  only  with  their  judicial,  but 
also  with  their  political  services.  You  will 
bring  the  maxmwm  of  temptation  to  bear 
upon  human  infirmity,  when  you  call  upon 
these  life  Peers  to  perform  legislation  as 
well  as  judicial  functions,  for  in  fact  you 
say  to  them,  ^*  make  yourself  agroeable  to 
the  Ministry  o(  the  day,  not  by  your  judi- 
cial, but  by  your  legislative  services,  in 
order  that  you  may  hope  for  the  further 
advancement  to  the  hereditary  peerage.'' 
Now,  Sir,  let  us  roview  the  circumstances 
which  have  transpired  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  and  the  speeches  of  those  who 
have  supported  the  measure.  It  must  have 
been  obvious  to  the  House,  that  all  the 
good  which  those  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
said  of  the  measure,  has  been  much  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  the  censure  of  it 
contained  in  their  own  speeches.  For  my 
own  part,  I  believe  that  if  all  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill  had  been  content  to  take 
self-denying  ordinance  and  to  take  no  part 
in  the  discussion,  but  to  listen  to  what  was 
said  of  it  by  its  supporters,  they  would 
have  had  no  reason  to  complain  of  it  being 
treated  with  too  much  favour.  It  cannot 
be  denied  that  th^  question  is  one  of  the 
greatest  difficulty  and  delicacy,  and  one 
which  involves  a  vast  number  of  considera- 
tions. You  have  to  constitute  a  Court  of 
Appeal  in  the  last  resort ;  but  it  ought  to 
be  considered,  among  other  matters,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  desirable  to  have  one  or 
more  Courts  of  Appeal,  and  whether  means 
may  not  be  adopted  to  avoid  the  multipli-^ 
cation  of  appeals.  As  regards  the  groat 
question  of  life  peerages,  you  aro  called 
upon  to  legislate  in  the  dark  as  regards 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown ;  because,  al- 
though in  that  rospect  the  meaning  of  this 
Bill  is  not  subject  to  much  serious  argu- 
ment, yet  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  it 
is  in  diametrical  contradiction  of  the  de« 
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claration  of  the  GoTernment  of  the  Queen 
upon  the  subject.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, is  it  too  much  to  ask,  that  we  may 
have  accorded  to  us  as  much  time  for  the 
consideration  of  this  subject,  as  is  ordi- 
narily afforded  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
for  the  consideration  of  subjects  of  not  one- 
twentieth  fwrt  of  its  importance  and  mag- 
nitude ?  It  is  Tain  to  say  that  the  present 
state  of  things,  with  regard  to  the  appel- 
late jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lord^,  is 
intolerable.  It  is  true  that  there  may  be 
fi?e  or  six  months*  delay  ;  but  that  delay 
has  always  existed;  and  yet  the  persons 
who  use  that  argument,  tell  us  that  even 
thirty  years  ago  the  appellate  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords  was  most  satisfac- 
tory»  when  the  same  gap  of  six  months  in 
«Tery  twelve,  which  is  now  objected  to  and 
urged  as  the  chief  ground  upon  which  you 
are  to  adopt  a  measure,  doubtful  in  itself 
even  according  to  the  statements  of  its 
promoters,  and  involving  principles  of  the 
greatest  difficulty  and  delicacy,  and  which 
most  nearly  bears  upon  the  very  founda- 
tion of  the  constitution,  occurred  every 
year.  Under  these  circumstances,  it  is 
hardly  too  much,  I  think,  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern nient  to 
consent  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
roan,  and  to  consent  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  to  weigh  well  not  only 
the  difficulties  by  which  the  subject  is  sur- 
rounded, and  which  this  Bill  will  tend  to 
indefinitely  complicate,  so  that  we  may  not 
discredit  ourselves  and  the  British  Legisla- 
ture ;  but  that  by  the  exercise  of  prudence 
and  by  refraining  from  pressing  extreme 
opinions,  we  may  be  able  at  some  future 
period,  and  I  venture  to  hope  at  no  dis- 
tant period,  to  present  the  country  with  a 
measure  worthy  of  a  great  country. 

Viscount  PALMEBSTON:  It  must  be 
admitted.  Sir,  by  all  that  what  has  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Malins),  that  the  meaning  of 
this  Motion  is  not  so  much  to  obtain  an 
inquiry  by  a  Select  Committee  as  it  is  to 
get  rid  of  the  Bill  for  the  present  Session, 
is  a  correct  view  of  the  case,  and  upon  that 
issue  every  hon.  Member  must  be  prepared 
to  give  his  vote  to-night.  I  very  much 
regret  the  circumstances  under  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  made  this  Motion,  and 
also  the  manner  in  which  he  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  have  adverted  to  it.  There 
is,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  a  strong  difference 
of  opinion  upon  this  subject,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  differ  from  many  of 
those  who  in  general  afford  me  their  sup- 
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port.    We  have,  however,  felt  it  to  be  oar 
duty  to  recommend  this  measure  to  the 
acceptance  of  the  House;   and,  however 
painful  it  may  be  to  find  that  in  the  per- 
formance of  our  public  duty  we  stand  at 
variance  with  those  who  generally  give  os 
their  support,  still,  having  felt  it  to  be  oar 
duty  to  propose  the  Bill,  we  were  bound 
to  discharge  that  duty,  whatever  the  eoi&> 
sequences- might  be.     Now.  Sir,  this  mea* 
sure  has  been  occasioned  by  the  conviction 
which  we  have  entertained  that  the  appel* 
late  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords  is 
in  a  condition  in  which  it  would  not  be  for 
the  public  good  that  it  shonhi  condnoe. 
Let  it  not  be  understood  that  I  agree  with 
those  who  think  there  is  something  inherent 
in  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Honeo 
of  Lords  which  is  in  itself  objeetionabie ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  should  be  sorry  to  see 
that  jurisdiction  transferred  to  any  other 
tribunal.      I  think  that  the  proposal   te 
transfer  that  jurisdiction  to  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  is  founded 
upon  very  imperfect  considerations,  both 
as  regards  the  tribunal  from  which  it  ia 
proposed  to  take  that  jurisdiction,  and  also 
of  the  court  to  which  it  is  proposed  to 
transfer  it.     I  think  that  to  transfer  the 
appellate  jurisdiction,  which  has  so  long 
been  exercised  by  the  House  of  Lords,  to 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coob- 
cil,  which  is  a  body  of  very  reeent  origin—- 
from  a  body  of  greater  stability  and  inde- 
pendence to  one  which,  from  its  nature 
and  constitution,  is  dependent  upon  the 
act  of   the  Crown — would  be  a  measure 
not,  in  my  opinion,  in  harmony  with  the 
practice  of  the  constitution,  nor  would  it 
tend  to   the    maintenance    of    principles 
which   we  have  always  upheld.      What 
was  it,  then,   that,  in  our  opinion,  ren- 
dered some  change  necessary  with  regard 
to  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Lords  ?     It  was,  that  by  the  eourae  of 
nature  many  of  those  eminent  men  who 
had    been  the    legal    ornaments  of    the 
House  of  Lords,  and  who  had  constituted 
the  strength  of  the  appellate  jurisdictioa 
of  that  House,  hsd  passed  away ;  and  the 
number  of  law  Members  of  the  House  of 
Lords  capable  of  constituting  an  efficient 
and  satisfactory  Court  of  Appeal  had  lar^- 
ly  and  visibly  declined.     Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  had    become  necessary   to 
strengthen  that  court  by  the  addition  of 
legal  talent.     Then  comes  the  question  of 
life  peerages.     My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gladstone)   has  stated  that  the  question 
has  been  inconsiderately  mooted  by  the 
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GoTemmeot.  Now,  upon  that  point  I 
beg  leave  to  differ  from  him.  The  ques- 
tion 18  one  which  is  mooted  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  first  time  this  year,  but  one 
which  ha»  for  a  long  period  occupied  the 
Attention  of  successive  Governments,  and 
which  has  been  most  carefully  considered. 
As  regards  the  general  principle  of  life 
peerages,  it  is  my  own  opinion  that  the 
House  of  Lords  acted  upon  an  erroneous 
judgment  when  they  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion at  which  they  did  arrive  with  re- 
gard to  the  admission  of  Lord  Wensley- 
^ale  to  a  seat  in  that  House.  There  is  a 
great  distinction  between  the  Hoase  of 
Lords  and  the  House  of  Commons  in  re- 
apect  to  their  source  of  power  and  influ- 
ence. The  great  influence  of  this  House 
arises  from  its  being  an  elected  body,  and 
thus  being  a  representation  of  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  The  influence 
and  power  of  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the 
other  hand,  are  founded  upon  the  character 
of  its  members,  upon  their  local  influence, 
their  personal  character,  or  the  political 
ability  which  they  may  display.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  House  of  Lords 
would  derive  great  influence  and  considera- 
tion in  the  country  if  there  were  the  means 
of  placing  within  its  limits  men  who  had 
distinguished  themselves,  either  by  their 
legal  attainments  or  by  great  military  or 
naval  achievements,  but  who,  not  having 
that  fortune  which  would  enable  them  to 
transmit  to  their  descendants  the  means 
adequately  to  maintain  the  dignity  of  the 
peerage,  would  be  placed  in  an  improper, 
and  to  themselves  a  painful,  situation  by 
being  made  hereditary  Peers.  That  being 
our  opinion,  a  life  peerage  was  conferred 
by  Her  Majesty,  acting  on  the  advice  of 
Her  Ministers*  upon  Baron  Wensleydale. 
The  House  of  Lords  differed  upon  the 
point,  and  a  majority  decided  against  the 
admission  of  Baron  Wensleydale  as  a  life 
Peer  to  a  seat  in  the  House.  •  Then  came 
the  question,  what  course  should  be  pur- 
sued ?  We  have  been  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  University,  that 
the  present  Bill  is  the  result  of  a  compro- 
mise huddled  up  in  a  Committee-room  for 
the  convenience  of  parties.  It  is  no  such 
thing.  It  was  not  the  convenience  of  par- 
ties, but  a  compromise  arising  from  a  conflict 
of  opinions  upon  a  question  of  very  great 
inoportance,  and  which  promised  a  satisfac- 
tory solution  of  the  difficulty.  Thus,  the 
Bill  conies  down  to  us  from  the  House  of 
Lords  as  an  arrangement,  which,  on  the 
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one  hand,  is  consented  to  by  those  who  ob- 
ject to  life  peerages  in  the  abstract ;  and, 
on  the  other,  furnishes  such  a  reinforce- 
ment of  strength  to  the  appellate  jurisdic* 
tion  of  the  House  of  Lords  as  will  in  some 
degree  remedy  the  evils  which  now  exist. 
Many  hon.  Gentlemen  think  that  a  better 
arrangement  might  be  made.  That  is  not 
impossible ;  but  the  question  is  not  whether 
this  is  the  best  possible  arrangement  for 
reinforcing  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  whether  the  Bill 
which  is  now  presented  to  us,  and  which, 
if  we  agree  to  it,  would  no  doubt  be  car- 
ried into  law,  does  give  such  an  accession  of 
strength  to  the  appellate  jurisdiction  as 
would  render  it  satisfactory  to  the  country. 
My  opinion  undoubtedly  is  that  it  does.  I 
am  of  opinion  that  the  appointment  of  two 
salaried  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords 
would  strengthen  that  Court  sufficiently  to 
enable  it  to  perform  its  duties  with  more 
effect  and  with  more  satisfaction  to  the 
public.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
University  says  we  are  introducing  a  new 
principle  to  pay  Members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture for  the  performance  of  their  Legisla- 
tive functions.  But  we  do  not  mean  to  pay 
the  Deputy  Speakers  for  the  performance 
of  their  legislative  functions  ;  nor  is  it 
contrary  to  the  principle  of  the  constitu- 
tion to  pay  for  the  performance  of  important 
judicial  functions,  when  performed  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislatnre — on  the  contrary, 
it  is  a  recognised  and  well-known  principle 
of  the  constitution.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
might  as  well  object  to  pay  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who  presides  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  exercises  not  only  judicial  but  also 
legislative  functions.  The  objection  found- 
ed upon  principle  goes  beyond  the  limits  of 
the  present  Bill;  but  in  my  opinion  thero 
is  no  constitutional  objection  whatever  to 
giving  to  certain  legal  Members  of  the 
House  of  Lords  that  salary  which  would 
enable  distinguished  lawyers  to  abandon 
either  their  practice  at  the  bar — if  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cambridge  University  were  adopted  ;  or 
their  judicial  situations,  according  to  the 
present  arrangement  of  the  Bill,  for  tho 
purpose  of  undertaking  the  important 
duties  which  the  Deputy  Speakers  will 
have  to  perform  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  say,  then,  that  what  is  called  a  compro- 
mise is  simply  the  result  of  conflicting 
opinions  entertained  upon  a  subject  of 
great  importance — tho  result  of  a  contest 
ond  A  discussion — not,  as  my  hon.  Friend 
who  moved  the  Amendment  represented  by 
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bis  theatrical  allegory,  acted  as  a  farce 
upon  the  stage,  but  carried  on  openly  in 
the  face  of  day,  known  to  everybody,  and 
ending  in  mutual  concessions  on  the  part  of 
those  who  differed  upon  a  question  of  con- 
siderable magnitude.  But  it  is  said  that 
this  is  a  matter  of  such  importance  that 
we  ought  not  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  it 
without  much  more  lengthened  and  delibe- 
rate consideration.  Why,  seeing  that  it 
has  been  a  matter  of  public  diecusMon  ever 
since  March  in  the  present  year,  I  cannot 
imagine  what  a  further  delay  would  do  for 
those  who  have  given  their  mind  to  it. 
When  I  hear  the  arguments  of  those  who 
contend  for  further  investigation  and  in- 
quiry, I  am  reminded  of  the  doggrel  lines 
about  Dean  Swift,  who  was  said  to  haye 


f  f 


defended  the  ancients  so  well 


That  he  perfectly  proved  the  moderns  excel.** 

The  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  asked  for 
further  investigation  have  shown  that  they 
have  so  completely  sifted  and  mastered  the 
question  in  all  its  bearings — so  thoroughly 
examined  every  part  of  the  measure  now 
under  discussion — have  made  themselves 
so  perfectly  masters  of  every  objectionable 
point — that  no  more  lengthened  or  delibe- 
rate consideration  is  necessary  to  enable 
ihem  at  least  to  come  to  a  decision.  I 
therefore  respectfully  submit  to  the  House 
that  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  a  great 
evil  exists — that  the  appellate  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords  has  been  weakened, 
not  by  anything  inherent  in  the  constitu- 
tion  of  that  body,  but  by  the  accidental  cir- 
cumstance of  a  diminution  in  the  number 
of  Members  competent  to  take  part  in  its 
judicial  business  ;  and  here  is  a  measure 
which  provides  a  permanent  remedy  for 
that  occasional  incouTenience — a  measure 
which  I  think  would  secure  to  the  Appel- 
late Court  that  strength  which  would  en- 
able it  at  all  times  to  be  efficient  for  the 
purposes  which  it  has  in  view;  and  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  it  would  be  a  great  misfor- 
tune if  this  House  were  to  reject  the  Bill 
and  determine  that  an  inconvenient  state  of 
things,  of  which  such  complaints  have  been 
made,  should  continue  to  exist.  It  is  said 
that  you  will  lose  nothing  by  rejecting  this 
Bill,  because  during  the  interval  between 
the  end  of  the  present  Session  and  the 
beginning  of  the  next,  the  ordinary  cessa- 
tion of  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords  would  take  place.  But  I 
apprehend,  looking  to  the  arguments  which 
have  been  used  in  this  debate,  that  if  the 
matter  were  to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
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mittee,  leaving  it  to  be  taken  tip  at  the 
beginning  uf  next  Session,  there  would  be 
little  probability  of  the  House  passing  the 
measure,  so  as  to  allow  it  to  come  into  ope- 
ration before  the  end  of  the  Session  ;  and 
therefore  the  question  does  not  relate 
merely  to  the  interval  between  thisScssiua 
and  the  next,  but  to  the  continuance  for  a 
much  longer  period  of  a  state  of  things 
which  biith  those  who  are  for  and  those 
who  are  against  the  Bill  have  condemned. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  Bill  upon  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.  It  is  manifest.  I  think,  to  every- 
body who  reads  the  Bill  that  it  acknow- 
ledges the  prerogative  and  limits  it ;  thai» 
on  one  side,  those  who  object  to  life  peer- 
ages have  acknowledged  tne  prerogative 
of  the  Crown  to  create  them,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  who  maintain  the  prerogative 
have  consented  to  a  limitation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  establishing  the  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords  on  a  satisfac- 
tory basis.  Such  is  the  compromise  which 
;  the  Bill  carries  into  effect,  and  I  have  only, 
I  in  conclusion,  to  expresa  my  hope  that  the 
'  House,  rejecting  the  Amendment  of  the 
,  hon.  Member  fur  Northampton,  will  consent 
to  go  into  Committee. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  would  wish  to  sav  a 
word  on  the  question  of  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown  as  affected  by  this  Bill.  In 
another  plnee  a  noble  Lord  had  stated  that 
I  this  Bill  did  not  touch  the  prerogative  of 
I  the  Crown ;  while  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  appeared  to  hold 
a  contrary  opinion.  He  should  wish  the 
House  to  ask  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
what  was  their  opinion,  as  without  it  the 
House  were  about  to  le^fislate  in  the  dark. 
He  had  been  struck  by  the  wording  of 
the  measure,  and  he  Mi  convinced  it 
would  take  away  the  power  of  the  Crown 
to  make  life  Peers.  He  should  wish  to 
know  whether  it  was  the  opinion  of  Ministers 
that  such  would  be  the  case,  or  whether 
they  agreed  in  the  opinion  expressed  by 
their  colleagues  in  another  place?  lie 
hoped,  therefore,  he  was  in  order  in  ask- 
ing the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  for  their 
interpretation  of  the  measure. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  aaid, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  give  a  positive 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  without  first  ascer- 
taining whether  the  Crown  had  the  pre- 
rogative of  creating  life  Peers.  If  there 
were  such  a  prerogative,  beycmd  question 
this  Bill,  as  now  worded— the  ^vordlnty- 
being  a  matter  for  the  consideration  of  the 
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Committee— limited  the  ezereise  of  that 
prerogative,  so  that  by  virtue  of  it  there 
could  not  be  in  the  Hoase  of  Lords  more 
than  four  Peers  for  life  at  one  time. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  .—Ayes  133  ;  Noes 
155 :  Majority  22. 
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Waloott,  Adm. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Welby,  Sir  G.  E. 
Whatmiin,  J. 
Whiteside,  J. 
Whitmore,  H. 
Wigrwn,  L.  T. 


List  of  the  Ate8. 
Baines,  Tt.  bon.  M.  T. 


Baiitl,J. 
Ball.  J. 
Baring,  T. 
Bentinok,  6.  W.  P. 
BetheU,  Sir  R. 
Bidduipb,  R.  M. 
Bijmold,  Sir  S. 


Lan^n,  W.  O. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  6. 0. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  6. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  £.  R. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lowther,  Oapt. 


Blandford,  Marquess  of    Luoe,  T. 
BouTerie,  rt.  hn.  £.  P.      Macartney,  G. 
Bramlef- Moore,  J. 


Brand,  boa.  H. 
Bmee,  Lord  £. 
Buck,  CoL 
Buckley,  Gen. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  H. 
Burrowes,  R» 
Ca/ley,  E.  S. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Christy,  S. 

Coekbora,  Sir  A.  J.  E. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Codrington.  Sir  W. 
Cole,  boo.  H.  A. 
Coles,  H.  B. 


Maokinnon,  W.  A. 
Maltns,  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Massey,  W.  N. 
MathesoD,  A. 
Matheson,  Sir  J. 
MUes,  W. 
Monck,  Viact. 
Moncreiff,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Morgan,  0. 

Moetyn,  hn.T.  E.  M.L. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Mowhray,  J.  R. 
Mnllins,  J.  R. 
Naaa,  Lord 


Corry,  rt.  bon.  H.  L. 

Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W.  F,  Nnpier,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Craufnrd,  E.  U.  J.  Neeid,  J. 

Dariea,  D.  A.  S.  Newdegate,  C.  N. 

Disraeli,  rt.  bon.  B.  Newport,  Visct. 

Duncan,  Visct.  KUbet,  R.  P. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  North,  Col. 

FitzGerald,  rt.  hn.  J.  D.  Osborne,  R. 


Follett,  B.S. 
Freeetaa,  CoL 
Freshilald,  J.  W. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Goocb,  Sir  E.  S. 
Graham,  Lord  K.  W. 
GraaTos,  R. 
Greene,  T. 
GregsoD,  S. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grogan,  EL 
llalL  rt.  bon.  Sir  B. 
IlamUton,  Lord  C. 
Hamilton.  G.  A. 
Hareourt,  Col. 
Herbert,  hon.  P.  E. 
liUdyard,  R.  C. 
Honiall.  T.  B. 
Bughea,  H.  G. 
iobnstone,  J. 
Jollifle,  SirW.  G.  H. 
JoIUflb,  H.  H. 
Jones,  Adm. 
Kiogseote,  R.  N.  F. 
Koatcbbnll,  W.  F. 


Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Palmer,  Roondell 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Peel.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  F. 

Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rolt,  P. 
Russell,  F.  W. 
Rust,  J. 
Seymour,  H.  D. 
Sibthorp,  Major 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smyth,  Cd. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Steel,  «r. 

Straeej,  Sir  H.  J. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Taylor,  Col. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
TrailLG. 
Uxbridge,  Earl  of 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 


Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Woodd,  B.  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynne,  W.  W.  E. 

TXIXKBS. 

Hayter,  rt  hon.  W.  G. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 


List  pf  ike  Noes. 


Acton,  J. 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Aloock,  T. 
Anderson,  Sir  J. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Bailey,  C. 
Baillie,  H.J. 
Baldock,  E.  H. 


Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Grosrenor,  Lord  R. 
Iladfidd,  G. 
Hankey,  T. 
Hareourt,  G.  G. 
Hastie,  Alex. 


Baring,  rt.  hn.  Sir  F.  T.    Hastie,  Archibald 


Ubooobere,  rt.  hon.  H.    Waddington,  H.  S. 


Barnes,  T. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Baxter,  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
BeU,  J. 

Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Biggs,  W. 
Black,  A. 
Blackburn,  P. 
Boldero,  Col. 
Bonham-Carter,  J. 
Bowyer,  G. 
Bramston,  T,  W. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Bruce,  H.  A. 
Byng,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Cairns,  H.  M*C. 
Campbell,  Sir  A.  L 
Cardwell,  rt.  bon.  £• 
Carendish,  hon.  G. 
Child,  S. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cobbett,  J.  M. 
Colrile,  C.  R. 
Cowan,  C. 

Dashwood,  Sur  G.  H. 
Denison,  £. 
De  Vere,  S.  E. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon.  Col. 
Dundas,  G. 
Dundas,  F. 
Dunlop,  A.  M. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewart,  J.  C. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  J. 
FitsGerald,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  C. 
Forster,  J. 
Fox,  W.  J. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goderich,  Visct. 
Gordon,  hon.  A. 
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Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
fiotham,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingham,  R« 
Ingram,  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennedy,  T. 
King,  bon.  P.  J.  L. 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F, 
Lacon,  Sir  E. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Langton,  H.  G. 
Lascellea,  hon.  £. 
Layard,  A.  H. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  W.  S. 
Locke,  J. 
MacEroy,  E. 
MaoGregor,  Jamei 
MacGregor,  John 
BffacTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Maguire,  J.  F. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Masterman,  J. 
Meagher,  T. 
Miall,  E. 
Milligaa,  R. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
MitcheU,  T.  A. 
Moffiitt,  G. 
Morris,  D. 
Murrough,  J.  P. 
North,  F. 

Northcote,  Sir  S.  H. 
O'Brien,  P. 
Palk,  L. 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Pellatt,  A. 
Perry,  Sir  T.  E. 
Phillimore,  J.  G. 
Philllmore,  R.  J. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Portman,  hon.  W.  H.  6. 
Price,  W.  P. 
Pritchard,  J. 
Rioardo,  0. 
Ricardo,  8. 
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Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  U. 
Richardson,  J.  J. 
Ridlej,  6. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sawlo,  C.  B.  G. 
Scholefleld,  W. 
Seymour,  W.  D. 
Shafco,  R.  D. 
Shelley.  Sir  J.  V. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
SomerTille,  rt.  hn.SirW. 
Strutt,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stuart,  Capt. 
Tempest,  Lord  A.  V. 


Thomely,  T. 
Thomhill,  W.  P. 
Tite,  W. 
Tollemaehe,  J. 
Vernon,  0.  E.  H. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Walter,  J. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Wickham,  H..W. 
Wilkinson,  W.  A. 
Willoox.  B.  M'G. 
WiUiams,  T.  P. 
Williams,  W. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
WyvUl,  M. 

TSLLKB8. 

Gurrle,  R. 
Denison,  J.  £. 


PAIRS. 


ATSS. 

East,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  H. 
Herbert.  Sir  T. 
Pennant,  Col. 
Pugh,  D. 
Gilpin,  Col. 
BectlTO,  Earl  of 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Bond,  J.  W. 
Newark,  Visct. 
Waddington,  D. 
Pollard- Urquhart.  W. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  S. 
Gubitt,  W. 
Goddard,  A. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
MicheU,  W. 
Raynham,  Visct. 
Forester,  rt.  hon.  Col. 
Camac,  Sir  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Vernon,  Capt. 
Pakington,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 


iroKS. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Cecil,  Lord  R. 
Coffin,  W. 
Divett,  E. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
E^ans,  Sir  De  L. 
Fergnsson,  Sir  J. 
Fitzgerald,  W.  S. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Grenfell,  C  W. 
Gumey,  J.  H. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hogg.  Sir  J.  W. 
Hutohins,  E.  J. 
Jackson,  W. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Korreys,  Sir  D. 
Paxton.  Sir  J. 
Peacock,  G.  M.  W. 
Pigott,  F. 
Sandars,  G. 
Shee,  W. 

Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Tomline,  G. 


Words  added : — 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  the  Bill  be  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read, 
Bill  read  d"" 

Ma.  WHITESIDE  then  proposed  the 
following  clause : — 

"  So  much  of  the  first  section  of  the  said  firstly- 
recited  Act  of  the  12th  ahd  1 3th  year  of  Iler 
Majesty  as  provides  that  the  Court  for  the  Sale 
and  Transfer  of  Incumbered  Estates  in  Ireland 
shall  consist  of  any  number  of  persons  not  exceed- 
ing three,  to  be  Commissioners  under  said  Act.  is 
hereby  repealed,  and  said  Court  shall  hereafier 
consist  of  two  Commissioners  only;  and  the 
ofiloers  under  said  Act  heretofore  attached  to  the 
first  Commissioner  shall  be  distributed  between 
the  remaining  two  Commissioners  in  manner  best 
calculated  to  fiicilitate  the  despatch  of  the  busi- 
ness of  said  Court." 


Clause  hrought  up^  and  read  I*'. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  he  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  he  had 
on  a  former  occasion  stated  the  objections 
to  this  clause,  and  therefore  did  not  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House  in  reiterating  those  arguments 
he  Imd  before  urged. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  that  the  clause  was 
proposed  in  accordance  with  the  eyidenco 
taken  by  the  Committee,  which  went  to 
show  that  two  Commissioners  were  suf- 
ficient to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  court, 
and  that  it  was  desirable  that  Baron 
Richards  should  return  to  the  Court  of 
E  xchequer. 

Lord  NAAS  supported  the  clause,  and 
asked  the  Government  to  state  their  inten- 
tions as  to  the  future  constitution  of  the 
Court — whether  they  really  intended  to 
remove  Baron  Richards  and  to  appoint 
another  Commissioner  in  his  place  ? 

Mr.  grog  an  said,  the  question  before 
the  House  was  a  great  deal  more  im- 
portant than  the  Government  seemed  de- 
sirous of  acknowled<;ing.  If  the  propo- 
sition of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Enniskillen  be  rejected,  the  Government 
should  explain  how  they  meant  to  dispose 
of  Baron  Richards,  who,  they  said,  ou^ht 
to  be  removed  from  the  Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court,  in  order  that  he  might  be 
enabled  to  return  to  his  legitimate  court. 
He  thought  that  the  clause  was  most  es- 
sential to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  already  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  discontinue  Baron 
Richards  as  a  member  of  this  Court,  and 
that  he  should  return  to  his  own  proper 
Court.  The  Government,  however,  thought 
it  desirable  to  retain  the  power  of  appoint- 
ing three  Commissioners  if  it  should  be 
found  that  the  business  of  the  Court  could 
not  properly  be  performed  by  two.  They 
should  be  most  desirous  and  willing  to  re- 
duce the  number  to  two.  It  would,  how- 
ever, bo  exceedingly  inconvenient  if  the 
power  of  appointing  three  should  be  taken 
away  from  the  Government  after  it  was 
found  that  two  were  not  sufficient  to  per- 
form the  functions  of  the  Court. 

Sir  jambs  GRAHAM' said  tt  was 
distinctly  understood  that  Baron  Richards 
was  to  return  back  to  his  Court  and  his 
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circuit.  He  took  it  as  granted  that  the 
experiment  would  be  made  of  confining 
the  number  of  Commissioners  to  two.  If 
it  be  found  that  two  would  be  able,  satis- 
factorilj,  to  perform  the  business  of  the 
Court,  he  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
irhether  in  that  case  the  Government 
would  abstain  from  appointing  a  third 
Commissioner  ?  If  the  noble  Lord  an- 
swered in  the  affirmative,  he  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Enniskillen 
would  not  think  it  necessary  to  press  his 
Amendment. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  it  was 
elearlj  his  intention  to  express  himself 
ao.  It  was  the  intention  of  the  Govem- 
mcDt  to  make  the  experiment  with  two 
only  ;  and  if  that  number  were  sufficient 
for  the  performance  of  the  duties,  he 
would  not  resort  to  the  appointment  of 
a  third. 

Mb.  W'HITESIDE  said,  that  under 
such  circumstances,  he  would  yield  to  the 
suggestign  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
withdraw  his  clause. 

Motion  and  Clause^  by  leaye,  toiih- 
dratcn. 

Bill  poised, 

STAMP  DUTIES  BILL— INCOME  AND 
LAND  TAXES  BILL. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER mo?ed  for  leave  to  introduce  two 
Bills.  The  first  provided  for  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  upon  proxy  papers  for  voting 
in  respect  to  railway  companies  from  25.  6(1. 
to  Gd.  That  reduction,  he  believed,  would 
meet  with  general  approbation,  as  he  was 
informed  that  the  present  rate  of  duty 
acted  as  a  practical  restriction  upon  the 
shareholders  from  voting,  and  thereby  pre- 
▼eoted  them  from  controlling  the  acts  of 
the  directors.  It  was  a  matter  of  public 
policy  to  make  the  alteration  he  proposed. 
The  Bill  also  proposed  to  effect  a  similar 
redaction  in  respect  to  certain  instruments 
in  Scotland  called  mandates,  which  were 
proxies  for  voting  in  respect  to  municipal 
and  parochial  matters.  He  also  proposed 
to  make  an  alteration  with  respect  to  the 
stamping  of  articles  of  clerkship  to  attor- 
neys. At  present,  if  the  articles  were  not 
stamped  before  taken  out  they  were  in* 
valid,  and  he  proposed  to  adopt  in  regard 
to  those  instruments  the  same  course  that 
was  pursued  in  respect  to  similar  docu- 
ments, and  to  allow  them  to  be  stamped  at 
a  future  time  upon  payment  of  a  penalty. 
The  other  Bill  which  he  wished  to  intro- 


duce was  intended  to  give  to  landowners 
in  Scotland  the  same  advantages  with  re- 
spect to  the  income  tax  which  were  vir- 
tually enjoyed  by  landowners  in  England, 
and  which  had  been  conferred  by  Act  of 
Parliament  upon  londowners  in  Ireland. 
In  Ireland  there  was  an  express  provision 
by  law  that  in  calculating  the  income  tax 
an  exemption  should  be  made  for  so  much 
of  the  poor  rates  as  fell  upon  the  landlord. 
In  Scotland  the  general  incidence  of  the 
local  rates  was  upon  the  landlords,  who 
were  in  general,  he  believed,  charged  by 
the  law  directly  with  those  rates.  The 
effect  of  that  state  of  things  was,  that  the 
landlord  received  his  rent  without  any  de- 
duction being  made  for  the  local  taxes; 
he  paid  the  local  taxes  himself,  and  his 
income  tax  was  charged  upon  his  gross 
rental,  including  the  local  rates.  That  was 
a  disadvantage  under  which  the  Scotch 
landlords  laboured  in  comparison  with  the 
same  class  of  persons  in  England  and  Ire- 
land, and  from  it  he  now  proposed  to  re- 
lieve them.  He  further  proposed  to  make 
an  alteration  with  respect  to  the  clerks  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax  in  Eng- 
land. The  effect  of  raising  the  rate  of 
income  tax  had  been  so  to  increase  the 
scale  of  allowance  to  the  clerks  of  the 
Commissioners  as  to  render  it  excessive. 
He  proposed  that  with  respect  to  all  those 
gentlemen  whoso  salaries  amounted  to 
more  than  £500  a  year,  their  poundage 
should  be  reduced  from  2d.,  which  it  was 
at  present,  to  Id.  in  the  pound,  provided 
the  alteration  should  not  reduce  their  sala- 
ries to  less  than  £500.  If  this  reduction 
of  the  poundage  should  have  the  effect  of 
bringing  the  salaries  below  £500  a  year, 
they  would  be  made  up  to  that  amount. 
The  effect  of  the  proposed  provision  would 
be  that  about  thirty  of  the  present  clerks 
of  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax  out  of 
about  700,  would  undergo  a  diminution  of 
their  salaries.  He  also  proposed  to  make 
a  slight  alteration  in  the  land  tax.  At 
present  the  power  of  redeeming  this  tax 
was  confined  to  persons  who  had  an  estate 
in  fee  simple.  Persons  having  limited  in- 
terests, such  as  life  estates,  did  not  possess 
this  power,  and  he  now  proposed  to  confer 
it  upon  them. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  Mr. 
Wilson. 

Bill  read  P. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 
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MtiruTXB.]  Sat  FirH  in  Parb'oiiMnt— The' Lord 
Gwysfort,  after  the  Death  of  hii  Brother. 

FuBUO  BxLU.  —  1'  Kerenae  (Transfer  of 
Charges) ;  Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)*; 
Court  of  Chanoerj  (Ireland)  (ReoeiTen) ; 
Prisons  (Ireland). 

3»  Parochial  Schools  (Scotland) ;  Oxford  Col- 
lege Estates. 

3*  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance;  AdTOWsons; 
Militia  Ballots  Suspension  ;   Charities. 

INDIA— CASE   OF  PERTAUB  SINGH  AND 
BISHEU  SINGH— PETITION. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENB0R0U6H  jpre^ 
sented  a  petition,  to  which  ha  was  desirooa 
of  calling  their  Lordships*  attentiont  from 
Pertaub  Singh  and  Bisheu  Sinj;h,  British 
subjects,  Soodees  of  Thabkarmh,  Pergun- 
nah,  Deeuanogfl^ur,  Zillah  Goordaspoor,  in 
the  province  of  Lahore,  commonly  called 
the  runjaub,  in  tho  East  Indies,  complain- 
ing of  the  grievances  they  are  suffering 
from  the  East  India  Company's  Govern- 
ment, and  praying  for  relief.  He  had 
thought  it  right  to  undertake  the  presenta- 
tion of  this  petition,  because  it  seemed  to 
him  expedient  that  the  Natives  of  India 
should  thoroughly  understand  that  they 
were  as  much  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  and 
that  recourse  to  Parliament  was  as  open  to 
them  as  to  any  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
born  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He  was  the 
more  disposed  to  present  the  petition  inas- 
much as  it  complained  of  a  very  great 
grievance,  for  which  these  gentlemen  had 
no  remedy  whatever  in  India  ;  and  he  felt 
that  it  was  only  by  giving  publicity  to  the 
grievance  they  had  suffered,  by  presenting 
their  petition  to  Parliament,  that  it  was 
possible  for  them  to  obtain  redress.  Al- 
though these  gentlemen  were  not  able  to 
transport  themselves  hither,  to  take  a  house 
in  London,  and  go  about  in  their  carriage 
and  leave  their  cards  with  Members  of  botli 
Houses  of  Parliament  previous  to  the  pre- 
sentation of  a  petition  or  the  discussion  of 
a  measure  in  which  they  were  concerned, 
he  nevertheless  felt  confident  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  on  that  account  give 
a  less  favourable  hearing  to  their  state- 
ment and  their  prayer.  The  petitioners 
ivere  the  lineal  descendants  of  a  great 
religious  loader  and  teacher  of  the  Sikhs 
who  lived  280  years  ago,  and  whose  name 
was  Oomra  Ran  Doss.  He  was  a  person 
of  great  influence,  and  his  family  had  from 
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that  time  to  ibis  maintained  themselves  in 
the  position  of  gentlemen  ;  respected  bj 
all,  and  retaining  their  possessions  through- 
out all  the  changes  and  civil  convulsions 
that  had  occurred  in  the  interval.  A  por- 
tion of  their  property  these  gentlemen  de- 
rived from  grants  made  to  them  by  the 
ancient  princes  and  chiefs  of  the  Punjaub ; 
and  they  stated  that  the  grants  by  which 
they  held  that  property  existed  in  the  ar- 
chives of  the  Lahore  Government,  and  had 
been  rerified  by  the  officers  of  the  Indian 
Government,  and  certified  as  perfectly  cor- 
rect ;  so  that  there  could  be  no  donbt  what- 
ever as  to  their  being  the  rightful  posses- 
sors of  the  property.  They  said  that  they 
had  never  acted  against  the  Government 
of  India,  but  bad,  on  the  contrary,  assisted 
them  as  far  as  they  were  able.  They 
stated,  also,  that  upon  the  conquest  of  the 
Punjaub  the  Board  of  Administration  re- 
commended that  one-fourth  of  this  pro- 
perty should  be  appropriated  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that,  knowing  the  neceRsity 
for  the  Government  having  resources  to 
enable  them  to  maintain  order  in  the  coun- 
try, they  did  not  object  to  the  sacrifice  of 
the  one-fourth  demanded  of  them.  The 
Board  of  Administration  further  proposed 
that,  the  remaining  three -fourths  should  re- 
main to  these  gentlemen  during  their  lives, 
and  that  after  their  decease  a  portion, 
amounting  to  about  one-third  of  what  they 
originally  possessed,  should  be  perpetually 
secured  to  their  heirs  and  successors.  On 
the  6th  of  May,  1853,  the  Supreme  Go- 
vernment of  India  confirmed  the  decision 
of  the  Board  of  Administration  as  to  taking 
away  the  one-fourth,  and  leaving  to  them 
for  their  natural  lives  the  remaining  three- 
fourths  ;  but  they  rejected  altogether  the 
proposition  of  the  Board  that  the  descend- 
ants of  the  petitioners  should  retain  the 
one-third.  Now  this,  the  petitioners  re- 
presented, was  not  a  general  rule  that  had 
oeen  enforced  systematically  throughout 
the  province  ;  on  the  contrary,  in  their  own 
district,  and  in  the  immediate  neighbour- 
hood there  were  many  cases  of  persons 
whose  positions  were  exactly  similar  to 
theirs,  and  who  not  only  had  a  portion  of 
their  property  secured  to  them  during  their 
own  lives,  but  a  portion  also  secured  to 
their  descendants  and  successors  after 
them.  The  Deputjt  Commissioner  of  the 
'district  reported  that  the  petitioners  were 
Tery  respectable  men,  and  that  they  bore  a 
high  character  among  both  Europeans  snd 
Natives,  and  that  they  held  the  position  of 
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country   gentlemen.       Mr.  Haikes  stated 
thnt  Pertaub  Singh  was  a  very  respectable 
gentleman,   whom  he  commended  to   the 
protection  of  the  Eas*  Indian  Government 
on  his  visit  to  Calcutta  ;  and  Colonel  Lake 
also  bore  testimony  to   the   character   of 
these    gentlemen.       But   the   petitioners 
stated  that  by  the  decision  at  which  the 
Indian  Government  had  arrived,  they  were 
at  this  moment  living  in  tiie  melancholy 
position  of  knowing,  that  if  that  decision 
were  carried  out  they  would  leave  their 
descendants  without  an  inheritance.     He 
(the  Earl  of  Ellenborough)  had  moved  for 
and  obtained  papers,  which  showed  what 
wns  the  principle  upon  which  the  Indian 
Gpvernment  had  acted  towards  the  Sikhs, 
and  he  fonnd  that  that  principle  was  one 
upon  which  they  were  justified  in  acting, 
though  he  held  that  it  was  not  applicable 
to  the  case  of  these  gentlemen,  who  had 
never  borne  part  in  opposing  or  resisting 
the  Indian  Government,  but   had  alwavs 
given  that  Government  all  the  assistance 
that  was  in  their  power.    Whilst,  however, 
the  Government  might  be  justified  in  acting 
as  they  had  done  in  the  case  of  the  Pun- 
jaab,  as  a  conquered  country,  he  disputed 
die  wisdom  of  treating  the  Sikhs  differently 
from   the    other   conquered    provinces    of 
India.     Take  Scinde  as  an  example.     So 
satisfactory  was  the  system  pursued  there, 
that  from  the  day  the  chiefs  swore  alle- 
giance    to    the   Indian  Government  not  a 
hand  had  been  raised  against  our  autho- 
rity, and  he  was  assured  by  Mr.  Frere  that 
the  armed  police  were  amply  sufficient  for 
maintaining  the  internnl  tranquillity  of  that 
countrjr,  and  that  if  troops  were  maintained 
there,  it    was  not  for  the  purpoEe  of  se- 
curing internal  quiet,  but  to  protect    the 
frontier,  and  guard  against  the  inroads  of 
hostile  neighbouring  powers.     How  diffe- 
rent from    the    position  of  the  Punjaub, 
where  Government  were  obliged  to  main- 
tain an  army  of  50,000  men,  in  addition 
to  18,000  or  20.000  armed  police  !    It  was 
to  him  a  subject  of  the  most  serious  consi- 
deration, and  always  had  been — what  would 
be  the  ultimate  result  of  the  policy  which 
we  had  been  pursuing  now  for  many  years, 
not  intentionally,  in  various    provinces  of 
India.     For  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
our  seTcre  fiscal  administration  had,  against 
our  desire,   had  the  effect  of  so  changing 
the    distribution  of  property  there,   as  to 
produce  a  state  of  society  of  which  there 
were  few  instances  in  the  history  of  the 
world — he  meant  a  state  of  society  without 
any  or  very  rare  gradations  of  rank— a 


nation  without  a  gentry.  It  was  the  first 
time,  he  believed,  in  the  history  of  the  world 
that  any  such  state  of  society  had  existed. 
There  was,  or  would  soon  be,  in  India,  no 
link  between  the  foreign  sovereign  and  the 
native  labourer  ;  and  it  was  a  reflection 
upon  the  recent  Government  of  India  that 
it  had  endeavoured  to  introduce  into  the 
Punjaub  a  system  the  effect  of  which  was 
to  annihilate  the  ancient  possessors  of  the 
soil,  to  substitute  none  for  them,  and  to 
have  none  whatever  between  the  Govern* 
ment  and  the  field  labourer.  In  adopting 
a  policy  like  this,  did  they  suppose  that 
they  had  created  a  state  of  society  upon 
which  it  was  possible  for  education  to  act 
for  the  moral  improvement  of  the  people  ? 
Did  they  suppose  that  they  could  improve 
by  education  a  suffering  body  of  proprie- 
tors, or  raise  a  population  which  was  reduced 
to  tliat  low  level  of  distress  and  misery? 
And  let  them  imagine  what  might  be  the 
consequences  if,  in  some  future  time,  cir- 
cumstances led  to  a  general  insurrection  in 
the  Punjaub.  What  hope  would  there  be 
for  the  Government  ?  What  help  for  the 
people  ?  He  had  beard  Gentlemen  express 
hopes,  that  by  improving  the  countiy  we 
might  render  it  capable  at  some  distant 
period  of  governing  itself ;  but  how  could 
they  ever  hope  to  attain  such  a  resnlt  as 
that,  if  they  established  and  persisted  in  a 
system  which  conduced  to  a  state  of  society 
where  there  were  no  gradations  of  rank, 
and  none  between  the  foreign  governor  and 
the  labouring  classes  ?  This  question  had 
always  pressed  much  upon  his  mind ;  and 
the  present  was  not  the  first  time  that  he 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  mention  bis 
feelings  to  their  Lordships.  He  hoped  it 
was  a  matter  that  would  attract  the  atten- 
tion of  those  who  were  connected  with  the 
Government  of  India.  With  regard  to  the 
particular  case  of  the  petitioners,  he  must 
say  that  he  really  thought  it  was  impossi- 
ble that  the  Government  could  have  delibe- 
rately arrived  at  the  conclusion  to  which 
they  had  come  respecting  it — he  could  not 
help  hoping  that  among  a  mass  of  cases 
this  one  had  been  decided  hastily.  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  in  this  coun- 
try would  recommend  the  question  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  in  India, 
and,  relying  as  he  did  upon  the  truth  of 
all  the  statements  contained  in  the  petition, 
that  the  decision  of  the  Government  in 
India  would  be  such  as  to  relieve  the  cha- 
racter of  our  Administration  from  the  in- 
jury it  must  sustain  if  such  injustice  were 
continued. 
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The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  agreed  with 
the  Doble  Earl  in  his  desire  that  the  Na- 
tives of  India  should  be  encouraged  in  the 
feeling  that  in  any  claim  for  justice  there 
vas  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  Parliament 
of  this  country,  and  he  trusted  that  every 
native  so  appealing  would  find  an  advocate 
as  able  and  judicious  as  the  noble  Earl. 
But  there  was  this  disadvantage,  that  it 
was  impossible  that  the  Government  could 
have  full  information  of  the  details  in  every 
individual  case  which  might  be  suddenly- 
brought  under  the  notice  of  Parliament. 
He  would,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 
acquire  information  with  regard  to  them, 
mention  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
decision  was  come  to  in  the  present  case 
by  the  Governor  General  of  India.  The 
noble  Earl  had  referred  to  the  general 
principles  laid  down  by  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral with  reference  to  the  government  of 
the  Punjaub  ;  and  in  the  line  of  argument 
he  took  seemed  to  convey  an  impression 
that  the  Governor  General  had  made  a 
great  distinction  between  the  mode  in 
which  the  government  of  the  Punjaub  was 
carried  on,  and  that  in  which  the  rest  of 
the  country  was  governed.  But  no  such 
distinction  had  been  laid  down  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  as  between  those  pro- 
vinces and  other  parts  of  the  country.  He 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  never  looked  into  the 
history  of  India  without  feeling  some  doubt 
as  to  the  right  by  which  we  had  taken  pos- 
session of  parts  of  that  empire  ;  and  those 
doubts  he  had  entertained,  especially  as 
regarded  Scinde.  But  if  ever  there  was  a 
province  acquired  in  a  legitimate  mode,  it 
was  the  Punjaub.  In  a  time  of  profound 
peace  our  territories  of  India  had  been 
attacked  by  the  Sikh  Rajah,  and  every 
one  must  well  remember  the  alarm  which 
was  felt  in  this  country  at  the  temporary 
successess  which  followed  the  first  invasion 
of  our  territory.  After  a  struggle,  renewed 
more  than  once,  we  had  succeeded  in  con- 
quering the  Punjaub.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  we  were  therefore  justified  in 
treating  the  Natives  with  injustice ;  but  if 
there  was  any  province  which  we  should 
bo  justified  in  treating  as  a  conquered 
province,  it  was  the  Punjaub.  The  in- 
structions of  the  Governor  General  to  the 
Board  of  Administration  in  the  Punjaub, 
laid  down  a  general  principle  for  the  as- 
sessment of  the  land  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Government.  He  should  state  that 
the  property  in  question  was  not  land,  or 
revenue  derivable  from  land,  but  grants  of 
remission   from   taxation    on    land.     The 


Governor  General  having  laid  down  in  his 
instruction  the  general  principle,  went  on 
to  detail  the  different  classes  of  cases  with 
which  the  Board  of  Administration  wonld 
have   to   deal ;    and  the  case  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  brought  forward  came  un- 
der the  fifth  head   of  the  instruction — 
namely,  "  that  all  persons  holding  lands 
subject  to  pay  fines  should  hold  them  for 
their  lives,  subject  to  the  payment  of  one- 
fourth  to  the  revenue,  and  that  on    the 
death  of  the  holder  the  property  would  be 
resumed  by  the  Government."     The  gene- 
ral principle  was,  that   the  grants  were 
respected  as  regarded  the  existing  hold- 
ers ;  but  should  not  be  continued  to  future 
holders,  except  those  which  had  been  givea 
for  certain  religious  purposes.     It  was  un- 
der these  general  rules  that  this  case  stood. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  grants  in  ques- 
tion came  under  the  head  of  a  religious  and 
charitable  character ;  but  the  claim  having 
been  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  of  India,  it  was  decided, 
after  full  inquiry,  that  they  were  not  of  a 
charitable  or  religious  character,  or  such 
as,  being  for  the  support  of  religious  or 
public  buildings,  would,  under  the  rules, 
be  entitled  to  be  continued  in  perpetuity. 
He  would  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
serious  nature  of  the  question  involved  in 
this  claim.     If  the  claim  were  conceded  in 
this  case  it  must  be  conceded  in  all  others 
of  a  similar  nature,  and  that  would  involve 
the  sacrifice  of  one-fifih  of  the  whole  re- 
venue of  the  province,  the  abstraction  of 
which  would  necessarily  throw  the  whole 
fiscal  system  into  confusion,  and  render  it 
difiScult,  if  not  impossible,  to  carry  on  the 
government.     He  was  not  in  possession  of 
any  very  full  information  of  the  grounds 
which  had  led  the  Supreme  Government 
of  India  to  decide  that  this  was  not  one  of 
the  exceptional  cases  contemplated  in  the 
general  rules ;  but  he  would  submit  the 
petition  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Control,  and  if  his 
right  hon.  Fnend  saw  sufficient  grounds, 
he  was  sure  that  neither  the  India  Govern- 
ment, nor  the  Court  of  Directors,  would 
refuse  to  reconsider  the  decision  to  which 
they  had  come.     They  must  not,  howorer, 
lose  sight  of  the  difficulties  of  the  case, 
nor  forget  a  favourable  decision  in   this 
case  might  involve  a  similar  decision  in 
5,000  or  6.000  others. 

The  Earl  op  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  the  noble  Duke  should  recollect  that 
in  these  particular  cases  the  Commissioners 
had  recommended  that  the  descendants  of 
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the  grantee  shoM  have  one-third  of  the 
whole  grant  in  perpetuity. 

The  Marquess   of   GLANRICARDE 
hoped  that  inquiry  would  he  made  into  the 
whole  system  of  Indian  government.     It 
was  ahsurd  to  talk  of  the  people  of  India 
baTiog  an  appeal  to  Parliament  if  their 
petitions  were  allowed  to  remain  unnoticed 
upon  the  tahles  and  their  demands  for  jus- 
tice defeated  hy  technicalities.     The  nohle 
Buke  had  pleaded  a  strange  plea  when  he 
aaid  that  the  question  of  the  resumption  of 
g^rants  must  not  he  touched  at  all,  and  that 
if  all  grants  were  to  he  maintained  they 
would  swallow  up  the  whole  revenues  of 
the  country*  and  render  government  im- 
possible.    There  might  be  truth  in  that 
plea*  but  there  was  no  justice — no  matter 
how  just  was  the  title  to  a  grant,  the  exi- 
gencies of   the  State  were  such  that  it 
must  be  ignored.     That  was  a  principle 
that  must  be  well  considered  before  the 
Parliament  of  England  could  adopt  it.    Up 
to  1805,  no  question  of  resuming  these 
grants  had  ever  arisen,  but  soon  after  that 
period  an  opinion  was  put  forth  by  men, 
wise  and  able,  no  doubt,  to  the  effect  that 
the  eircamstance%  of  all  grants  should  be 
inquired  into.     That  proposition  was  dis- 
puted, and  a  controversy  arose  upon  it. 
In  1828  an  inquiry  was  instituted,  not  in 
the  fairest  manner.     In  one  case  which 
came  before  the  Privy  Oouncil  upon  ap- 
peal the  first  Commissioner  who  had  been 
appointed  had  decided  that  the  grant  could 
not  be  resumed.   The  East  India  Company 
vere  not  satisfied,  and  appointed  another 
Commissioner,  who  decided  in  their  favour. 
A  third  Commissioner  was  appointed,  who 
agreed  with  the  first ;  but  that  first  Com- 
missioner, in  the  mean  time,  had  changed 
his  opinion  and  adopted  the  views  of  the 
second  Commissioner.     A  fourth  Commis- 
sioner was  appointed,  and  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment having  got  two  Commissioners  to 
deeide  in  their  favour  seised  the  land  in 
dispute  and  annulled  the  grant.  He  begged 
their  Lordships  to  consider  the  importance 
of  the   subject,  and  whether  it  was  not 
necessary,  for  the  maintenance  of  the  good 
name  of  this  country,  to  inquire  into  the 
jasUee    of  complaints  such  as  those  put 
forth  ia  the  petition  which  the  noble  Earl 
liad  presented. 

Petition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

THE  MILITIA— QUESTION. 

The  Duke  op  BXJCCLEUCH  rose  for 
the  pnrpose  of  putting  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  War  a  question  of  which 


he  had  given  notice.     His  question  was 
this : — What  was  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government   with  respect  to   the 
Constitution  and    Pay  of  the  Permanent 
Staff  of  Regiments  of  Militia,  and  as  to 
the  Retention  of  Acting  Quartermasters  on 
the  Permanent  Staff  ?     He  had  psid  very 
considerable  attention  to  this  suhject,  and 
he  believed  that  every  single  officer  con* 
nected  with  the  militia,  whose  opinion  had 
been  taken  on  the  matter,  concurred  in  the 
view  which  he  took  as  to  the  importance  of 
keeping  up  a  proper  permanent  staff  for 
the  regiments  of  militia.     Great  exertions 
had  been  made,  both  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  on  that  of  individuals,  to 
bring  the  militia  force  of  the  United  King- 
dom to  a  state  of  efficiency  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved  he  might    say   that  it  had    been 
brought  to  that  condition  during  the  late 
war.     However,  all  the  energies  in  this 
respect  would  be  wasted  and  thrown  away 
unless  means   were   taken   to  retain  the 
militia  in  that  high  state  of  discipline  ;  in 
fact,  unless  such  steps  were  at  once  taken 
the  militia  would  within  a  very  few  months 
be  in  the  condition  in  which  it  was  before 
the  breaking  out  of  the  late  war.     For 
many  years  before  that  war  there  was  in 
reality  no  militia  force  in  this  country.     It 
was  quite  true  that  during  the  entire  of 
that  time  a  permanent  staff  was  kept  up  ; 
but  those  staffs  were  found  to  be  nearly 
inefficient  when  their  services  were  most 
required.      The  members  of  those  staffs 
were  for  the  most  part  old  worn-out  men, 
who,  having  had  no  opportunity  of  refresh- 
ing their   memories  as   to  the   duties  of 
active  service,  had  forgotten  much  of  what 
they  had  formerly  known,  and  were,  there- 
fore, totally  inefficient  for  the  duties  for  the 
performance  of  which  they  were  required. 
He  trusted  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  suffer   the  militia  to  fall 
again  into  such  a  state  of  desuetude.     The 
inconvenience  of   such  a  state  of  things 
having  become  manifest,  a  very  strong  opi- 
nion had  been  expressed  in  both  Houses  as 
to  the  necessity,  as  well  as  the  expediency, 
of  keeping  up  a  strong  militia  force  ;  not 
a  mere  nominal  one,  but  one  that  would  be 
really  efficient  in  case  of  emergency — one 
with  which,  in  case  of  war  breaking  out, 
this  country  or  the  colonies  might  be  gar- 
risoned, or  which  might  be  sent — as  militia 
regiments  had  been  during  the  late  hos- 
tilities— in  service  companies  wherever  the 
service  of  fighting  men  might  he  required. 
It  was  in  a  condition  such  as  would  enable 
them  to  fill  such  positions  as  that  he  wish- 
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ed  the  militia  regiments  to  be  kept ;  but 
in  his  opinion,  and  that  of  all  militia  offi- 
cers with  whom  he  hud  conversed  on  the 
aabject,  the  numbers  pot  upon  the  perma- 
nent staff  under  present  regulations  were 
not  sufficient  to  keep  up  the  efficiency  of  the 
militia   regiments ;   and   the  consequence 
would  be  (hat  in  the  event  of  the  active 
service  of  those  regiments  being  hereafter 
required,  the  authorities  would  he  obliged 
again  to  have  recourse  to  non-commissioned 
officers  of  the  line,  or  to  pensioners  who  had 
grown  rasty  for  want  of  active  doty.     Two 
sergeants  to  a  company  were  the  present 
allowance.     Now,  he  thought  that  number 
clearly  insufficient.      The  regiments  were 
to  be  called  out  for  training  during  a  cer- 
tain number  of  days  in  each  year.     Now, 
how  could  they  keep  op  drill  duty  with  two 
sergeants  to  a  company  ?      Bcf^ides  this, 
those  sergeants  were  allowed  so  small  a  re- 
muneration—>109.  6d.  a  week — thnt  they 
would  bo  obliged  to  employ  themselves  at 
trades,  or  at  avocations  other  than  their 
militia  duties.     This  was,  in  his  opinion, 
an  unwise   arrangement ;    for  those  men 
should  give  their  undivided  attention  to  the 
duties  of  their  regiments,  if  those  regi- 
ments were  to  be  maintained  in  an  efficient 
state.     The  pay  of  the  sergeants  was  too 
small.   They  should,  at  all  events,  be  allow- 
ed rations,  and  a  Id.  a  day  as  was  allowed 
to  recruiting  parties.      Without  a  drum- 
major  it  would  he  impossible  to  get  on,  and 
paymasters  and  orderly  clerks  would  be 
required.      It    had    been    conceded   that 
quartermasters  should  be  continued  in  cer- 
tain regiments  at  a  rednced  pay  of  59,  a 
day.     Surely,  if  a  quartermaster  was  re- 
quired in  one  regiment,  such  an  officer  was 
required  in  every  other  that  was  to  be  call- 
ed out  for  annual  training.     There  was  a 
regulation  requiring  persons  to  accept  of  a 
subaltern's  commission  on  being  appointed 
to  the  office  of  quartermaster.     Now,  com- 
petent persons  had  declined  to  accept  the 
office  on  such  a  condition.      He   trusted 
that  the  whole  subject  of  the  maintenance 
of  a  permanent  and  efficient  militia  staff 
would  receive  the  careful  consideration  of 
the  Government,  for  the  expense  of  the 
maintenance  of  such  a  statf  would,  after 
all,  be  but  a  very  trifling  matter  as  com- 
pared to  the  advantage  which,  in  a  time  of 
emergency,  this  Country  would  derive  from 
having  ready  for  service,  not  a  nominal, 
but  a  thoroughly  efficient  militia  force. 

The  Dukb  of  RICHMOND  said,  that 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  stated  very  fairly  and  clearly  to  the 
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House  what  his  views,  and  he  (the  Buke 
of  Richmond)  believed  those  of  all  other 
militia  officers,   were,   in  respect  of  the 
subject  which  he  had  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament.     Those  views 
amounted  to  this,  that  if  they  wished  to 
have  a  militia  which  would   bo  efficient, 
they   mu»t    keep    up  a    permanent    and 
efficient  staff  for  that  purpose.     Now,  the 
adjutants  of  these  militia  regiments  did 
not  receive  as  large  a  remuneration  for 
their  services  as  they  ought  to  do.     He 
conceived  that  upon  the  adjutant  depended 
very  much  the  efficiency  of  tho  battalion, 
not  only  in  its  drills  and  manoeuvres,  but, 
what  was  much  more  important,  in  its  dis- 
cipline.    It  was  easy  enough  to  command 
a  regiment  of  militia  that  had  the  advan- 
tage of  an  efficient  adjutant  and  efficient 
non-commissioned  officers  ;  but  it  was  not 
so   if  there  was  an  inefficiency  in  these 
departments.     Now,  what  was  at  present 
done  to   secure  the  services  of  efficient 
men  ?     Many  of  the  adjutants  had  raised 
themselves  from  the  ranks  by  meritorious 
conduct,  and  when  they  came  into  militia 
regiments  they  had  no  sinecures;  yet  they 
might  serve  in  those  regiments  for  ten, 
fifteen,  or  twenty  years,  withont  any  in- 
creased pay  for  length  of  service.      He 
would  ask  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Fanmure),  who  had  been  himself  in  the 
army,  whether  it  would  not  be  advisable 
to  increase  the  pay  of  the  adjutants,  in 
the  same  way  as  the  pay  of  the  civil  ser- 
vants of  the  Crown  was  increased,  for  lonsr 
service  ?     He  (the  Duko  of  Richmond)  did 
say  that  the  man  who  had  served  seven 
years  as  a  sergeant-major,  seven  years  as 
an  adjutant  of  a  regiment  of  the  line,  and 
three  years  in  a  militia  regiment,  ought  to 
receive  some  increase  of  pay.     It  was  of 
great    importance    to  promote  deserving 
non-commisssioned  officers  of    the    line  ; 
and  when  they  placed  those  officers  in  a 
position  in  which  they  should  keep  up  the 
appearance  of  gentlemen,  they  ought  to 
allow  them  poy  sufficient  for  that  purpose. 
They  permitted  adjutants  to  keep  a  horse; 
but  they  did  not  allow  them  a  man  to  clean 
that  horse,  and  those  adjutants  of  militia 
re;;iments  who  had  horses  most  clean  them 
themselves.    Should  not  the  adjutants  have 
the  service  of  a  soldier  for  this  purpose,  as 
they  would  have  when  tho  regiments  were 
embodied  ?     There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of 
his  noble  Friend,  and  that  was,  that  some 
regiments  of  militia  had  quai*ter-masters 
and  some  had  not.     The  regiment  which 
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he  eommanded  had  »  quarter-maater,  and 
he  would  like  to  know  wbj  thoBe  regi- 
ments which  bad  just  come  home  should 
not  each  have  one  ?  He  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Buccleach)  that 
two  sergeants  to  a  company  were  not  suffi- 
cient. The  pay  of  the  staff  sergeants  was 
only  10s.  6d.  a  week ;  and  they  got  cloth- 
ing ooly  once  in  two  years,  while  it  was 
made  compulsory  upon  the  counties  to  find 
lodging  for  them.  He  hoped  that  the  Go- 
Ternment  would  increase  the  remuneration 
to  the  sergeants.  If  the  country  had  come 
to  such  a  state  that  it  could  not  afford  to 
keep  100  militia  regiments  in  an  efficient 
state,  for  heaven's  sake  let  them  be  reduced 
to  fifty ;  but  let  those  fifty  be  kept  in  an 
efficient  state.  Daring  the  late  war  some 
regiments  of  militia  had  not  been  embodied 
at  all,  and  it  would  have  been  very  desir- 
able to  draught  the  men  from  those  regi- 
ments into  others  which  were  embodied. 
He  was  aware  that  it  was  said  that  the 
1  Os.  6d.  a  week  was  only  intended  to  be 
in  aid  of  the  income  derived  by  those  per- 
sons from  their  usual  trade  or  occupation ; 
but  if  sergeants  were  permitted  to  carry 
on  their  usual  trade  or  occupation  they 
wonld  soon  become  useless  for  their  mili- 
tary duties,  and  most  certainly  recruiting 
lor  the  various  regiments*  would  not  be 
carried  on  properly.  He  would  now  say 
a  few  words  upon  what  the  commanders 
of  militia  regiments  were  obliged  to  do 
in  consequence  of  the  inadequate  pay  of 
10s.  6d.  a  week  given  to  non-commis- 
sioned officers.  They  were  forced  to  take 
old  pensioners,  who  brought  into  the  militia 
regiments  all  the  different  systems  under 
which  they  had  served  in  the  line,  and  the 
eonsequence  was  great  confusion  and  diffi- 
culty. Besides,  it  would  be  found  that 
these  pensioners  did  not  leave  their  regi- 
ments as  long  as  (hey  were  really  efficient, 
and  he  could  assure  their  Lordships  that 
the  non  commissioned  officers  and  adjutants 
of  the  militia  had  far  more  onerous  duties 
to  perform  than  the  same  class  in  the  well- 
tegulated  regiments  of  the  line.  It  would 
be  a  great  boon  to  a  valuable  class  of  men 
if  the  permanent  staff  of  the  militia  were 
permilted  to  draw  their  bread  and  meat 
from  the  contractors  at  contract  prices. 
No  charge  would  thereby  bo  made  upon 
the  country.  Ho  hoped  the  Government 
would  keep  the  militia  in  an  efficient  state. 
If  the  sum  voted  by  Parliament  would  not 
be  aufEcient  to  maintain  100  regiments  in 
a  state  of  efficiency,  let  the  number  be 
reduced,   because  a  small  effective  force 


would  be  of  far  more  value  than  a  largo 
ineffective  one.  What  he  complained  of 
was,  that  the  Government  expected  the 
officers  in  command  to  keep  up  those  regi* 
ments  in  a  proper  manner,  and  yet  they 
did  not  give  the  means  of  carrying  out 
their  desires. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSBT  thought 
that  before  their  Lordships  were  asked  to 
consider  what  should  be  the  militia  force 
in  time  of  peace,  they  ought  to  have  some 
information  from  the  Government  in  re- 
gard to  the  probable  expense  of  the  force. 
When  the  militia  was  first  embodied  an 
estimate  of  the  cost  was  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  he  wished 
the  Government  would  now  state  whether 
that  estimate  had  been  adhered  to.  Over 
and  over  again  Motions  had  been  made  in 
the  other  House  with  the  view  of  ascer- 
taining what  the  expense  of  the  militia 
had  reslly  been;  but  those  Motions  had 
uniformly  been  evaded,  and  no  information 
had  been  given  by  the  Government.  It 
would  be  no  easv  matter  to  decide  in  what 
form  the  militia  should  be  maintained,  but 
he  apprehended  it  would  be  a  hopeless 
task  to  attempt  to  keep  up  a  permanent 
staff  in  time  of  peace.  That  plan  was 
tried  before ;  but  the  result  was,  that  after 
a  few  years  the  staff  became  worn  out  and 
inefficient.  But,  before  deciding  what  form 
the  militia  should  assume,  their  Lordships 
should  ascertain  from  the  Government  what 
had  been  from  the  first  the  extent  of  the 
force  and  what  the  expense ;  they  would 
then  be  able  to  judge  how  far  it  might  be 
desirable  during  peace  to  keep  up  .any 
portion  of  the  militia.  At  present  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  country  in  fa- 
vour of  the  maintenance  of  an  efficient 
military  force;  hot  they  might  depend* 
upon  it  that  in  a  few  years  the  pressj^re  of 
taxation  would  work  a  great  change  in 
that  respect,  and  therefore  it  was  all  the 
more  necessary  that  nothing  should  be 
done  rashly  or  without  due  consideration. 

Lord  PANMURB,  who  was  imperfectly 
heard,  was  understood  to  say,  that  the 
Government  would  listen  with  great  atten- 
tion to  the  opinions  which  might  be  ex- 
pressed by  qualified  persons  on  the  subject 
of  the  militia.  It  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  prevent  the  militia  falling 
into  the  condition  in  which  it  existed  be- 
fore the  late  war,  and  that  it  was  also 
their  intention  with  that  view  to  call  out 
for  training,  if  not  the  whole,  a  consider- 
able portion  of  the  force  in  each  year. 
They  proposed  to  maintain  a  permanent 
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Btaff,  which,  although  not  in  itself  suffi- 
cient to  furnish  non-commissioned  officers 
£or  all  the  regiments,  would  yet  be  ade- 
quate in  time  of  peace  to  the  discharge  of 
the  duties  entrusted  to  it.  He  could  see 
no  objection  to  a  system  of  that  kind,  and 
he  could  assure  their  Lordships  that  the 
6ta6f  would  not  be  stinted  in  numbers.  It 
was,  in  his  opinion,  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance that  the  non-commissioned  officers  of 
the  militia  should,  during  a  state  of  peace, 
engage  in  civil  occupations,  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  agree  in  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  as  to  the  inadequacy 
of  their  pay.  Their  military  duties  were 
not  sufficient  to  occupy  the  whole  of  their 
time ;  and  if  asked  to  abstain  from  other 
employment — their  pay  being  increased — 
they  would  be  compelled  to  spend  the 
greater  part  of  the  year  in  comparative 
idleness.  He  saw  no  great  necessity  for 
furnishing  them  with  rations,  or  allow- 
ances in  lien  of  rations,  but  the  suggestion 
that  they  should  be  permitted  to  draw 
their  bread  and  meat  at  contract  prices 
was  worthy  of  consideration,  and  might 
perhaps  be  adopted.  Previously  to  the 
late  war  there  were  no  quartermasters  on 
the  permanent  staff  of  the  militia  ;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  their  services  might 
be  made  available  in  avifiting  the  adju- 
tants to  look  after  the  stores.  He  thought 
the  Government  had  acted  wisely  in  placing 
quartermasters  on  the  permanent  staff  in 
large  regiments,  in  which  there  was  a 
quantity  of  stores  ;  but  in  small  regiments 
there  was  not  so  much  necessity  for  these 
officers.  It  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  maintain,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  efficiency  of  the  militia  regiments,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  in  a  state  to 
ussist  the  line  when  required ;  and  he 
could  not  sit  down  without  remarking  how 
creditable  it  was  to  the  noble  Duke  and  to 
the  officers  in  command  of  most  of  the 
militia  regiments  in  the  kingdom  to  have 
allowed  their  regiments  to  be  broken  up 
by  sending  their  best  men  into  the  line. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  the 
regiment  with  which  he  was  connected 
had  derived  great  benefit  from  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  quartermaster  to  take  care 
of  the  stores.  He  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  difference  between  acting  and 
permanent  quartermosters,  and  he  was 
therefore  much  astonished  at  finding,  after 
the  quartermaster  of  his  regiment  had 
acted  for  two  months,  that  the  pay  of  that 
officer  was  to  be  disallowed.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  tho  Government  intended 
Lord  Fanmure 


to  give  any  compensation  to  qnartennaa- 
tors  in  that  position  for  having  discharged 
their  duties  for  some  time  without  receiv- 
ing any  pay  ? 

The  Marquess  of  CLAKRICARDE 
also  complained  that  the  acting  quarter- 
master of  his  regiment  had  been  deprived 
of  the  advantages  to  which  he  was  enti- 
tled. He  wish^,  also,  to  know  what  ar- 
rangements had  been  made  for  the  lodging 
of  the  militia  in  Ireland,  and  whether  the 
small  barracks  not  now  occupied  were  to 
be  made  available  for  that  purpose  ? 

Lord  FANMURE,  in  reply  to  the  noble 
Duke  said,  it  was  well  known,  when  men 
were  appointed  to  the  office  of  quartermas- 
ter, that  such  appointments  would  not 
carry  with  them  appointments  on  the  per- 
manent staff  when  the  regiments  were 
disembodied.  If  it  could  be  shown  that 
any  regiments  to  which  quartermasters 
had  not  been  appointed  had  a  greater 
quantity  of  stores  than  oould  be  placed 
under  the  charge  of  the  sergeant-major, 
he  would  take  into  consideration  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  quartermaster  to  those  regi- 
ments. With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  if  the  Government 
had  barracks  not  occupied  he  should  re- 
commend that  they  should  be  disposed  of 
for  the  public  'advantage,  and  then  the 
counties  could  come  forward  and  purchase 
them  for  the  militia. 

The  Marquess  of  GLANRICARDE 
said,  that  in  the  county  with  which  he  was 
connected  there  were  at  least  six  of  those 
barracks;  but,  surely,  the  Government 
would  not  sell  the  whole  six  ?  It  was  only 
two  or  three  years  ago  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  expended  a  great  sum  for  build- 
ing large  barracks  in  Galway,  although  at 
tho  time  there  were  two  barracks  unoccu- 
pied in  the  same  county.  The  Govern- 
ment had  also  put  a  railway  company  to 
great  expense  in  order  to  oblige  them  to 
consult  the  convenience  of  those  barracks, 
and  he  believed  they  had  been  at  law  ever 
since  in  respect  to  the  question  of  the  build- 
ing of  a  bridge  for  the  troops  to  pass  over. 

POLAND— QUESTION. 
Lord  LYNDHXJRST  :  Your  Lordships 
will,  I  hope,  allow  me,  even  at  this  hour, 
to  say  a  few  words  explaining  tho  object 
which  I  have  had  in  view  in  putting  the 
question  to  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon)  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 
In  a  recent  publication  by  an  eminent 
foreign  statesman.  Count  Montalembert, 
he  complains  in  strong  terms  of  the  course 
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pursued  bj  tlie  late  Congress  of  Paris  in 
censoring  the  Governments  of  Naples  and 
Greece,  and  he  contrasts  that  course  with 
the  silence  which  prevailed  relative  to  the 
wrongs  of  Poland,  which,  he  says,  the  Con* 
gross  would  have  been  justified  in  taking 
notice  of,  both  diplomatically  and  morally, 
in  consequence  of  the  ancient  treaties  en- 
tered into  with  that  country.     He  enlarges 
with  his  usual  eloquence  upon  this  subject. 
Jfy  Lords,  I  am  compelled  to  admit  that, 
as  far  as  appears  upon  the  face  of  the 
protocols,   there  is  nothing  whatever  to 
show  that  the  affairs  of  Poland  were  at 
all  brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Congress ;  but  I  know  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  too  well,  and  1  have  too  high  an 
opinion  of  his  manly  and  generous  cha- 
racter, to  suppose  for  a  moment  that  he 
eould  have  been  silent  on  such  a  subject. 
1  am  persuaded  that  such  a  silence  would 
have  been  impossible  for  him.     Allow  me 
to  recall  some  of  the  past  circumstances 
connected  with  this  question.     The  Con- 
gress of  Paris  represented  the  Sovereigns, 
who  were  also  represented  in  the  Congress 
of  Vienna,  in  1815.     We  know  very  well 
that  one  of  the  most  important  subjects 
considered  at  the  Congress  of  Vienna  was 
the  arrangement  made  with  respect  to  Po- 
land.     That  subject  underwent  great  and 
aniions  consideration.    After  a  long  strug- 
gle it  was  agreed  that  the  duchy  of  Warsaw 
should  be  raised  into  a  kingdom,  and  that 
the  Crown  should  be  conferred  upon  the 
Emperor  of  Russia  for  the  time  being.  This 
arrangement  was  come  to  upon  the  ex- 
press and  distinct  condition  which  was  in- 
sisted upon   with  great  earnestness  by  all 
the  parties  to  the  treaty,  and  perhaps  with 
greater  earnestness  by  Lord  Castlereagh 
than  by  any  one  else.     The  conditions  of 
the  arrangement  were,  that  Poland  should 
remain  a  separate  kingdom,  that  it  should 
never  be  incorporated  with  the  Russian 
empire,  that  its  national  institutions  should 
be  preserved,  that  it  should  have  a  repre- 
sentative assembly,  and  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  financial  department  and  of 
the  army  should  always  be  kept  distinct. 
These  were   the   terms  finally  settled  by 
the  Congress  of  Vienna,  and  which  it  was 
thought  absolutely  necessary  to  impose. 
The  Bmperor  Alexander  swore  to  the  ob- 
servance of  these  conditions.     The  Em- 
peror Nicholas  also  swore  to  the  observance 
of  the  constitution  ;  but  afterwards,  regard- 
less of  the  earnest  remonstrances  of  the 
allies,  regardless  of  the  oath  he  had  taken, 
he  incorporated  the  territory  of  Poland  in 


the  empire  of  Russia,  making  it  an  integral 
part  of  that  empire.     From   that  period 
until  his  death  the  Emperor  Nicholas  pass« 
ed  a  series  of  laws  the  object  of  which  was 
to  extinguish  the  Polish  name  and  cha- 
racter.    The  works  of  art  in  the  palace 
at  Warsaw  were  transferred  to  St.  Peters- 
burg.     The  two  universities  of  Warsaw 
and  Wilna  were  totally  abolished.      The 
national  schools  were  either  abolished  or 
remodelled.     Many  thousands  of  the  infe* 
rior  order  of  nobles  were  transported  to 
distant  parts  of  the  Russian  empire.     The 
language  of  Russia  was  ordered  to  be  used 
in  administering  the  laws  throughout  the 
whole  of  Lithuania,  and  it  was   ordered 
that  in  every  school  of  the  empire  there 
should   be  some  person   to  instruct  the 
people  in   the  Russian   language.      The 
Polish  dress  was   prohibited,  and  all  the 
inferior  orders  were  commanded  to  wear 
the  Russian  dress.    All  these  circumstances 
must  have  been  present  to  my  noble  Friend 
at  the  time  of  the  Congress,  and  the  more 
so  that  last  year,  before  the  war  termi- 
nated,  the  allied   Powers  were  ensaired 
in  forming  a  Polish   Legion  whieh  was 
to   have    been   commanded   by  the  most 
eminent  of  the  Polish  exiles.     My  Lords, 
under  these  circumstances  it  is  impossi- 
ble to  suppose  that  my  noble  Friend  oppo* 
site  could  have  been  silent  on  the  subject 
to  which  I  have  referred.   I  have  no  doubt 
that  he  must  have  brought  this  subject 
under  the  view  of  the  Plenipotentiaries  of 
Russia  at  the  Congress,  and  that  he  most 
have  earnestly  remonstrated  on  the  subject. 
I   entertain   no  doubt  as  to   the  course 
which  my  noble  Friend  pursued ;  but  I 
fear  the  result  has  been   unsatisfactory, 
and  that  no  beneficial  issue  has  resulted 
from    tbe    representations   of    my    noble 
Friend.      So   far   from   that    being   the 
case,  the  Government  of  Russia  has  taken 
elaborate  pains — if  I  may  so  express  my- 
self— to  furnish  proof,  for  the  purpose  of 
convincing  Europe  and  the  inhabitants  of 
Poland  that  she  will  not  allow  any  inter- 
vention with  respect  to  that  territory  or 
with  respect  to  the  mode  in  which  it  is 
governed.     I  refer  to  what  has  recently 
taken  place  at  Warsaw  upon  the  occasion 
of  the  entry  of  the  Emperor  into   that 
place,  and  to  the  language  which  he  held 
to  the  two  assemblies   who  met  him  to 
welcome  him.      Upon  that   occasion   he 
addressed  the  nobles  and  the  clergy  in  a 
speech  which  was  very  short,  very  precise, 
and  very  emphatic.    He  said  nothing  would 
induce  him  to  depart  from  the  policy  of 
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his  predeoeseors  with  respect  to  Poland, 
lie  said  it  was  for  the  interest  of  Russia 
^hat  Poland  should  form  part  of  the 
Russian  empire— -of  the  Russian  family. 
He  added,  that  it  was  also  for  the  in- 
tereti  of  Poland.  This  was  followed  by 
oinrmurs.     Ho  said — 

**  Entertain  no  illusions ;  or,  if  you  do  enter- 
tftin  illusions,  let  them  onlj  lead  to  noble  aspira- 
tions ;  for  if  thej  go  bejond  that  I,  who  can  re- 
vard  oan  punish.  I  know  how  to  punish,  and, 
if  necessity  occur,  I  will  punish.  AImto  all,'*  he 
said,  concluding  his  speech,  "  no  Tisionary  dreams 
^no  visionary  dreams." 

Nothing  could  be  more  marked  than  this 
speech — nothing  more  marked  than  the 
policy  he  intended  to  adopt ;  and  I  must 
regret,  whatever  passed  between  my  noble 
Friend  and  the  Plenipotentiaries  at  the 
Congt«s6,  that  it  was  attended  with  no 
beneficial  results.  But  this  is  only  one 
part  of  the  subject  to  which  I  hare  to 
call  your  Lordships'  attention.  My  noble 
Friend  expressed  at  the  Oong^ress  a  strong 
and  earnest  desire  that  an  amnesty  should 
be  granted  by  the  King  of  Naples  for  po- 
litical offenders.  It  is  impossible  to  sup* 
pose  for  a  moment  that  my  noble  Friend 
should  not  at  the  same  time  have  urged 
in  the  strongest  terms  the  desirability  of 
granting  an  amnesty  for  the  Poles.  My 
noble  Friend  gives  no  sign  of  assent  at 
this  moment,  but  I  am  persuaded  my  noble 
Friend  must  have  urged  the  necessity  of 
that  amnesty.  My  Lords,  what  is  called 
an  amnesty  has  in  truth  been  granted. 
What  is  called,  I  say,  for  it  "  keeps  the 
word  of  promise  to  the  ear,  but  breaks  it 
to  the  hope."  Everything  which  deserves 
to  be  called  an  amnesty  should  be  of  a 
comprehensive  character— of  a  generous 
character.  It  should  be  precise  in  its 
terms.  As  to  exceptions,  they  should  be 
distinct  and  clear,  and  the  exceptions 
should  be  of  such  a  nature  as  to  be  justi- 
fied in  the  opinion  of  the  world.  Try  this 
amnesty  by  this  test.  It  is  stated  that 
those  persons  who  partook  of  its  benefits 
on  their  return  to  Poland  shall  be  free 
from  indictment  and  prosecution.  But 
under  what  circumstances  are  they  to  re- 
turn ?  What  are  the  limitations  surround- 
ing it?  Every  person  who  desires  to 
return  shall  in  the  first  instance  present  a 
petition.  He  must  state  in  that  petition 
under  what  circumstances  he  left  the  ter- 
ritory of  Russia,  and  he  must  state  minutely 
everything  which  has  occurred  to  him  from 
that  period  down  to  the  moment  of  his 
petition.  If  the  officer  of  the  Government 
Lord  Lyndhurit 


is  satisfied   with  this    explanation,  then 
only  is  he  permitted  to  avail  himself  of 
the  amnesty  ;  his  civil  rights  are  restored. 
But,  my  Lordsy  we  all  know  and  we  all 
remember,  that  tl^ere  was  a  sweeping  con- 
fiscation of  the  property  of  all  emigrants. 
Not  a  single  word  is  said  about  the  resto- 
ration of  property  or  any  part  of  it ;  so 
that  a  man  who  is  allowed  to  return,  re- 
turns houseless,  distressed,  outcast,  and 
penniless.     Such  is  the  amnesty,  so  far 
as  the  return  to  the  country  is  concerned. 
But  what   is   his  situation  after  his  re- 
turn ?     He  is  to  be  for  three  years  under 
the  siaveiUance  of  the  police.     Everybody 
knows  and  feels  what  must  be  the  posi- 
tion of  a  person  for  three  years  under  the 
iurveiUanee  of  the   Russian   police.      If 
after    the  expiration   of    tliat  time,   the 
report  is  favourable,  he  is  then  allowed  to 
be  a  candidate  for  ofiicial  employment. 
What  are  the  exceptions?     Exceptions, 
my  Lords,  as  I  stated  before,  should  be 
precise  and  well-defined.     These  excep- 
tions are  most  vague  and  unsatisfactory. 
I  find  that  no  person  shall  be  allowed  to 
return  who  has  exhibited  a  spirit  of  hos- 
tility against  the  Russian   Government; 
and  who  is  to  decide  upon  what  may  be  a 
spirit  of  hostility  against  thd  Rusnan  Go- 
vernment?    The  officers  of  the  Rusaian 
Government.   ■  What  can  be  more  nnsatis- 
factory  than  a  provision  of  this  kind.    But 
there  is  one  other  point  to  which  I  would 
call  your  attention.     We  know  that  in  the 
struggle  for  the  liberty  of  Poland  some  of 
the  most  distinguished  inhabitants  of  Po- 
land were  taken  prisoners,  and  sent  on 
foot  in  chains  to  the  deserts  of  Siberia. 
No  part  of  the  amnesty  comprehends  any 
of  that  class  of  persons.     I  have  heard 
that  some  persons  are  surprised  that  the 
most  eminent  of  the  Polish  exiles  have 
refused  to  avail  themselves  of  this   am- 
nesty.    They  have    stated  their  reasons 
in  a  document  which  lies  upon  your  Lord- 
ships' table.     They  say,  *'  We  do  not  ob- 
ject to  this  amnesty  from  personal  consi- 
derations or  feelings,  but  on  principle  ;  for 
if  we  avail  ourselves  of  this  amnesty,  we 
shall  admit  the  injustice  of  our  conduct  in 
struggling  for  the  'preservation  of  the  liber- 
ties of  our  country,  and  we  shall  admit  the 
justice  of  the  proceedings  taken  against 
us.*'     Upon  those  grounds,  therefore,  they 
refused  to  avail  themselves  of  it,  and,  in 
doing  so,   I   think  they  acted   with   the 
greatest  possible  propriety.     If  my  noble 
Friend  did  exert  himself  in  the  Confer- 
ences, the  result  of  his  interference  must 
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be  not  only  mortifyinfi^  to  him  but  offenBive 
to  the  Government  which  he  represented. 
It  may  be  said,  and  I  dare  aaj  will  be 
said,  that  it  is  very  inconvenient  that  I 
should  bring  forward  a  question  of  this 
kind  at  the  present  moment ;  but  I  do  not 
incline  to  that  opinion.  I  am  in  no  way 
connected  with  the  Government.  No  one 
is  responsible  for  anything  which  falls 
from  me.  I  am  not  speaking  as  the  re- 
presentative of  any  party.  I  am  speaking 
my  own  opinion,  and  I  am  sure,  in  speak- 
ing that  opinion,  I  am  speaking  the  opinion 
of  every  wiso  and  temperate  man  in  this 
country  and  on  the  continent  of  Europe. 
1  feel  it  is  a  duty  that  every  person  who  is 
placed  in  a  position  where  bis  voice  can  be 
heard  bhould  raise  his  toice  in  denouncing 
injustice,  tyranny,  and  oppression.  To 
commit  injustice  is  a  crime  ;  to  treat  it 
with  ailenco  is  to  participate  in  tho  crimi- 
nality; and  that  must  be  my  justiScation 
for  the  course  I  have  taken.  I  wish,  there- 
fore, to  put  to  my  noble  Friend,  in  point 
of  form,  the  question  of  which  1  have  given 
notice — that  is,  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has  received  any 
official  communication  of  the  recent  Act  of 
amnesty  issued  in  favour  of  the  Polish 
exiles  by  the  Emperor  of  Russia  ;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  he  will  lay  a  copy  of  it  on  the 
able  of  the  House  ? 

The  Ea&l  of  CLARENDON:  My 
Lords,  when  the  amnesty  to  which  my 
iH>bIe  and  learned  Friend  has  called  the 
attention  of  yoor  Lordships  was  recently 
issued,  we  bad  neither  diplomatic  nor  con- 
sular agents  of  Russia  in  this  country. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  conse- 
quently not  received  a  copy  of  this  docu- 
ment, for  the  correctness  of  which  they 
can  vouch  ;  but  that  amnesty  h&s  been 
published  in  all  the  newspapers,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  which  is  published  is 
correct.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend  oer- 
tainly  requires  no  apology  on  his  part  for 
bringing  this  question  under  your  Lord- 
ships* consideration.  He  says  truly,  he 
is  speaking  as  an  independent  Member  of 
this  House — that  he  belongs  to  no  party — 
that  no  one  is  responsible  for  what  he 
says ;  bat  he  considers  it  his  duty  to  lift 
up  his  voice  against  what  he  characterises 
as  injustice  and  oppression.  1  think  my 
noble  Friend  is  at  ifuU  liberty  to  take  the 
coorae  which  he  has  taken.  I  am,  how- 
ever, sure  he  will  understand  that  the  re- 
Bponsibility  which  weighs  on  me  in  the 
office  which  I  hold  prevents  me  following 

him  in  those  remarks,  or  characterising! 
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the  acts  of  a  foreign  Government  by  such 
terms ;  and  I  am  further  restrained  by 
the  belief  that  the  cause  of  the  Poles 
would  be  prejudiced  rather  than  served  by 
my  doing  so.  In  anstwcr'  to  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend.  I  have  to  assure  him 
that,  being  fully  ahve  to  all  those  cir- 
cumstances in  Polish  history  to  which  he 
has  referred,  and  which  are  familiar  to 
your  Lordships,  the  British  Plenipoten- 
tiaries, in  conjunction  with  the  French 
Plenipotentiaries,  had  determined  to  bring 
the  question  of  Poland  before  the  Con- 
gress, together  with  other  matters  of  ge- 
neral and  European  interest,  after  a  treaty 
of  peace  had  been  disposed  of.  We  had 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  intentions 
of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  towards  Poland 
were  generous  and  benevolent.  We  be- 
lieved that  the  Emperor  was  prepared  to 
grant  a  general  amnesty,  to  restore  cer* 
tain  national  institutions  to  Poland,  to  re- 
cognise the  religion  and  language  of  Po« 
land,  and  to  place  education  in  Poland 
upon  a  larger  and  more  national  footing. 
We  believed,  in  short,  that  it  was  the  in* 
tention  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  to  depart 
from  that  harsh  system  which  has  hitherto 
prevailed  in  the  Government  of  Poland  i 
and  it  was  with  these  expectations  weigh* 
ing  upon  us  that  we  determined  to  bring 
the  subject  before  the  Congress.  But  at 
the  same  time  we  felt  it  to  be  our  duty  to 
make  inquiry  as  to  what  might  be  the  re- 
sult of  that  proceeding  on  our  parts.  Wo 
believed  that,  although  the  Russian  Pleni- 
potentiaries might  deny  our  right  to  inter- 
rogate them,  and  might  say,  in  reply  to  our 
demands,  that  they  were  not  there  to  an- 
swer any  inquiries  we  might  make  respect- 
ing the  internal  administration  of  a  portion 
of  the  Russian  empire  ;  yet  we  did  think 
it  might  not  be  inconsistent  with  the  policy 
of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  and  might  form 
a  fitting  collateral  termination  to  the  la- 
bours upon  which  we  were  engaged  at 
Paris,  that  he  should  have  authorised  his 
Plenipotentiaries  to  announce  to  Europe 
the  intentions  he  entertained  towards  Po- 
land, and  the  mode  in  which  they  were  to 
be  carried  into  effect.  But  when  we  found 
that  this  would  not  be  the  case,  and  that 
any  proceeding  on  our  part  was  likely  to 
lead  to  misrepresentation  in  Russia,  and 
would  interfere  with  thos^e  acts  of  demeocy 
for  which  certainly  the  Emperor  of  Russia 
had  a  right  to  choose  his  own  time,  and 
which  as  certainly  would  lose  much  of  their 
grace  if  it  were  supposed  that  they  had 
been  suggested  or  promoted  by  those  Powers 
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with  whom  he  had  lately  heen  at  war — 
when  we  foand  that  such  would  be  beyond 
all  doubt  the  case,  the  French  and  £ng- 
liah  Plenipotentiaries  departed  from  their 
previous  determination,  and  they  said  no- 
thing about  Poland,  not  because  they  were 
indifferent  to  the  fate  and  the  futurity  of 
Poland,  but  because  they  believed  that  in 
the  present  instance  it  would  be  for  the  in* 
terest  of  Poland  itself  to  remain  silent. 
That  was  the  course  we  pursued,  or  rather 
those  are  our  reasons  for  not  pursuing  the 
course  which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
seems  to  think  we  ought  to  have  followed. 
Certainly,  after  the  expression  of  clement 
intentions  on  the  part  of  the  Emperor  of 
Russia  upon  his  accession  to  the  throne,  I, 
for  one,  did  look  for  a  realisation  of  those 
intentions,  and,  in  common  with  every  one 
else,  I  have  felt  disappointment  at  this  so- 
called  amnesty.  I  am  unable  to  account 
for  what  has  led  to  an  act  of  clemency  so 
restricted  in  its  nature,  and  which  must  be 
inoperative  ;  but  I  do  know  that  the  mere 
rumour  of  a  real  and  general  amnesty  pro- 
duced the  greatest  enthusiasm  in  Warsaw 
in  favour  of  the  Emperor,  and  justified  the 
belief  which  was  entertained  in  Paris  that 
a  large  measure  of  this  kind  would  be  com- 
pletely successful  and  would  render  the  Po- 
lish subjects  loyal  and  grateful,  instead  of 
being  a  source  of  trouble  and  anxiety.  I 
say,  the  mere  rumour  of  an  amnesty  pro- 
duced enthusiasm  in  favour  of  the  Emperor 
of  Russia,  and  I  cannot  but  think  that  that 
manifestation  of  feeling  must  have  been 
gratifying,  and,  if  I  may  presume  to  say 
so,  encouraging  to  him ;  because,  as  far 
as  we  know  the  Emperor's  character,  judg- 
ing from  all  matters  over  which  he  per- 
sonally presides,  he  is  just  and  generous. 
Ho  is,  so  far  as  we  know,  alive  to  the  suf- 
ferings of  his  people,  he  desires  to  promote 
their  happiness  and  prosperity,  and  he  is 
deeply  sensible  of  the  responsibility  which 
weighs  upon  him  in  governing  a  vast  em- 
pire which  is  entirely  dependent  upon  his 
will.  Therefore,  my  Lords,  if  we  are  cor- 
rect in  our  estimate  of  the  Emperor's  cha- 
racter, I  cannot  believe  that  Poland  has 
not  something  more  to  hope  for  and  to 
expect  from  him  than  this  amnesty  which 
my  noble  Friend  has  brought  under  our 
notice.  But,  my  Lords,  I  roust  say  I  be- 
lieve that  if  the  Emperor  does  intend  doing 
anything  for  Poland  it  must  be  spontane- 
ous, and  I  believe  that  that  country  would 
derive  little  benefit  from  either  Parlia- 
mentary discussion  or  the  expression  of 
individual  opinion. 

The  Earl  of  Clarendon 
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THE  CHELSEA  COMMISSIONERS' 
REPORT— QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  said,  he  had  put 
a  question  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  War,  on  a  previous  evening,  the  answer 
to  which  was  not  satisfactory.  The  Re- 
port of  the  Chelsea  Commissioners,  to 
which  he  had  referred,  had  been,  he  be- 
lieved, placed  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty 
on  Monday  last,  although  the  noble  Lord 
on  Tuesday  stated  that  he  was  not  aware 
whether  it  had  been  presented  or  not.  If, 
however,  it  had  been  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  he  wished  to  know  why  it  had 
not  already  been  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  had  led  the 
House  to  believe  that  there  was  something 
still  to  be  done  before  the  Report  could  be 
published ;  that  at  some  subsequent  stage 
after  receiving  Her  Majesty's  approral  it 
would  have  to  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
Government.  He  (the  Earl  of  Luean) 
thought  it  was  only  right  and  just  to 
himself  and  other  officers  that  the  Re- 
port should  be  placed  upon  the  table  and 
published  to  the  country  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment, When  Her  Majesty's  Govemm^t 
would  lay  before  Parliament  the  Report  of 
the  Chelsea  Board  of  General  Officers  ? 

Lord  PANMURE  agreed  with  the  noble 
Earl  that  it  was  only  an  act  of  justice 
towards  those  officers  whose  conduct  had 
been  impugned,  and  at  whose  instance  the 
Board  of  Inquiry  had  been  constituted, 
that  the  Report  of  the  Board  should  be 
made  public  at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment.    The  noble  Earl  had  asked  him  a 
question  upon  the  subject  on  Tuesday  last, 
at  which  time  he  (Lord  Pan  mure)  was  not 
aware  that  the  Report  had  been  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  and  he  answered  accord- 
ingly.     However,  it  appeared  the  noble 
Earl  was    better    acquainted   with   what 
passed    between    Her    Majesty  and    the 
Commander-in-Chief   than  himself,  for  it 
proved  to  be  a  fact  that  on  Monday  last 
the  Commander-in-Chief  did  present  the 
Report,  and  was  in  the  act  of  explaining 
some  portion  of  it  to  Her  Majsty,  when  he 
was  seized  with  the  illness  under  which  he 
still  laboured.     That  Report  was  presented 
in  manuscript,  and  was  unaccompanied  by 
the  evidence  upon  which  it  was  based,  aad. 
to  which  it  constantly  referred.     The  evi« 
dence  was  now  added ;    but  Her  Majesty, 
being  anxious  to  make  herself  acquainted 
with  that  Report,  had  not  yet  sent  it  to 
him  (Lord  Panmure),  and  therefore,  up  to 
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the  present  moment,  the  Goyernment  was 
not  in  possession  of  it.  The  course  which 
the  OoTemment  proposed  to  follow  in  re- 
gard to  the  Report  was  based  upon  the 
precedent  of  the  inqniry  which  resulted 
from  the  Conrention  of  Cintra.  The 
Gommissioneni  reported  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, and,  through  him,  to  the 
Sovereign,  who  then  referred  the  Report 
to  Her  Ministers  for  any  adTice  thereupon 
which  they  might  deem  it  their  dutj  to 
snbmit.  That  was  the  course  which  the 
Jadge-Adyocate  had  pronounced  to  be 
regular  and  according  to  precedent,  and 
which  the  Govemmeut  intended  to  adopt. 
When  the  Report  should  be  sent  to  the 
Goyernment  they  would  take  it  into  con- 
sideration, so  far  as  it  was  their  duty  to 
do  so,  before  they  gaye  any  adyice  to  the 
Soyereign  upon  the  subject. 

Thb  Eabl  of  LUOAN  said,  that  from 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  he  did 
not  see  the  slightest  prospect  of  justice 
being  done  to  those  officers  at  whose  in- 
stance the  inquiry  was  instituted;  there- 
fore he  should  giye  notice  that  he  would 
moye  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  on  Tues- 
day next  for  the  papers. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Friday,  July  11,  1856. 

Monmtt.]  Niw  Msian  SwoBir. — ^For  Calne, 
Sir  Willkm  Fenwick  WUUams,  bt. 

PvBUo  BiULfl. — 1°  LuDfttio  AtjlttniB  Act  Amend- 
ment ;  Imprisonment  for  Debt.     , 

9^  UnlawM  Oaths  (Ireland) ;  BAiliray  Act  (Ire- 
land), 1851,  Continaance ;  Tnmpike  Acts  Gon- 
tittoaDce  (Ireland) ;  Criminal  Justice. 

RULES  OF  THE  HOUSE— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  wish- 
ed to  put  a  question  to  Mr.  Speaker  npon 
a  matter  affecting  the  proceedings  of  the 
House.  There  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  pririlege  which  Memhers  had  in 
raising  discassions  npon  the  different  stages 
of  the  Appropriation  fiill.  It  was  contend- 
ed by  some  that  Memhers  had  the  same 
right  at  the  different  stages  of  the  Appro- 
priation Bill  that  they  had  upon  Supply, 
seeing  that  the  Appropriation  Bill  was  in 
fact  to  gire  legal  effect  to  the  Votes  in 
Supply,  and  the  application  of  the  public 
money.  There  were  others  who  seemed  to 
be  under  the  impression  that  upon  the  dif- 
ferent stages  of  the  Appropriation  Bill 
they  were  limited  to  observations  simply 

VOL.  CXLIII.    [thied  seribs.] 


on  the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  He  was  anxious, 
for  the  guidance  of  the  House,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  tell  them 
what  the  rule  was.  He  perceived  by 
looking  back  that  there  had  been  various 
proceedings  taken  on  the  stages  of  that 
Bill.  Last  year,  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  (Lord  J.  Russell)  introduced  the 
whole  question  of  our  foreign  policy,  and 
the  Italian  question,  and  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter also  made  a  long  speech  on  foreign 
policy  on  the  same  occasion.  On  a  pre- 
vious occasion  the  late  Mr.  Lucas  brought 
on  the  unequal  operation  of  the  income 
tax  in  one  of  the  stages  of  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill.  It  was  most  important  that  they 
should  adhere  to  their  rules,  but  at  the 
same  time  that  they  should  depart  from  no 
constitutional  privilege  which  they  had  en- 
joyed. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  In  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
have  to  state  that  Members  have  no  more 
privileges  with  respect  to  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  than  with  reference  to  any  other 
Bill  before  the  House,  and  that  any  obser^ 
vation  which  they  may  wish  to  make,  and 
any  Amendments  which  they  may  wish  to 
propose,  on  this  Bill,  ought  to  be  strictly 
relevant  to  the  question  before  the  House. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
kind  enough  to  £^ve  me  notice  of  the  cues* 
tion  which  he  has  put  to  me,  I  have  been 
able  to  refer  to  the  Report  of  a  Committee 
of  which  I  had  the  honour  to  be  a  member 
in  1837,  and  on  which  also  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  J.  Graham)  sat.  That 
Committee  was  appointed  to  consider  the 
state  of  public  business  at  that  time,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  it  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  many  hon.  Members,  that  a  very  incon- 
venient and  irregular  practice  had  been  in- 
troduced of  moving  Amendments  upon  the 
Orders  of  the  Day.  Members  asserted  that 
they  had  the  right  upon  the  Question  that 
an  Order  of  the  Day  be  read,  of  moving ' 
any  Amendment  they  thought  proper,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  M.  Gib- 
son) will  turn  to  the  Report  of  those  pro- 
ceedings, he  will  find  that  most  of  the 
Amendments  to  which  he  has  referred 
were  Amendments  on  the  Orders  of  the 
Day.  The  Committee  consulted  the  then 
Speaker,  Mr.  Abercromby,  and  all  those 
persons  connected  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons who  had  had  the   greatest  expe- 
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rience  in  Parliamentary  matterft,  and  I  will 
read  to  the  House  a  paragraph  from  their 
Beport  bearioff  on  ihii  question  i  but  I 
must  first  explain  that  the  Committee  re* 
commended  that  this  practice  of  moving 
Amendments  ou  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
should  he  discontinued,  and  that  there 
should  only  be  two  Amendments  allowed 
on  this  question — ^namely,  that  the  other 
Orders  of  the  Day  should  be  read,  or  that 
some  particular  Order  should  be  read*  They 
proceed  to  state : — 

**  Tour  Committoo  have  been  ^ven  to  under- 
stand that,  according  to  the  practice  now  followed, 
it  would  be  considered  disorderly  to  interpose  upon 
t&is  question  (unless,  of  course,  with  the  excepts 
stated  of  a  Committee  of  Supply  or  Ways  ^id 
Means),  by  interposiog  any  question  not  strictly 
relating  to  the  Bill,  which  the  Hooie  by  its  Order 
has  resolved  upon  considering;  and  they  have 
therefore  deemed  it  unnecessary  to  provide  against 
the  ooenirenee  of  an  attempt  to  disturb  this  eoorse 
of  proceeding,  although  they  wish  strongly  to  im* 
press  upon  the  House  the  propriety  of  maintain- 
ing what  they  deem  to  be  the  established  practice 
at  present,  should  any  attempt  to  interfere  with  it 
be  made. 

This  I  take  to  be  a  clear  statement  of  the 
rules  of  the  House,  and  that  Members  bare 
really  no  greater  pHyileffes  with  reference 
to  the  Appropriation  Bin  than  on  any  other 
Bill.  With  reference  to  the  speech  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
last  year,  to  which  the  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man has  alluded,  the  noble  Lord,  I  remem- 
ber, put  himself  in  order  by  referring  at 
the  commencement  of  bis  speech  to  certain 
votes  in  the  Appropriation  Bill,  upon  which 
the  noble  Lord  founded  the  observations  he 
then  made. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  Was  that  recommen- 
dation ever  affirmed  by  a  Resolution  of  this 
House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  Report  was 
framed  after  great  consideration.  It  stated 
what  was  the  rule  of  the  House  at  that 
time.  That  rule  has  been  maintained  ever 
since,  and  it  is  a  rule  which  I  shall  con- 
sider it  to  be  my  duty  to  maintain  until  the 
House  shall  otherwise  order. 

THE  INDIAN  0ALT  DUTIE£k-^U£3TI0N. 

Sir  JOHN  FAKINGTON  said,  be 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oeatleaian 
the  Preeident  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  oonsequenee  of  the 
Report  from  the  ConmiMioner  appointed 
to  inquiffe  into  the  system  of  mannfacturiog 
salt  m  India,  to  effect  aay  chaage  in  the 
present  salt  aionopoly  of  the  IndiAB  Ge« 
venunent  in  the  rresSdsnciea  of  Bengal 
Mr,  Speaker 


and  Madras,  or  to  lowor  the  rates  of  duty 
on  salt. 

Mb.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  thai  the 
Report  alluded  to  by  the  right  bon.  Baro< 
net  was  not  yet  completed.  A  gr»$t  por«» 
tion  of  Bengal  had  not  yet  been  repeated 
on,  but  when  the  Beport  was  completed  it 
would  be  the  doty  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment to  consider  the  whole  system  with  a 
view  to  its  refision.  The  Commissioner 
was  a  man  of  great  ejperience  and  antho* 
rity,  and  no  doubt  the  steps  taken  by  the 
Indian  Government  would  be  in  confbnnity 
with  his  Report. 

THE  SAPLEIR  FRAUDS^QUEgTIOK. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  said,  he  begged  to 
ask  the  right. hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Irdand  the  name  of  the  ma- 
gistrate before  whom  any  informations  were 
sworn,  the  date  of  the  same,  and  the  day 
upon  which  a  warrant  was  issued  for  the 
appr^ension  of  Mr.  James  Sadleir  ? 

giB  GEORGE  OBEY  said,  if  ho  might 
be  allowed  to  interpose  between  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  point- 
ing out  the  great  inconvenience  of  putting 
questions  of  this  kind  when  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  whom  the  question  was  ad- 
dressed to  enter  into  a  full  explanation  of 
the  circumstances  pending  a  criminal  pro- 
secution.    Independently  of  that  conside- 
ration, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
just  received  information  from  Ireland  that 
a  statement  had  been  made  that  morning 
by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  from  the  bench, 
bringing  several  charges  of  a  grave  eba- 
racter  against  his  conduct  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  his  office  as  Attorney  Creneral. 
If  any  Member  of  that  House  should  Ibink 
fit  to  bring  any  specific  charge  against  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleeian,  he  van 
prepaved  to  give  a  oomplete  answer  te  it  in 
that  House,  hut  if  no  hon.  Member  was 
prepared  to  embody  his  suspicions,  if  he 
might  so  call  them,  in  the  form  of  a  Reao- 
lutioB,  te  be  submitted  to  tbe  House ;  then, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  as 
soon  as  ho  could  obtain  an  accurate  oof  y 
of  what  had  ftdlen  from  the  learned  Judge, 
would  himself  be  ready  to  bring  foivsH^ 
the  ^uesden  in  that  House,  and  would  gjivB 
the  House  a  fsll  and  conpiete  ezplaaaiion 
of  the  oowrse  which  he  had  pursued.     In 
the  meaaliflM^  he  hoped  the  Hevae  woaid 
not  oall  apea  Hie  right  hon.  and  kari^ 
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Gentleman  for  any  fiUtement,  either  in 
reference  to  this  question  or  in  reference 
to  the  notiee  which  had  heen  giren  hj  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  to-night,  which 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Government  it 
wee  inexpedient,  under  the  circnmstaaoes 
of  the  ease,  that  he  should  make. 

Mr.  MAOARTNEY  sud,  he  must  heg 
to  explain  that  the  reason  of  his  putting 
the  question  was  in  consequence  of  an 
appareat  discrepancy  in  the  dates  men- 
tioned bj  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  J.  D.  FitzGerald). 

C£KTRAL  AMERICAN-QUESTION. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  it 
had  been  publicly  stated  by  the  officer  of 
a  company,  called  the  Central  American 
Commercial  and  Agricultural  Company, 
that  he  had  in  his  possession  a  letter 
from  ihe  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  setting  rorth  definitively  the 
limits  of  the  British  settlement  of  "Belize 
and  its  dependencies.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  that 
document  was  in  existence,  and  if  it  were, 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
lay  it  on  the  table  of  the  House  ? 

'^Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  in  the 
year  1836  a  letter  was  addressed  by  his 
ri^t  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  (Sir 
G.  Grey),  who  was  then  Under-Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  to  a  Mr.  Coxe,  in  which 
he  stated  what  were  at  that  time  the  views 
of  the  British  Government  with  regard  to 
the  Umits  of  the  settlement  of  Belize.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  moved  for  the 
prodoctiea  of  the  letter,  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Mb;  KILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  would 
then  move  for  the  production  of  a  copy  of 
theleHer. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  ROYAL  ENGINEERS  IN  THE 
CRIMEA. 

On  the  question  that  the  House  at  its 
rising  should  adjourn  till  Monday, 

C.\PTAnr  LEICESTER  VERNON: 
Sir,  I  rise  pursuant  to  notice  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  services  of 
the  corps  of  Royal  Engineers  in  the 
Crimea.  I  do  so  because  there  is  a  dis- 
position abroad  to  depreciate  the  services 
of  tho  British  army  in  the  Crimea.  I 
think  it  £]gh  time  that  something  should 
be  done  to  eounteract  this  tendency  to 
detract,  and  I  belieye  that  my  statement 


this  evening  will  be  a  step  in  that  diree* 
tion.     No  detraetor  has  ventured  to  ques-* 
tion  the  courage  and  the  conduct  of  the 
British  soldiers  of   the  general  service. 
So  far  as  the  special  corps  are  ooneemcd* 
I  have  never  heard  any  one  bold  enough 
to  say  the  British  Artillery  was  second  to 
any  in  the  world,  and  my  statement  iUs 
evening,  I  trust,  will  show  that  the  British 
Engineers  were  equal,  to  say  the  very 
least,  to  any  body  of  Engineers  that  ever 
took   the  field.      The  war  that  has  jnsi 
terminated,  unHke  any  other  modern  war 
on  record,  narrowed,  itself  into  one  mighty 
siege.     The  victory  of  the  Alma  was  but 
the  introduction  to  the  siege  of  Sebaatepol» 
and  the  baUles  of  Balaklava,  of  Inkerman» 
and  of  the  Tchemaya,  were  but  futile  at« 
tempts  on  the  part  of  the  Russians  to  raiso 
that  siege.    A  fortress  important  rather  for 
its  uses  than  for  its  strength-^^a  fortress  so 
low  in  the  soale  of  scientifio  defence  that 
it  was  supposed,  wroneously  enough,  te  be 
open  to  a  surprise,  so  moderately  fortified 
that  it  was  eonsidered  liable  to  the  affront 
of'  a  coup  de  fMin^  became,   under  the 
pressure  of   circumstances    and    by  the 
mere  force  of  earthworks  erected  by  the 
genius  of  Todtleben,  one  of  the  strongest 
places  on  record,  and  held  at  bay  for  eleven 
months  the  chivalrous  valour  and  the  mill* 
tary  science  of  the  world.     This  war,  then, 
being  a  siege,  it  follows  that  the  battle  wae 
fought  by  science.     It  was  a  war  of  engi- 
neers, and  I  rise   in  my  place  to  claim 
for  the  British  Engineers  their  full  shave 
in  the  achieving  that  great  result  which 
has  brought  about  the  peace.     There  were 
three  great  turning  points  on  which  the 
success    of   the   war   depended.      First, 
there  was  the   selection  of   a  plaee    of 
landing  in  the  Crimea;    secondly,  theiDe 
was  the  decision   as  to  which   front  ef 
Sebastopol  should    be    attacked—- for  we 
were  not  in   a  condition   to    invest  the 
whole,  according  to  the  real  aeeeptatiem 
of   the    term;     and    thirdly,    and    most 
important,  was  the  discovery  of  the  key 
to  the  position  of  tho  front  to  be  attacked. 
Now,   Sir,  I  may  at  once  avow  that  I 
claim  for  the  British  Engineers  the  deci- 
sion on  all  these  throo  points,  and  I  shaH 
confine  myself,  as  much  as  possible,  te 
proving  that  this  was  the  case.     I  must 
trust  to  the  indulgence  of  hon.  Members 
while  I  place  historically  before  them  these 
three  questions  in  their  relative  positiona. 
It  will  be  seen  at  a  glance  that  dus  qu««a« 
tion  widens  itself  from  a  eorps  qtmli^R 
Y2 
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into  a  national  one.  What  I  now  say,  by 
ibe  aid  of  the  press,  will  be  spread  far  and 
wide.  What  I  now  say  will,  doubtless, 
by  many  be  impugned,  and  it  therefore 
behores  me  to  start  on  a  proper  base,  and 
to  go  on  adding  fact  to  fact  in  order  to  be 
able  to  defy  all  contradiction.  In  January, 
1854,  on  account  of  the  appearances  in  the 
East,  Colonel  Vicars,  with  three  engineers, 
left  England  to  place  themselTes  under  the 
orders  of  Admiral  Dundas,  who  commanded 
in  the  East.  At  Gibraltar,  Colonel  Vicars 
was  taken  ill,  and  the  command  detolred 
npon  Captain  Chapman,  now  Colonel  Chap* 
man,  whose  distinguished  serrices  I  have 
had  occasion  previously  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  These  officers  joined 
the  fleet  in  the  Bosphorus,  and  were  de- 
spatched to  reconnoitre  the  strong  position 
of  Maidos,  near  the  Dardanelles.  Now, 
at  this  juncture  the  home  authorities  were 
without  any  precise  information  with  re- 

fard  to  the  JSast.  In  this  dilemma.  Sir 
ohn  Burgoyne,  whose  high  position  as 
Inspector  General  of  Fortifications,  might 
well  have  excused  him  from  the  arduous 
undertaking,  volunteered  his  services,  at 
this  inclement  season,  to  proceed  to  the 
East,  to  make  military  observations  of 
such  forces  as  should  be  sent  by  the  allied 
French  and  English  armies  in  support  of 
the  Turks,  in  the  event  of  a  war  with 
Russia  which  then  appeared  imminent. 
His  services  were  accepted  with  ei^erness. 
On  his  way  through  Paris  the  Emperor 
Napoleon  associated  with  him,  Colonel 
Ardant,  an  officer  of  French  Engineers. 
These  two  officers  proceeded  together  to 
the  Dardanelles,  and  inspected  the  posi- 
tion of  Maidos,  and  afterwards  of  Boulahir, 
preferring  which  latter  the  officers  of  En- 
gineers were  withdrawn  from  Maidos  to 
reconnoitre  Boulahir,  which  they  did  in 
that  inclement  season,  the  snow  being  then 
deep  on  the  ground.  Sir  John  Burgoyne 
and  Colonel  Ardant  then  proceeded  to 
Constantinople  to  reconnoitre  the  position 
of  Bujukchekmedji,  about  twelve  miles 
from  Constantinople,  a  strong  position,  in- 
tended to  be  made  the  base  of  operations 
and  to  cover  Constantinople.  Colonel  Ar- 
dant went  forward  to  examine  the  position 
of  Kara-su,  where  strong  lines  of  defence 
were  available,  connecting  the  sea  of  Mar- 
mora with  the  Black  Sea.  Sir  John  Bur- 
goyne meantime  went  to  Shumla  to  con- 
fer with  Omar  Pasha,  and  he  reconnoitred 
and  reported  upon  Varna.  Thence  he  re- 
turned to  England,  leaving  Qolonel  Ardant 

Captain  LeIeeUer  Vernon 


at  Gallipoli.    Now,  while  Sir  John  Bur- 
goyne was  at  Constantinople,  tliere  was 
presented  to  him  a  project  for  the  defence 
of  that  town  by  certain  French  officers  at- 
tached to  the  embassy*— these  lines  of  de- 
fence were  to  pass  from  the  Sea  of  Mar- 
mora to  the  Gt>lden  Horn,  and  from  that 
to  the  Bosphorus,  passing  within  a  mile 
of  the  suburbs  of  Constantinople.      The 
ground  no  doubt  was  ably  taken  up,  but 
Sir  John  Burgoyne  at  once  pointed  out 
that  it  was  faulty,  because  it  passed  close 
to  an  enormous  population,  and  a  ci^  lia- 
ble to  conflagration  as  Constantinople  no- 
toriously was ;  but  the  principal  objection, 
however,  was,  that  it  abandoned  to  the 
enemy  the  Bosphorus,  which  was  our  only 
means  of  communication  with  the  Black 
Sea.     This  plan  of  defence,  therefore,  was 
abandoned  in  favour  of  that  of  Kara-su, 
which  in  every  point  resembled  the  lines 
of  Lisbon,  with  a  similar  advantage  of , the 
stronghold  of  Bujukchekmedji.  War  being 
at  length  declared,  the  allied  army  was  sent 
to  Gallipoli,  and  took  up  the  iutrenched 
post  of  Boulahir ;  they  then  proceeded  to 
Constantinople, '  leaving  a  small  force  to 
occupy  Gallipoli.      The  Russians  having 
made  no  impression  on  the  Danube,  not- 
withstanding their  vast  military  resources, 
and  the  allied  armies  having  advanced  to 
Varna,  in  support  of  the  Turks,  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Sir  John  Burgoyne  and  of 
Colonel  Ardant  were  criticised  as  being 
too  cautious  and  unenterprising,  by  taking 
up  a  defensive  position  for  Constantinople 
and  the  Dardanelles;  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  at  that  time  the  war  had 
not  begun,  and  it  could  not  have  been 
supposed  that  the  Russians,  who,  in  bo 
arrogant  a  manner,  had  forced  on  the  war, 
should  have  been  held  entirely  in  check  by 
the  Turks ;  and  it  was  therefore  requisite 
that  Constantinople  should  be  protected, 
and  the  Dardanelles,  without  which  there 
were  no  means  of  communicating  with  the 
Sea  of  Marmora,  the  Bosphorus,  or  the 
Black  Sea,  which  latter  was  at  that  time 
in  the  possession  of  the  Russian  fleet ;  in 
a  word,  it  would  have  been  impossible  to 
trust  an  allied  army  in  that  country  if  sach 
a  strong  position  as  GallipoU  and  its  adja- 
cents  had  not  been  found.     Such  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Emperor  Napoleon,  and, 
what  is  more  to  my  purpose,  such  was  the 
opinion  of  Sir  John  Burgoyne.    In  Angaat, 
Sir  John  Burgoyne  was  sent  out  to  com* 
mand  the  engineers  in  the  Crimea,  and 
was  placed  upon  the  staff.    In  September 
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the  army  eml>arked  at  Varaa  for  the  pur- 
pose of  iDvading  the  Crimea.  And  now, 
Sir,  I  come  to  the  first  point  I  wish  to 
proTe,  namely,  the  selection  of  the  part  of 
the  Crimea  in  which  the  landing  was  to  he 
effected.  A  council  of  war  assembled  on 
board  the  Caradoc.  It  was  attended,  on 
the  part  of  the  French,  by  General  Can- 
robert,  by  Colonel  Trochu,  one  of  the 
French  staff,  and  by  General  BLeot,  the 
French  engineer ;  and  on  the  part  of  the 
English,  by  Lord  Kaglan,  by  Sir  George 
Brown,  by  Sir  Edmund  Lyons,  and  by 
Sir  John  Burgoyne.  The  French  held 
the  opinion  that  the  best  place  to  land 
was  at  the  mouth  of  the  Katcha,  and  I 
beliere  that  Sir  George  Brown  coincided 
with  that  opinion,  but  he  said,  "  Before 
coming  to  a  decision  on  this  point,  I  think 
we  ooght  to  know  the  opinion  of  Sir  John 
Burgoyne,  who  has  had  more  practical  ex- 
perience than  any  other  officer  present.'* 
On  this  Sir  John  Burgoyne  declared  that 
the  Kateha  was  not  the  proper  place  to 
land,  that  it  was  a  difficult  and  defen- 
sible ground,  and  close  to  the  resources 
and  reserves  of  the  Russians,  and  he  point- 
ed out,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  safest 
place  for  the  allied  forces  to  land  was  at 
the  Old  Fort.  Sir  John  Burgoyne's  re- 
presentations were  made  known  to  Marshal 
St.  Amaud,  who  at  once  grasped  the  idea 
and  consented  to  the  proposition.  The 
landing,  therefore,  was  safely  effected  at 
the  Old  Fort,  and  Eunatoria  in  the  rear 
was  seiaed  and  occupied.  The  abandoning 
of  the  idea  of  landing  at  the  Katcha  was 
very  diatastefnl  to  some  of  the  officers  of 
the  French  staff,  but  when  that  place  fell 
into  onr  hands,  it  was  seen  that  Sir  John 
Bttigoyne's  estimate  of  the  difficulty  was 
right,  and  that  an  attempt  to  land  there 
would  most  probably  have  been  followed 
by  failure  and  disaster.  I  therefore  think. 
Sir,  that  I  have  now  proved  my  first  point, 
and  that  I  have  a  right  to  claim  the  selec- 
tion of  the  place  of  landing  for  the  British 
engineers.  I  come  now,  Sir,  to  my  second 
point — that  is,  the  selection  of  the  side 
on  which  Sebastopol  was  to  be  attacked. 
After  the  battle  of  the  Alma  the  troops 
advanced  towards  Sebastopol,  across  the 
rivers  Kateha  and  the  Belbek.  Now,  the 
intention  of  the  French,  and  for  which 
tfaej  had  prepared  projects,  was  to  attack 
Sebastopol  on  the  north  side.  Sebastopol 
on  the  nolh  side  was  situated  on  a  pro- 
montarj,  and  its  defences  were  placed  on 
rock  J  heights,  having  in  front  of  them 


strong  ground  of  a  very  defensible  charac- 
ter, narrowed  by  the  bay  of  Belbek  on  ono 
side  and  the  broad  and  deep  valley  of  the 
Tchemaya  at  the  head  of  the  harbour  on 
the  other  side,  the  promontory  being  domi* 
nated  by  a  strong  permanent  work  called 
the  "  Sevemaia."  Now,  Sir  John  Bur- 
goyne did  not  think  that  the  north  side  of 
Sebastopol  was  the  side  to  be  effectuaUj 
attacked ;  he  rather  held  to  the  opinion 
that  it  should  be  attacked  on  the  south 
side,  and  he  wrote  a  Report  to  Lord  Bag- 
Ian,  giving  his  reasons  for  holding  that 
opinion,  an  extract  from  which  Report  I 
will  now,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
proceed  to  read— > 

"  The  oommQnloatiomi  wilh  the  fleet,  whenoe  all 
reftouroes  were  necessarily  obtained,  would  be 
Irom  the  fine  bays  and  harbours  of  Balaklava, 
Eamiesoh,  and  Kazatoh,  instead  of  from  an  en- 
tirely open  beach,  which  was  alone  available  on 
the  north.  The  fronts  that  were  exposed  to  at- 
taok  were  extensive,  and,  though  naturally  of 
great  strength,  were  not  more  so  than  that  of  the 
north,  which  was  limited,  and,  consequently,  ad- 
mitted of  defence  after  defence.  The  south  side 
ooTcred  the  docks,  barracks,  and  all  the  great 
establishments  of  the  place  ;  whersaa,  if  the  north 
promontory  were  obtained,  there  was  the  harbour 
still  intervening,  which  could  not  be  crossed  by 
any  means :  and  the  only  resource  would  have 
been  a  bombardment,  and  not  possession.  In 
rear  of  the  encamping  ground  to  be  oooupied  by 
the  allies  in  front  of  Sebastopol  on  the  south  side 
was  a  compact  and  most  powerful  position  fiusing 
the  country,  and  the  communication  to  it  from 
the  harbours  was  direct  and  comparatively  short, 
while  on  the  north  there  was  no  &vonrabie  posi- 
tion on  the  landside ;  the  ground  to  cover  the 
camp  and  landing  places  must  have  been  of  enor- 
mous extent,  for  tlmt  landing  could  not  have  been 
nearer  than  the  Katcha,  as  the  Belbek  was  com- 
manded by  the  enemy's  batteries,  and  the  commu- 
nication would  have  been  much  longer,  and  over 
two  heights  instead  of  one.  The  enemy,  if  at- 
tacked on  the  north,  having  but  one  front  of  the 
garrison,  of  moderate  extent,  to  cover  could  have 
greatly  increased  the  outer  field  army  for  raising 
the  siege.  In  thoroughly  considering  every  cir- 
cumstance, it  is  impossible  to  conceive  how  the 
operations  could  possibly  be  sustained  against  the 
north  side ;  nor  how  the  army,  were  it  to  remain 
there,  could  avoid  some  frigbtfbl  catastrophe." 

This  Report,  Sir,  was  sent  to  Marshal  St. 
Amaud;  and  that  officer,  with  his  usual 
sagacity,  accepted  the  idea,  and  consented 
to  attacking  Sebastopol  on  the  south  side. 
Then  came  the  question,  how  was  that  to 
be  done  ?  If  there  be  one  axiom  in  war 
more  cogent  than  another,  it  is  that  an 
army  should  never  separate  itself  from  its 
base;  and  if  there  is  any  other  axiom 
equal  to  that  in  cogency,  it  is  that  a  flank 
march  should  never  be  made  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  powerful  or  victorioua  e^emy. 
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Tdt,  At  first  fliglit,  it  iroold  seem  that  tbe 
proposition  of    Sir  John  Burgoyne,  who 
snia  "  March  boldly  from  the  north  to  the 
BOdtb/'  embraced  both  these  militarj  er- 
rors ;  but  it  wits  not  so  in  fisct.     He  pro- 
posed to  leave  one  base,  but  the  base 
moved,   so  that  he  should    fall  upon  it 
Again ;  and  the  flank  march  to  enable  him 
to  reach  the  south  side  of  Sebastopol  was 
not  made  in  the  face  of  a  victorious  but 
in  the  rear  of  a  flying  and  disorganised 
enemy,  and  it  would  place  the  allied  army 
between  Menchikoff  and  Sebastopol.    The 
movement  was,  therefore,  undertaken,  and 
the   army  sat  down    before  Sebastopol, 
never  to  rise  from  it  again  till  it  left  that 
place  and  its  defsnoes  a  shapeless  ruin.     I 
think,  Sir,  therefore,  that  I  am  entitled  to 
say  that  I  have  proved  my  second  point, 
and  that  I  have  a  right  to  claim  the  selec- 
tion of  the  side  on  which  Sebastopol  should 
be  attacked  for  the   British  Engineers. 
The  siege  was  now  commenced  with  scanty 
military  means.     There  were  only  300  or 
400  sappers  where  there  should  have  been 
as  many  thousands — ^for  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  behind  the  earthworks  at 
Sebastopol  was  ranged  the  whole  military 
power  of  Russia— ^and  where,  if  there  had 
been  as  many  thousands,  it  would  have 
saved  thousand  of  lives  and  millions  of 
money  to  the  Allies.    There  were  eighty 
officers  of  Engineers  sent  to  the  Crimea  ; 
of  these  forty-three  were  killed,  wounded,  or 
put  hart  de  ctmibat — a  wholesale  slaughter 
without  ft  parallel.    Many  of  these  officers 
passed  in  that  inclement  season,  and  under 
what  the  French  call  <'  tire  of  hell,''  100 
nights  in  the  trenches,  making  nearly  a 
third  of  the  whole  time  of  the  siege.     Un- 
der that  fire  the  eiecutive  officers.  Chap- 
man and  Gordon,  erected  batteries  of  so 
substantial  a  character  that  they  were  not 
damaffed  by  the  fire  of  the  enemy.     The 
British  artillery  destroyed  the  fire  of  Tod- 
tleben,  the  Russian  artillery  swept  from  the 
face  of  the  earth   the  French  batteries, 
but  no  missile  hurled  against  the  English 
batteries  stopped  for  one  single*  moment 
their  steady,  sure,  and  onward  course.     I 
shall  now  come  to  my  third  point.     From 
the  first  reconnaissance  of  Sebastopol,  Sir 
John  Burgoyne  perceived  that  the  Malakoff 
Was  the  key  to  the  position  of  the  front 
attftck,  and  he  so  represented  it  to  Lord 
Rajrlan.     After  the  battle  of  Inkerman  he 
again  impressed  on  the  authorities  that  the 
Malakoff  was  the  place  to  be  attacked. 
Upon  the  arrival  of  General  Niel,   the 
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French  Aide-de-eamp  of  engioeen  to  tbe 
Emperor,  a  council  of  war  of  the  allied  en- 
gineers was  held ;  at  that  counefl  of  war  Sir 
John  Burgoyne  again  represented  that  tke 
Malakoff  was  the  key  to  the  poution,  and 
that  it  should  be  attacked.  After  tbe  emmcil 
of  war  had  been  held,  wishing  te  place  en 
record  his  opinion  he  reduced  it  to  writing, 
and,  through  Liord  Raglan,  sent  it  to  the 
French  engineer  General  Niel«  The  fol- 
lowing day  General  Niel  called  a  connoil  of 
French  engineers  to  take  under  consider- 
ation Sir  John  Burgoyne's  memoir — ^they 
prepared  a  proces  verhoX  of  what  there 
took  place,  and  sent  a  copy  of  it  to  Lord 
Raglan  for  Sir  John  Burgoyne's  informA- 
tion.  The  first  paragraph  of  that  prooes 
loerhal  stated  that  the  Malakoff  should  be 
attacked  in  compliance  with  the  opinion  of 
Sir  John  Burgoyne.  The  words  used  were 
these-^ 

"  n  r^sulte  des  dispositions  adoptees  en  eonseil, 
•t  iuiYant  le  vgdu  exprime  par  Is  Lleiit«iia&t  6^ 
n^ral  Sir  John  Burgofae,  que  des  travftua  d'ap- 
proche  devront  Stre  ez6cut68  devant  la  tour 
Malakoff,  aftn  de  pouvoir  attaquer,  par  ce  point 
dominant,  lo  fiiubourg  do  Karabelnaia,  en  m()me 
tempt  qu'on  donnera  I'sssaUt  h  la  partis  ouest  de 
la  vUle." 

I  think,  therefore,  Sir^  I  have  a  right  to 
say  that  I  have  made  out  my  third  point, 
and  that  I  am  justified  in  daiming  the 
discovery  of  the  key  to  the  front  mttAicked 
for  the  British  Engineers.  Now,  Sir,  that 
I  have  established  tbe  claim  of  the  British 
Engineers  to  the  merit  of  deciding  oti  the 
three  turning  points  of  this  war«--they 
forming  a  part,  and  an  important  one,  of 
the  British  army^-^what  becomes  of  tho 
case  of  those  who  would  seek  to  depre- 
ciate tbe  services  of  the  British  army  m  tho 
Crimea  f 
Subject  dropped. 

THE  MASTER  OF  THE  AOLLS  AND  THE 
ATTORNEY  GENERAL  FOR  IRELAND* 
Mr*  NAPIER :  Sir,  an  appeal  has  been 
made  to  me  not  to  put  a  question  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  and  which  has  refe* 
rence  to  a  chsrge  made  a  week  ngo  in  this 
House  against  one  of  the  Judges  of  the 
land,  a  very  esteemed  Friend  of  mit^e. 
With  that  request  I  unfortunately  can* 
not  comply.  1  heurd  my  friend  charged 
by  the  right  hen.  And  learned  Qentle- 
man  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireletit], 
with  disregard  of  the  obligation  of  his  oath 
as  a  Privy  Councillor.  To  that  cbar^  i 
listened  with  the  deepest  pain  ;  but  I  did 
not  interpese>  becftnse  I  th(raghl  that  it 
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would  bo  Uftler  to  wait  until  I  was  in  fall ) 
potMMioii  of  all  the  facts  of  the  oaie.  Of 
these  facts  I  am  now  completely  master, 
and,  being  so,  I  am  prepared  for  any  in- 
restigation  which  it  may  be  thought  right 
to  institute,  yet  I  am  now  to  be  told  that 
inquiry  is  inexpedient,  and  that  my  month 
is  to  be  dosed,  and  that  I  am  not  to  rebut 
the  charge  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Sir,  I  must  protest  against 
such  treatment,  and  I  confidently  rely  on 
the  sense  of  honour  and  justice  which  dis- 
tinguishes this  House*  I  stapd  up  not  so 
much  to  repel  tho  charge  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland— though  that  also  I 
am  prepared  to  do— as  to  defend  the  right 
of  an  absent  man — a  man  of  as  high  honour 
as  erer  sat  in  this  assembly— a  man  of  un- 
blemished character  and  unimpeachable  in- 
tegrity, and  one  of  whose  friendship  I  haTo 
eter  been  prond.  I  rise.  Sir,  to  solicit  the 
privilege  of  making  a  short  statement,  and 
of  putting  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  this  simple  question — whether  he 
is  prepared  to  abide  by  the  charge  which 
he  made  in  this  House  a  few  evenings  since 
against  my  right  hon«  and  learned  Friend 
tho  Irish  Master  of  the  Rolls  ?  If  so,  I  am 
prepared  to  meet  him  on  that  poiut.  I 
will  meet  him  any  where*^in  this  House  or 
out  of  this  House,  and  I  will  fearlessly 
declare  what  I  honestly  believe — that  his 
charge  is  wanton  and  unfounded.  That 
charge  is,  that  there  has  been  on  the  part 
of  the  Master  of  the  Bollsi  a  disregard  of 
the  obligation  of  his  oath  as  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor. I  have  myself  the  honour  to  be  a 
Priry  Councillor,  and  so,  too,  have  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
in  Ireland,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Common  Fleas,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron, 
and  my  learned  friend  Mr.  Brewster. 
We  are  all  Members  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
eii,  and  it  is  essential  to  our  honour  that 
it  should  be  distinctlv  understood  what 
are  our  duties  and  obhgations  as  such,  for 
it  would  appear,  according  to  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  that  it  is  part  of  our  duty  to  go 
as  informers  to  the  Castlo  of  Dublin,  and, 
if  we  are  Jodges,  to  lay  before  the  Lord 
Liantenant  the  particulars  of  the  cases 
which  may  have  come  under  our  judicial 
oogttisaace,  with  a  view  to  the  institution 
of  erimtnal  proceedings.  According  to  the 
doctrina  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  who,  by  his  assi* 
dttttj,  aenteness,  and  great  learning,  had 
unrafsUed  o  most  Aotwlous  fraud,  was 


bound  under  the  obligation  of  his  oath  as 
a  Privy  Councillor  to  put  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive in  motion,  and  to  lay  before  them 
such  information  as  would  have  induced 
them  to  interfere,  in  order  that  the  crimi- 
nal-»a  Member  of  this  House-^might  be 
brought  to  justice.  The  ease  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  is,  that  a  crime 
was  committed ;  that  the  criminal  has  fled, 
and  is  no  longer  amenable  to  the  law  ;  and 
that  his  facilities  for  flight  and  the  conse- 
qnent  miscarriage  of  justice  are  to  be  attri- 
buted to  a  disregard  on  the  part  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  bf  his  solemn  oath  as 
a  Privy  Councillor  and  of  his  duty  towards 
his  Sovereign.  Sir,  I  heard  that  accusa- 
tion with  profound  indignation,  but  I  have 
now  obtained  an  accurate  knowledge  of  all 
the  facts,  and  I  am  prepared  to  abide  by 
any  decision  that  the  House  may  pro- 
nounce on  the  statement  I  am  about  to 
submit.  On  the  3rd  of  March,  the  affairs 
of  the  Tipperary  Joint-stock  Bank  came 
before  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  for  Ireland 
on  a  Motion  under  the  Winding-up  Act. 
The  Master  of  the  Rolls  investigated  the 
case  with  all  the  patience,  diligence,  and 
industry,  for  which  he  is  remarkable--«nd 
that,  let  me  assure  you,  is  saying  not  a 
little,  for  there  never  sat  upon  the  bench  a 
Judge  who  was  governed  by  a  more  intense 
love  of  justice.  He  saw  at  a  glance  that 
there  had  been  fraud  of  a  gross  and  gigan- 
tie  character.  He  investigated  it  carefully 
and  most  minutely,  and  in  the  judgment 
which  he  delivered  on  that  preliminary 
motion,  he  emphatically  called  attention 
to  the  swindling  which  had  occurred,  and 
which  affected  a  large  number  of  persons 
and  a  vast  amount  of  property  ;  and  he 
made  especial  allusion  to  the  fictitious  ba- 
lance-sheet that  had  been  signed  by  a  gen* 
tleman  who  professed  to  act  on  behalf  of 
the  directors.  The  observations  which  fell 
from  the  bench  on  that  occasion  were  can- 
vassed by  the  public  press,  and  on  the  10th 
of  March  the  leading  journal  of  this  coun- 
try, commenting  upon  the  case,  urged  the 
propriety  of  taking  measures  to  prevent 
the  escape  of  the  parties  implicated,  and 
recommended  that  the  attention  of  the 
public  prosecutor  should  be  called  to  the 
subject.  Subsequently  the  matter  came 
under  the  consideration  of  a  Master  in 
Chancery,  on  an  application  relating  to 
certain  English  shareholders,  who  had 
been  victimised.  The  Master  heard  the 
case,  and  certainly  he  was  of  opinion*— 
though  the  facts  on  which  he  based  that 
opinion  are  not  kuown  to  U9 — that  those 
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shsrebolders  were  liable,  and  in  so  deoid- 
iog  be  alflo  released  otber  parties  from  tbe 
imputation  of  fraud.  But  from  tbat  deci- 
sion, ihere  was  an  appeal  to  tbe  Master  of 
the  Rolls  in  Ireland.  It  came  on  for  argu- 
ment at  tbe  latter  end  of  the  month  of 
Maj,  and  was  eamesUj  debated  bj  some 
of  the  most  learned  and  able  men  at  tbe 
bar.  I  hare  a  shorthand  note  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  I  beg  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  to  the  importance  of  the  dates. 
On  the  3rd  of  June  the  arguments  ended, 
and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  as- 
serts, that  upon  that  occasion  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  disregarded  his  duty  as  Judge. 
[Mr.  J.  D.  FrrzGERALD  :  No,  no  !]  I  l^g 
your  pardon,  I  heard  the  charge  made, 
and  I  have  a  distinct  recollection  of  the 
words.  I  heard  it  made,  and  I  also  heard 
the  words  cheered  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net ihe  Home  Secretary.  The  charge 
was  that,  before  being  prepared  to  give 
judgment,  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  prema- 
turely broke  out  in  accusations  against  the 
Ooremment — that  if  the  offender  had  es- 
caped, his  escape  was  attributable  to  this 
precipitate  expression  of  opinion — and  that 
that  eminent  Judge  had  also  riolated  his 
duty  as  a  Prify  Councillor  in  not  commu- 
nicating the  criminatory  facts  and  docu* 
ments  which  came  before  him  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  would  hare  handed  orer 
the  facts  and  the  materials  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  to  enable  him  to  pro- 
secute. On  the  3rd  of  June,  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  after  alluding  to  the  enor- 
mous frauds  that  had  been  committed,  and 
intimating  that  from  the  very  great  im- 
portance of  the  case,  his  Honour  would 
defer  his  judgment  to  a  future  day,  said — 

"  That  the  Irish  GoTemment  appeared  to  hare 
taken  no  notice  of  the  case,  and  he  must  say 
that,  if  the  GoTernment  remained  quiescent,  they 
would  be  guilty  of  the  greatest  dereliction  of  their 
duty  to  the  public,  and  could  not  complain  if  the 
public  should  say  that  they  had  connived  at  the 
matter ;  and  that  there  might  be  no  mistake 
about  it  he  would  read  what  the  law  was  from 
the  judgment  of  Lord  Campbell  in  the  case  of 
Buntes  ▼.  Pamell  (2d  House  of  Lords'  Cases, 
p.  624).  Zlis  Honour  then  read  from  the  judg- 
ment the  quotation  about  the  lictitious  dividend 
of  ^m  per  cent.,  and  that  directors  giving  such 
were  guilty  of  a  conspiracy,  and  were  liable  to  be 
prosecuted  and  punished,  the  same  as  the  last 
quotation  afterwards  jT^ven  in  bia  Honour's  writ- 
ten judgment.  Mr.  Fitzgibbon .  then  read  from 
the  Banker's  Act,  that  such  frauds  were  punish- 
able by  prosecution  and  imprisonment;  and  his 
Honour  concluded  by  saying,  '  he  would  wish  to 
know  if  such  a  system  of  fraud  was  to  be  carried 
on  in  a  civiliaed  country  jind  no  notice  taken 
of  it.'" 

Mr.  Napisr 


The  materials  for  a  criminal  proaeentioa 
baring  presented  themseWes,  the  Matter 
of  the  Rolls,  finding  that  in  tbe  interval, 
between  the  3rd  of  March  and  the  3rd  of 
June,  nothing  whatever  had  been  done  to 
bring  the  duinquent  to  justice,  declared 
there  could  be  no  doubt  tiiat,  speaking  on 
the  authority  of  the  opinions  expressed  by 
Lord  Campbell  and  Lord  Brougham  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  a  criminal  fraud  had  been 
committed  in  the  case  which  he  was  in« 
▼estigating.  The  real  party  inculpated 
by  these  observations  was  undoubtedly  the 
Member  for  Tipperary.  This  occurred  on 
the  3rd  of  June.  In  a  letter  addressed  to 
me  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  says,  that 
every  fact  and  statement  referred  to  in 
his  judgment  was  supported  by  some  one 
or  other  of  the  affidavits  deposited  in  tbe 
Master's  Office,  or  in  the  hands  of  the 
official  manager  of  the  bank.  Thus,  every 
source  of  information  accessible  to  the 
Master  of  tbe  Rolls  was  equally  as  aocesst- 
sible  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown. 
Soon  afterwards  the  remarkable  letter 
from  John  Sadleir  to  his  brother,  directing 
the  latter  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
fraud  should  be  committed,  was  discovered, 
and  having  been  lodged  with  the  official 
manager,  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  on  the  14th 
of  June.  Now,  Sir,  I  boldly  avouch  that 
tbe  Master  of  the  Rolls  has  done  his  duty 
as  a  Privy  Councillor.  What  are  the 
obligations  contained  in  the  oath  taken 
by  a  Privy  Councillor?  In  £laeksUme*s 
ComrMfUariei,  vol.  i.,  page  230,  it  is 
stated— 

*f  The  duty  of  a  Privy  Councillor  appears,  from 
the  oath  of  oflBce,  which  consists  of  seTon  arti- 
cles— 1st,  To  advise  the  King  according  to  the 
best  of  his  cunning  and  discretion.  2nd.  To  ad> 
rise  for  the  King's  honour,  and  the  good  of  the 
public,  without  partiality,  through  affMstion»  love, 
need,  doubt,  or  dread.  3rd.  To  keep  the  Kin^'a 
counsel  secret.  4th.  To  avoid  corruption.  6th. 
To  help  and  strengthen  the  execution  of  what 
shall  hd  there  resolved.  6th.  To  withstand  all 
persons  who  would  attempt  the  contrary.  And 
lastly,  in  general,  7thly.  To  observe,  keep,  miiI 
do  all  that  a  good  and  true  councillor  ought  to  do 
to  his  sovereign  lord." 

Therefore,  in  the  face  of  this  House  and 
the  public,  I  challenge  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  as  a  man  of  character  and 
honour,  to  point  out  what  part  of  this  oath 
has  not  been  faithfully  and  scrupulously 
observed  by  a  Judge  as  fearless  as  he  is 
faithful.  I  call  upon  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  state  tbe  grounds 
upon  which  he  has  impeached  the  conduct 
of  the  Judge,  who,  by  dint  of  great  laarn* 
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mg»  MMdmtj,  and  zeal,  has  snoeeeded  in 
nnratelling  a  gigantic  system  of  fraud, 
and  in  elioiting  sufficient  materials  to  ena- 
ble the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  by  the 
ezereise  of  proper  diligenecy  to  detect  the 
criminal  and  bring  him  to  condign  punish- 
ment.    Well  might  any  man,  under  the 
circnrastanoes,  hare  been  astounded  and 
bdignant  at  no  inquiry  being  instituted, 
and  no  step  taken  in  order  to  put  the  de- 
linquent on  his  trial.     The  Master  of  the 
Rdlsy  as  was  to  be  expected,  was  sur- 
prised at  this,  and  he  made  the  obsenration 
imputed  to  him.    Now,  Sir,  what  occurred 
on  the  3rd  of  June  ?     A  telegraphic  mes- 
sage came  across   to  know  the  day  on 
which  the  Master  of  the  Roils  intended  to 
give  his  judgment  in  form  —  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  having  postponed  his  formal 
judgment  that  he  might  put  it  in  a  final 
shape.  A  more  elaborate  judgment  I  never 
read — it  brings  home  to  the  parties,  be- 
yond a  doubt,  the  case  against  them.  That 
was  on  the  20th  of  June.    Now,  what  was 
done  between  the  3rd  of  June  and  the 
20th  ?  After  the  judgment  of  the  20th  of 
June,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  for 
the  first  time,  applies  to  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  on  the  subject.     The  Master  of  the 
Rolls  sees  the  counsel  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral in  chambers,  and  he  gives  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  every  informa- 
tion in  his  power,  and  tells  him  where  to  get 
the  documents.   After  the  3rd  of  June  the 
letter  of  Mr.  John  Sadleir  to  his  brother 
James  appeared.     The  Attorney  General, 
on  the  17th  or  18th  of  June,  said  that  the 
criminal  had  escaped  ;  but  mind,  I  do  not 
want  to  mix  up  the  two  questions  more 
than  necessary.     I  came  here  to  defend 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  to  speak  out 
my  mind  that  he  has  been  injured  wrong- 
fully in  the  face  of  the   public;    that  a 
gross  fraud  having  been  detected,  it  has 
been  imputed  to  him  that  through  him  the 
criminal  has  escaped  justice.     Now,  I  say 
that  up  to  the  tmie  I  have  indicated,  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  applied  his  mind  to 
the  case,    and   furnished   the  means  by 
which  the  criminal  could  be  secured.     It 
b  painful  to  have  to  defend  a  man  who 
has  discharged  his  judicial  duties  so  ably, 
froBS  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  who  has  held  him 
up  to  the  world  as  not  having  discharged 
his  duty  as  a  Judge,  and  as  violating  his 
oath  aa  a  Privy  Councillor.     I  have  for 
many  years  bed  the  satisfaction  of  labour* 
ing  with  the  talented,  indefatigable,  and 
hooeat  Maater  of  the  Rolls ;  the  friendship 


and  regard  which  I   contracted  for  him 
have  never  since  its  commencement  for  a 
moment  diminished,  and  I  trust  it  never 
will ;  and  of  this  I  am  certain,  that  a  more 
able  and  more  painstaking,  a  more  impar- 
tial Judge,  and  one  more  devoted  in  his 
duty  to  his  Sovereign,  never  sat  on  the 
bench.   I  feel  it  to  be  most  pamful  to  have 
to  defend  such  a  Judge  from  being  held 
up  in  this  House  as  having  violated  his 
duty  as  a  Judge  and  a  Privy  Councillor. 
I  should  be  sorry  if  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  were  denied  the  amplest  oppor* 
tunity  for  offering  explanations.  This  case 
must   be  thoroughly  sifted,  because  the 
honour  of  this  House  is  involved  in  it.     A 
Member  of  this  Assembly  stands  chaiged 
with  having  been  concerned  in  a  gigantic 
fraud,  by  which  many  innocent  persons  in 
this  country  would  have  been  victimised 
but  for  the  intervention  of  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls — ^he  has  escaped  from  justice, 
and  it  is  essential  that  we  should  inauire 
by  whose  default  his  escape  has  ansen. 
For  myself,  I  can  only  say  that  in  any 
such  investigation  I  shall  be  glad  to  ren« 
der  my  best  assistance,  with  a  sincere  de» 
sire  that  every  man  impugned  should  have 
a  fair  opportunity  of  defending  himself.    I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  Government  will 
afford  the  earliest  opportunity  for  an  inquiry 
to  take  place.  The  public  demands  one,  and 
it  must  be  conceded.    But  the  point  which 
I  wish  to  put  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  is  this-^e  may  have  unadvisedly 
and  in  a  moment  of  inadvertence  made 
this  charge   against   the  Master  of   the 
Rolls.     If  so,  I  call  on  him  unequivocally 
to  retract  it,  and  frankly  to  acknowledge 
that  it  cannot  be  sustained,  and  then,  for 
myself,  I  shall  be  content  that  this  pain- 
ful controversy  should  at  once  terminate. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  these  unfounded 
aspersions  are  not  unambiguously  and  ex- 
plicitly withdrawn — if  the  slightest  stain  is 
still  attempted  to  be  cast  upon  the  spot- 
less honour  of  this  upright  and  learned 
Judge,  I  have  no  alternative  but  to  pursue 
this  inquiry  to  the   uttermost,   until  we 
have  a  full  investigation  into  all  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mb.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD) ; 
Sir,  the  House  will  doubtless  recollect  the 
chidlenge  thrown  down  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  and  I  can  assure  it 
that  I  am  not  one  who  will  allow  him  to 
recede  from  the  position  that  he  has  taken 
up.  The  right  hon«  and  learned  Gentleman, 
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wben  be  WM  Abimt  t6  impdaoh  the  oharae- 
ter  of  a  Menber  of  tbit  Houte^  sboald^  I 
tbfiik,  h*f6  aoted  with  more  delioaoj-^ 
more  generosity^— to  haye  yielded  to  the 
inggestioa  of  pottponement,  being  ioform- 
ed  that  within  the  last  hour  a  telegraphic 
message  had  been  reeeired,  announoing  that 
a  Oonrt  of  Justice  has  this  day  been  dese- 
crated, and  a  scene  enacted  in  it  of  such  a 
eharaeter  as  I  confess  I  am  unwilling  to 
credit.  Until  that  intelligence  has  been 
coDflrmed  it  will  not  do  to  assume  that  it 
is  unquestionably  authentic,  and  therefore 
I  thittlt  that  this  question  ought  not  to  be 
taken  piecemeal,  but  should  be  brought  on 
when  an  opportunity  shall  hare  been  afford- 
ed for  those  full  and  clear  explanations  to  be 
gWen,  in  which  I  hope  to  be  able  satisfacto- 
rily to  defend  mt  own  character  from  the  at- 
tack which  has  been  made  upon  it  *,  and  also 
to  tindioate  the  Gotemment,  of  which  I  am 
a  member.  If  the  learned  Judge  who  has 
been  referred  to  has  been  guilty  of  miscon- 
duct—and from  the  information  I  hate  ob- 
tained I  should  think  there  has  been  gross 
misconduct-— the  matter  is  one  which  de- 
mands the  fullest  explanation.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  howeter,  who 
exhibits  a  plausible  generosity  in  dealing 
with  his  political  adversaries,  declines  to 
postpone  his  question  for  a  single  day,  and 
calls  upon  me  for  an  explanation,  when  he 
knows  that  I  cannot  have  in  my  hands  at 
this  moment  the  requisite  information  or 
the  full  particulars  of  the  charge.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  com- 
menced his  observations  by  referring  to 
the  proceedings  which  took  place  on  the 
drd  of  March,  at  least  six  weeks  before  I 
held  the  office  of  Attorney  General.  I  was 
not  sworn  in  as  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land until  the  14th  of  Aprih  I  vacated 
my  seat  in  this  House  upon  accepting 
office.  I  was  subsequently  charged  with 
the  performance  of  an  important  public 
duty— that  of  cond acting  the  prosecution 
at  Oavan  against  the  murderers  of  Miss 
Hinds  ;  and  it  was  not  until  the  14th  of 
April  that  I  actually  filled  the  office  of 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  yet  I  am 
called  upon  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  answer  for  proceedings  which 
took  place  on  the  3rd  of  March.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says — 
and  he  says  he  heard  it — that  in  this 
House  I  accused  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
of  disregarding  his  oath  as  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor, and  of  dereliction  of  his  judicial 
duties.  Now,  I  did  neither  the  one  nor 
the  other*     I  ask  the  attention  of   the 
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House  to  what  did  take  place  en  this  oc- 
casion, and  to  put  a  fair  oonstmotion  upon 
the  language  used.  I  have  sot  been  in 
communication  with  any  parties  upon  this 
subject,  but  I  hare  derived  my  information 
solely  from  the  public  newspapers.  I  shall 
first,  with  the  permission  or  the  House, 
read  an  extract  from  a  nowspaperi  tiie 
authority  of  which  I  think  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  not  be  disposed 
to  impugn.  Nay,  I  am  prepared  to  tell 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
my  information  leads  me  to  believe,  that 
the  statement  in  the  Dublin  \Bvenmff  MM 
is  taken  from  a  manuBcript  judgment  ef 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  delivered  on  the 
3rd  of  June  last.  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  the  statements  contained  in  that  judg- 
ment, which  led  me  to  address  some  obser- 
vations to  this  House  on  a  subsequent  oo- 
casion.  The  case  was  argued  before  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  ;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Beasy),  one 
of  the  counsel  in  the  case,  who  appeared 
for  the  official  manager  of  the  Tipperary 
Bank,  having  referred  to  some  observationa 
on  the  part  of  the  Bnglish  shareholdera 
that  there  was  fraud  in  the  case  in  respect 
of  which  they  ought  to  be  discharged, 
proceeded  to  say:^* 

"  That  the  OTidence  offered  on  this  appeal  had 
gone  heyond  the  case  made  in  the  Master's  ofBce» 
and  therefore  that  muoh  of  it  was  not  admlislhlA. 
The  appellant  had  made  his  case  without  eharging 
Mr.  James  Sadleir  with  fraud*  He  had  never  ap- 
plied to  amend  his  affidarits  or  alter  his  case,  Ua 
called  upon  his  Lordship  to  confine  the  evidence  to 
the  facts  pleaded ;  and  as  there  was  no  case  of 
fraud  by  Mr.  James  Sadleir  made  on  the  appol- 
lant's  affidavits  in  the  Master's  offioe,  he  submitted 
his  Honour  ought  not  to  permit  it  to  be  now 
made." 

Now,  I  must  inform  the  House  that« 
from  the  4th  of  March,  this  case  had 
been  under  investigation  in  the  office  of 
Master  Murphy,  that  James  Sadleir  had 
been  examined  as  a  witness,  that  he  had 
made  affidavits  in  the  case,  and  that  five 
days  previously  Master  Murphy  prononnoed 
his  judgment,  in  which  he  acqiutted  the 
parties  before  him,  including  James  Sad<* 
leir,  of  the  eharge  of  fraud.  [Mr.  Ka« 
pibr:  The  letter  of  John  Sadleir.]  That 
interruption  on  the  part  of  the  right  koa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  unneoeasary. 
The  letter  to  which  the  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  refers  was  not  discovered 
until  the  13th  of  June,  ten  days  after  the 
Master  of  the  Eolis  made  the  obaenra* 
tions  I  am  about  to  read.  The  right  hoa* 
and  learned  Qeotlemao  is  yute  righa  ia 
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aftUiBg  tUipfckwi  to  Ihat  important  letter, 
Imomim  1  am  prepared  to  state,  .tBat  if 
there  ia  a  atietaiflable  charge  against  James 
Badleir  it  is  based  upon  that  remaricaUe 
letter,  which  did  not  see  the  public  light 
utU  the  13th  of  Jdne»  Master  llnrphj, 
who  is  known  to  many  Members  of  this 
House  as  a  lawyer  of  great  ezperienee  and 
a  meet  industrious  Judge,  and  of  whom  I 
may  say,  without  meaning  to  disparage 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  that  his  oha- 
raeter  stands  as  high  as  the  oharaeter  of 
that  learned  indrridual — Master  Murphy, 
having  delivered  a  written  judgmentt  ac- 
quitting all  parties  before  him  of  fraud,  the 
case  eame  on  appeal  five  days  afterwards 
before  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  who^  in 
the  oenrse  of  his  observations,  said :— * 

•'  Although,  as  I  have  stated,  I  intend  to  con- 
sider this  matter  attentiToly  before  firing  my 
judgment,  still  there  is  one  question  which  I  oon- 
■ider  it  to  be  a  duty  due  by  me  to  the  public  to 
pass  m/  opinion  on  at  present.  I  wish  to  express 
my  unbounded  astonishment  that  the  Irish  Go- 
Temment  hare  not  thought  fit  to  take  any  notioe 
of  this  case.  It  is  of  &e  last  importanoe  to  the 
interests  of  both  parties  that  they  should  do  so ; 
and,  if  they  choose  to  remain  quiescent,  and  shrink 
from  the  duty  that  dcTolves  upon  them  of  placing 
this  case  before  the  prosecutors  for  the  Crown,  I 
think  that  they  will  be  guilty  of  a  gross  derelic- 
tion of  duty. 

"Wlien  giving  judgment  I  purpose  to  enter 
into  tbe  ikcta  at  considerable  length,  and  I  under- 
take to  prore  that,  if  Government  determine  upon 
continning  to  bo  quiescent,  they  can  have  no  right 
to  complain  if  the  public  charge  them  with  conniv- 
ance at  conspiracy.  I  repeat  that  the  Govern* 
ment  must  interfere.  They  ma^,  perhaps,  pre- 
tend ignorance  of  the  law  that  is  applicable  to 
this  case,  but  I  will  now  lay  it  down  for  them  dis- 
tinctly.'* 

At  A  sobsequent  stage  of  the  proceedings 
the  Master  of  tho  BoUa  said  : — 


"  It  was  objected  that  no  case  of  fraud  on  tho 
psH  of  James  Badleir  had  been  made  before  the 
Kaster.  If  the  appellants  believed  that  there  had 
been  combination  and  conspiracy  between  tho  two 
brothers,  and  If,  to  avoid  any  question  on  the 
point  raised,  they  desired  to  hand  in  affidavits  of 
lliese  flMUters,  he  would  permit  them  to  be  re- 
eeived-^tbe  oiBeial  manager  to  be  at  liberty  to 
answer  them  if  any  new  question  of  fact  were 
raised  by  them." 

Ro  one.  Sir,  ean  read  that  statement  of 
the  Iffaater  of  the  Bolls  without  regarding 
it  aa  a  distinet  eharge  made  by  him  from 
the  seat  of  jnstioe  against  the  Irish  Exece- 
tite  of  dereliction  of  doty  and  connivance  at 
erime*  When  I  speak  of  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive I  speak  of  myself,  for  if  there  has 
been  derelietidb  of  duty  on  the  part  of  tbe 
Irish  Oevemtneat  it  is  upon  me  that  the 
reepenaibUity  restij  and  I  am  tbe  last  man 


to  attempt  to  shrink  from  that  reaponsi- 
bility.  I  saw  the  statements  I  have  read 
accidentally  on  the  6th  of  June.  It  hap- 
pened that  a  copy  of  the  Freeman^s  Jour- 
nal^ which  contained  a  petition  agreed  to 
by  the  corporation  of  Dublin  against  a  Bill 
before  the  House,  was  sent  to  me,  and  the 
judgment  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  being 
in  tbe  same  paper  I  thus  became  acci- 
dentally aware  of  the  observations  he  had 
made.  Shortly  afterwards  a  question  was 
put  to  me  on  the  subject  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dunkald  (Mr.  Bowyer), 
which  I  immediately  answered.  Subse- 
quently I  was  interrogated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Enniskillen  (Mr.  White- 
side), and  finally  a  question  was  put  to  me 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  G.  H. 
Moore),  which  led  to  the  observations  that 
are  now  the  subject  of  controversy.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  did  not  a£fbct  to 
disguise,  what  was  apparent  from  the 
terms  of  his  question,  that  its  object  was 
to  impute  to  the  Government  connivance 
in  the  transactions  which  were  the  subject 
of  judicial  investigation.  [Mr.  G.  H. 
Moona :  Hear !] — In  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion, observations  fell  from  me  in  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Napier)  asserts  that  I  impeach- 
ed the  character  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls, 
either  judicially  or  in  his  capacity  of  a 
Privy  Councillor.  Sir,  I  wish  most  dis- 
tinctly to  deny  both  those  assertions.  I 
answered  as  fully  as  I  could  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo.  I  ezplaioed 
in  detail  what  had  taken  place,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  having  asked  whether  Mr. 
James  Sodleir  had  escaped  from  this  coun- 
try, and  if  so»  whether  I  could  account  for 
his  escape,  I  replied  that,  from  the  mo- 
ment the  attention  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment had  been  called  to  tho  subject  there 
had  been  no  want  of  vigilance  or  activity 
in  setting  the  law  in  force,  and  in  render- 
ing any  persons  who  had  been  guilty  of 
crime  amenable  to  justice.  I  further 
stated,  that  if  James  Sadleir  had  left  the 
country — a  fact  of  which  I  was  not  aware 
-—he  had  done  so  in  consequence  of  the 
alarm  created  by  the  observations  of  the 
learned  Master  of  the  Bolls.  I  also  said, 
what  I  state  again,  that  I  considered  those 
observations  irregular — "irregular"  being 
the  strongest  observation  I  used.  I  will 
read  from  The  Timet  the  exact  language 
that  I  used :— - 

"The  proper  course  for  him  to  pursue  would 
have  been  to  mate  an  order  that  tho  evidence 
Should  be  laid  befora  the  Irish  law  officers ;  or,  in 
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his  oap*eity  of  »  Privy  Couneillor,  to  iafbrm  the 
Lord  Liettteiuuit  that  a  crime  had  been  com- 
mitted, and  point  oat  the  neoeasity  for  inresti- 
gation." 

I  do  not  profess  to  quote  from  memorj— I 
quote  from  the  columns  of  The  Time»^ 
whose  reports  I  find  to  be  generally  ac- 
curate, and  according  to  my  recollection 
thej  are  the  very  words  I  used  upon  the 
occasion.  I  did  not  say  that  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  had  violated  his  oath  as  a  Privy 
Counoillory  but  I  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this — that  if  it  had  come  be- 
fore him  judicially  that  a  crime  had  been 
committed  calling  for  the  intervention  of 
the  public  prosecutor  there  were  two 
courses  open  to  him.  I  was  in  this  coun- 
try, but  my  colleague  the  SoUcilor  General 
was  in  Dublin,  and  no  one  would  for  a  mo- 
ment impute  to  him  the  slightest  intention 
in  any  case  to  connive  at  the  commission 
of  crime.  He  could  have  made  applica- 
tion to  my  colleague  or,  as  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor, he  might  have  exercised  his  privi- 
lege of  addressing  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  saying  to  him,  "  A  crime  has  been 
committed,  something  has  occurred  which 
I  consider  to  be  matter  for  investigation, 
and  I  give  you  information  in  order  that 
the  law  may  be  put  in  motion.'*  But, 
instead  of  doing  this,  the  learned  Judge 
thinks  fit,  from  the  bench  of  justice,  to 
make  obserrations  so  much  tinged  with 
matter  of  a  political  character  as  to  at- 
tract the  attention  not  only  of  the  indi- 
vidual most  concerned,  but  of  the  pub- 
lic at  large ;  and  I  will  say,  that  if  James 
Sadleir  had  not  left  the  country  before 
that,  no  means  more  successful  could 
be  devised  for  driving  him  out  of  it. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr,  Napier)  says  this  is  a  matter  that 
ought  to  be  investigated,  and  that  he 
will  be  prepared,  on  some  future  occasion, 
to  bring  it  forward.  Now,  Sir,  permit  me 
to  say  that,  when  I  spoke  before  on  this 
subject,  I  had  only  a  vague  suspicion  that 
what  fell  from  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  had 
had  the  effect  of  driving  James  Sadleir 
from  the  country.  I  have  now,  however, 
to  state,  from*  private  information,  received 
only  two  hours  since,  that  without  doubt 
it  was  a  short  time  after  this  remark- 
able language  on  the  part  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  that  James  Sadleir  did  leave 
the  country,  and  that  he  has  not  since 
returned  to  it.  Therefore,  the  statement 
which  I  made  on  inferences  drawn  from  the 
facts  turns  out  to  be  true.  Let  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  then,  bring 
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forward  his  charge  in  a  tangible  shape*^ 
let  him  frame  a  Resolution  on  the  subjeet 
and  bring  it  before  the  House,  and  I  will 
be  prepared  to  meet  it.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Roscommon  (Colonri 
French)  complained  the  other  night  of  mj 
observations  with  regard  to  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  and  paid  a  high  compliment  to 
the  character,  and  honour,  and  legal  eU 
tainments  of  the  learned  Judge.  I  thought 
it  right  to  state  that  I  concurred  in  those 
observations  as  to  the  high  and  honourable 
character  and  legal  attainments  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  but  I  added  that  I 
thought  the  observations  made  by  htm  on 
the  bench,  on  this  subject,  were  irregular. 
Now,  Sir,  what  has  taken  place  since  ?  I 
find  that  the  Master  of  the  Rdls  has,  in 
his  place  on  the  bench,  made  the  following 
observations  from  a  written  paper — 

"  He  had  observed  from  the  public  jonmals 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  thought 
fit  to  renew  the  attacks  which  he  had  prerioittly 
made  upon  him.  That  the  Attorney  General  was 
much  mistaken  if  he  supposed  that  he  (the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls)  was  about  to  rest  quietly  under 
such  imputations.  He  would  not  do  any  such 
thing ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  would  send  forward 
by  this  night's  post  documents  which  would  tend 
to  impeach  the  course  that  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Attorney  General  in  this  case." 

I  presume  the  documents  here  referred  to 
were  sent  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Napier)  on  Thursday. 
The  Master  of  the  Rolls  then  goes  on  to 
say — 

'*  He  would  also  be  prepared  on  Friday  to  bring 
forward  a  charge  against  that  ofBoer  which  was 
of  a  most  serious  nature,  and  strongly  calculated 
to  affect  his  character  and  his  office  as  Attorney 
General — a  charge  which  he  (the  Master  of  the 
Rolls)  was  prepared  to  substantiate  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  ConmionB,  or  any  other 
tribunal — ^a  charge  the  efiiBCts  of  which  neither 
the  sophistry  nor  mystification  of  the  Attorney 
General  would  avail  him  in  escaping  from." 

I  did  venture  to  say  in  this  House  that  the 
observations  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  oa 
the  occasion  referred  to  were  irregular, 
but  beyond  that  I  made  no  charge  against 
the  learned  Judge.  But  the  result  of  the 
irregular  observations  is  that  a  criminai— - 
if  James  Sadleir  is  a  criminal — ^has  lefl 
tbe  country.  I  have  now.  Sir,  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  statemeota 
made  on  Wednesday  last,  and  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whetker 
he  can  now  say  that  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  has  not  turned  his  Court  into  a 
political  arena  ?  But  the  ^roof  does  not 
rest  here.  A  telegraphie  message  hea 
been  brought  to  me  witbin  the  last  hour, 
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and  if  the  statements  contuned  in  that 
message  are  well  founded  as  to  what  oc* 
carred  this  morning  in  the  Rolls'  Ooorty 
at  Dnblinj  a  grosser  outrage  in  a  Court  of 
Jostiee  has  sddom  been  perpetrated,  while, 
aoeording  to  the  message,  the  political  ob- 
senrations  made  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
were  responded  to  bj  loud  cheers  in  a 
crowded  Court.     The  House  knows  well 
that  statements  communicated  bj  the  elec- 
trie  telegraph  are  not  always  to  be  de- 
pended upon  for  accuracy,  and  therefore  it 
would  be  unjustifiable  in  me  to  read  the 
message  I  hare  received  to  the  House; 
but  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  state- 
ment I  had  received  that  I  communicated 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, and  that  he,  with  my  entire  con- 
•orrenee,  and  with  the  view  of  avoiding 
a  premature  discussion  of  the  case,  appeal- 
ed to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man whether  it  would  not  be   better  to 
have  the  question  brought  forward  in  such 
a  shape  that,   instead  of  a  partial,  we 
might  have  a  full  discussion  on  it.    I  think 
this  would  have  been  a  proper  course.     I 
may  be    considered   a  political   rival  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.     I 
bold  9ie  office  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  once  held.    He 
knows  ^e  difficulties  that  attach  to  the 
duties  of  that  office,  and  how  much  firm- 
ness and  fearlessness  it  requires,   and  I 
think,  acting    on    high   and    honourable 
feeling   he  ought   not  to  have   brought 
forward  this  case  till  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it  in  a  regular 
form,  and  when  the  House  could  come 
to   a  decision  regarding  it.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  not  ven- 
tared  to  state  that   there  has  been  on 
BJ  part,  or  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, any  dereliction  of  duty.     When  he 
chooses  to  bring  the  case  forward  in  a 
formal  and  regular  shape,  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  meet  any  charge  he  may  please 
to  prefer  against  me.     If  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  has  sent  to  him  a  statement 
in  writing  of  what  I  understand  he  read 
this  morning  in  the  Rolls'  Court,  Dublin, 
I  ask  him— and  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  this  point — whether 
tiliere   are    not   in    that   paper  personal 
charges  against  myself  ?     I  do  not  mean 
eharges  involving  my  personal  character, 
for  I  have  no  fear  on  that  point,  but 
eharges  against  me  as  a  public  officer,  of 
groes  dereiuetioD  of  duty,  of  connivance  at 
the  eeeape  of  a  crimmaly  and  with  the 


knowledge  that  he  was  about  to  escape. 
If  that  paper  is  a  transcript  of  such  state- 
ments as  those  made  by  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  this  morning,  then  I  say  let  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  bring 
forward  those  charges  in  such  a  shape  that 
this  House  can  form  and  give  a  judgment 
regarding  them.  Let  him  do  so  at  this 
moment,  or  on  Monday,  and  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  meet  them.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  says  he  will  never 
let  this  matter  drop,  if  there  is  a  charge 
brought  against  the  Master  of  the  Rolls. 
I  tell  him  there  is  a  oharge  against  him,  if 
the  statement  I  have  received  of  what  he 
said  this  morning  be  true,  and  it  was  to 
see  whether  or  not  it  was  true  that  I 
wished  this  discussion  not  to  take  place 
to-night.  If  that  statement  is  true,  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  has  been  guilty  of 
the  great  offence  of  turning  a  court  of 
justice  into  a  political  arena,  and  employ- 
ing gross  and  unmeasured  language,  not 
only  against  me,  but  against  the  Govern- 
ment to  which  I  have  the  honour  to  be- 
long. It  would  not  be  fair,  either  to  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  or  to  myself,  to  go 
into  this  question  now,  as  the  House  can 
form  no  judgment  upon  it;  but  when  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  brings 
forward  his  charge  against  me  of  having 
employed  language  towards  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  which  I  certainly  never  intended 
to  use,  and  which  I  believe  I  did  not  use, 
I  shall,  as  I  have  already  said,  be  prepared 
to  meet  it.  At  present  the  House  oould 
give  no  decision  upon  the  question,  and 
it  could  only  lead  to  empty  discussion. 
I  challenge  investigation.  I  tell  him  that 
if  he  shrinks  from  that  investigation-— 
if  he  faib  to  bring  it  forward — ^he  will 
bo  pursuing  a  course  that  is  not  worthy 
of  him.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  shrinks  from  a  duty  which 
he  owes  to  himself,  to  this  House,  and 
the  public;  if,  after  the  statement  he 
has  made,  he  fails  to  bring  forward  in  a 
tangible  shape  the  imputations  he  has  ven- 
tured to  make,  I  have  to  tell  him  that  I 
will  not  let  the  matter  rest.  I  sball  advert 
now  to  only  one  other  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
said,  that  all  the  eridence  before  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  was  available  for  my 
purposes.  That  evidence  consisted  of  a 
great  number,  I  believe,  no  less  than  150 
affidavits,  which  were  the  documents  in 
possession  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  till 
the  20th  of  June,  when  he  delivered  the 
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jttdgnaiit  adreited  to.  I  am  mira  the 
HooM  will  eztfiiM  me  lor  having  treapaBs- 
ed  so  long  on  ita  attenlioii.  I  have  aon- 
^a^  mjuM  axeluaiTely  to  the  personal 
chaiges,  bol  lot  me  toll  the  rif^t  hon.  and 
laaraed  OoDtloaan  that  it  ii  the  greatest 
mtetako,  with  reference  to  ^i  particular 
oaio  of  fraud  on  the  part  of  Jamea  Sad* 
loir,  to  auppoaa  that  ho  oould  bo  sqbjoetod 
to  proiooutioB  for  the  fraud  only.  The 
direotor  of  a  pnblic  oompany  may  pobliah 
faUe  acQounts*  may  miareproMat  ita  foa- 
lanoea,  and  there  ia  no  law,  unfortunately, 
to  m9ik9  him  amanaUe.  The  oharge 
agaiaat  Jamea  Sadleir  i«,  not  that  he 
dafranded  the  public,  but  that  he  and  his 
deceaaod  bnothor  had  oonspired  to  oheat 
tha  pnblio  by  oertain  franda.  It  ia  the 
ooBspiraoy  that  lormi  the  charge  against 
him,  and  the  letter  diaooTored,  for  the  first 
time,  on  the  13th  of  Juno,  would  ho  the 
real  foundation  of  the  prosecution.  With 
these  ohaervationa  1  karo  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  House,  perfisetly  prepared, 
either  now  or  at  any  other  time,  to  meet 
any  oharge  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  may  put  forward. 

Ma.CARDWfiLL:  Sir,  it  haa  bean 
my  pririlege,  ever  since  the  distinguished 
Jodge,  who  haa  been  referred  to  in  this 
discussion,  has  been  on  the  bench,  to  live 
on  terms  of  intimacy  with  him,  and  I  £90! 
it  imposaiUo  to  reeuun  silent  when  his  con- 
duet  is  called  in  question  before  the  House. 
To  that  point  ezelusiTely  I  shall  confine 
tlm  obsarvationa  I  now  desire  to  BMdiC. 
With  respect  to  any  charge,  if  there  be 
any,  against  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  Cknersl  for  Ire- 
land, I  shall  say  no  more  about  it  than 
thts-^that  ha  is  most  perfectly  entitled  to 
expect  that  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  in  Ire* 
land  will  not  ahnak  from  anyliuDg  ho  haa 
said,  but  will  be  pvepanad  to  staud  by  it 
and  aabctantiaia  it  It  ia  the  undoubted 
right  of  the  Attorney  General  £sr  Ireland 
to  expect  that.  I  will  now  pass  entardy 
away  fixim  that  portion  of  the  a«d>jeet,  I 
am  oEtremely  happy  to  learn  from  the  ob- 
aervations  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, that  no  imputation  was  intended  to 
be  cast  by  him  upon  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  with  reapect  to  the  solemn  oath 
which*  as  Priry  OounciUor,  he  had  taken.  I 
understand  the  right  hoo.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman distinctly  to  disclaim  having  made 
any  suoh  charge,  and  the  disclaimer  ao 
made  must  of  oourse  be  uoroserrodiy  ao^ 
ocpted.    The  Attorney  GoMinl  lor  iNlaad 
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says  that  he  haa  confined  hie  obaer^ationa 
tea  personal  charge  against  himself.  Witk 
great  reelect,  howoTer,  I  must  aay,  I  do 
not  think  so.     I  noted  down,  whiio  the 
Attorney  Gooeral  for  Ireland  was  apeakiiig, 
some  charges  which  he  haa  brought  against 
the  Maater  of  the  Rolls.    Some  of  thoaa 
charges  are  abaolute,  tnmiag  on  inf6i«ia« 
tion  which  is  undoubtedly  in  his  poflsonsiow, 
and  others  are  contingent  on  the  accuracy 
of  the  telegraphic  despatch  receired  by 
him  this  morning  from  Dublin.     Thns, 
speaking  partly  on  oertain   informi^ioo» 
and  partly  on  contingent  infbrmatioo,  tha 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  to- 
night in  his  place,  and  in  presence  of  thia 
House,  diarged  die  Master  of  the  Rolls 
in  Ireland  with   deeeeratmg  a  Comi  cf 
Justice,    with  being  guilty  of  gn»s  de- 
faultf  with  making  irregular  obserrstions, 
with   tingpng  with  a  political   ooloar  his 
judioial  proceedings,  and  with  being  the 
cause  of  the  failure  of  jiistice  by  ooeaaion* 
ing  the  escape  of  James  Sadleir.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  furAer 
said  that  the  Maater  of  the  Bolls  had  beea 
guilty  of  the  great  offence  of  eonyerting  a 
Court  of  Justice  into  a  politioal  arena; 
that  he  had  been  guilty,  also,  of  a  groaa 
outrage  on  justice  in  making  use  of  hia 
position  on  the  bench  to  accuse  the  Attor«> 
ney  Ganersi  for  Ireland  in  the  manner 
which  the  right  hon.  and  kamed  Gentle* 
man  prooeeded  to  describe.     {Mr.J.  D. 
FnaaBaAU):  Hear,  hear!]  I  observe  from 
Um  cheer  of  the   Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  that  I  have  correctly  repreoeoted 
hia  atatement.     Then  we  have  issue  joined 
in  the  presence  of  the  Souse  of  Commons. 
The  Attorney  General  for   Ireland  very 
naturally  says  that,  if  any  oharge  «f  a 
failure  of  his  publie  duty  haa  been  brofight 
against  him  by  the  right  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Napier)  heilK>idd 
have    indignantly    demandod    iasmediata, 
puUie,   and  full   in<)uiry.     Well,  by  tlM 
Attorney  General  for  Irdand  there  havo 
been  made,  against  one  of  the  most  distiti* 
guished  Judges  of  these  kingdoms,  gra^te 
chaiges  of  breach   of  public  duty.     The 
Attorney  General  for   Ireland  haa  Inrij 
said,  that  it  is  not  for  us  to  enter  into  a 
detailed  discussion   of  this  aabject  bmt, 
because,  whaterer  particular  Members  mmj 
know,  ilie  House  is  really  in  poasession  of  ao 
iniormation,  w  only  of  imperfoet  informa- 
Uon.    I  am  one  of  those  who  pcaeoea  owAy 
imperfect  information,  and  theitibve  I  elMdl 
ebservia  the  cautioB  given  by  the  AMcmey 
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Genarftl  for  Iroland  with  reepeot  to  making 
obser? alioD8  ia  thU  stage  of  the  prooeed* 
log ;  but  I  riaot  undar  tho  obligations  of 
intimato  friendship  to  the  Master  of  the 
RoUs  in  Ireland)  to  say  that  this  case  can- 
not rest  here.  In  my  opinion  it  is  the 
bouoden  daty  ef  the  Qorernment  to  take 
eyery  means  to  bring  this  case,  thus  stated, 
to  an  immediate,  fnll,  and  searching  inves- 
tigation ;  and,  as  an  intimate  friend  of  the 
distinguished  Judge  in  question,  I  tender 
my  entreaty  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  to  take  some  means  of  bringing 
the  charges  be  has  made  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
man  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  means  to  make  a  Motion  or  not. 
If  be  dees,  it  is,  undoubtedly,  the  duty  of 
the  Goremment  to  afford  him  facilities  for 
making  it  aa  early  as  possible ;  but  if  I 
were  ia  the  position  of  the  Attorney  Ge« 
neral  for  Ireland,  having  made  these  se- 
rious and  grave  charges  against  a  distin- 
guished Judge,  I  would,  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  made 
a  Motion  on  the  subject  or  not,  myself  take 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  these  charges 
to  an  immediate  and  searching  investi* 
gation. 

Mr.  G.  B.  MOOEE  :  I  understand.  Sir, 
from  the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Napier),  that  something  like  a  compromise 
has  been  offered  between  the  two  parties, 
but  tbis  is  a  matter  in  which  the  public 
can  allow  of  no  oompromise  whatever.  It 
involves  something  larger  and  wider  than 
even  the  eharteters  of  the  two  Gentlemen 
oonoemed,  becaose  either  the  Master  of 
tlie  ftoUa  in  Ireland  has  been  guilty  of  a 
grois  edumoy  on  the  Irish  Government,  or 
the  Iriah  Ezectttive,  indading,  I  presume, 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  have 
been  guilty  of  the  grossest  dereliction  of 
doty  which  ever  a  Government  were  guilty 
of.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  said,  on  a  late  occa- 
sion, that,  fnmi  his  experience  of  me,  he 
had  learned  to  believe  that  by  my  observa- 
tiona  I  meant  to  inf^y  that  the  Irish 
Bxeontlve  had  connived  at  the  escape  of 
Jamea  Sadleir  |  and  certainly  from  his  ex- 
poricnea  ef  me  he  is  likely  to  know  that 
what  I  think  and  believe  I  would  state 
frankly.  Sir,  I  did  mean  just  that.  The 
Attoroegr  General  for  Irdaad  must  know, 
too,  fram  bis  present  ezpevieoee,  at  least, 
that  tiba  Master  ef  the  AoUs  has  since 
stated  whU  I  $tid  er  meant  to  aay  at  the 


timo  referred  to.  The  Master  of  the  Rdla 
said  on  a  late  occasion,  to  which  the  At^ 
torney  General  fwt  Ireland  has  alluded^ 
that  he  did  not  obtrudct  advise*  or  gira 
information  privately,  because  it  was  no 
part  of  his  duty  to  do  so,  and  because  he 
believed  then,  as  now,  that  it  would  have 
received  no  attention  from  the  Oorem* 
ment,  for  reasons  publicly  well  known. 
There  is  no  mistake  whatever  as  to  what 
that  means.  It  means  that  the  Iriah  Bk- 
ecutive  did  not  interfere  to  prevent  the 
escape  of  James  Sadleir,  because  they  did 
not  and  could  not  dare  to  meet  the  issue 
which  would  necessarily  have  been  raised 
by  the  disclosures  if  that  individual  had 
been  put  on  bis  trial.  That  is  what  the 
public  believe  in  Ireland,  and  that  is  what 
I  believe  the  Master  of  the  KoUs  adverted 
to  on  the  oceasioa  in  question.  Now,  Sir, 
what  is  the  defence  of  the  right  hen.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  ?  He  says  that  the  Master  of 
the  EoUs,  by  his  first  charge,  gave  James 
Sadleir  warning  to  escape,  and  that  that 
charge  was  calculated  to  induce  him  to 
escape ;  and  yet  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  believing  this,  made 
no  sign  and  took  no  step  to  prevent 
the  escape  of  James  Sadleir  for  a  fert» 
night  afterwards.  The  right  hoa,  and 
learned  Gentleman  told  me  that  he  had 
ascertained  that,  if  James  Sadleir  escaped, 
it  was  before  he  issued  the  information. 
But  what  wea  the  convene  of  that  ?  That 
the  Government  took  care  aot  to  issne  the 
information  until  they  kaew  that  Janes 
Sadleir  had  escaped.  Which  of  these  pro- 
positions would  turn  eut  true  It  is  aot  fer 
me  to  say,  for  that  met  depend  on  the 
investigation  which  must  toka  place,  and 
after  which  the  statement  ef  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls  and  the  cenduet  of  the  Atteme|r 
General  for  Insland  would  be  finally  jodgsd 
by  the  House  and  the  country. 

Mr.  WBITSSIDB  t  I  am  afreid.  Sir, 
that  I  misundersteod,  in  some  neints,  the 
reply  of  the  Attorney  Genensl  im  Ireland 
to  a  question  put  ta  him  a  few  aveninga 
ago.  I  was  nnder  the  distinct  impression 
tbat,  in  answer  to  that  qnestion,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gaatleman  made  three 
Btatesaents.  First,  I  understood  htm  to 
charge  the  Master  ef  the  BoUs,  in  bie  jndi- 
cial  cepaeity,  that  be  was  the  eanse  of  the 
escape  of  Mr.  Sadleir  ;  aeoondly,  that  he 
had  been  gnilty o€  BNeoonduet  ai a  Jndgei 
and,  thirdly,  the  right  hen.  and  kamedl 
Gentleman  made  what  I  thongbt  ta  be  M 
unwiea  and  nnnppteisfy  aJlwion  to  IJm 
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doty  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  his 
oath  as  a  Privy  Councillor.  Now,  Sir,  I 
should  like  to  kaow  what  business  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to  allude  to  the 
duty  and  the  obligation  of  the  learned 
Judge  as  a  Priry  Councillor  ?  However, 
I  distinctly  understood  him  to  make  that 
allusion;  every  Qentleman  who  sits  on  these 
benches,  I  believe,  understood  him  in  the 
same  sense,  and  I  almost  felt  it  to  be  my 
duty  at  the  time  to  remonstrate  with  him 
on,  what  I  considered,  an  unwise  and  in- 
temperate speech,  but  it  was  deemed  bet- 
ter to  address  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  on 
the  subject,  and  endearour  to  get  a  state- 
ment of  what  were  the  facts  of  this  un- 
pleasant matter.  Well,  Sir,  what  are  the 
facts  ?  A  case  of  gross,  of  scandalous 
fraud  came  before  the  Master  of  the  Rolls. 
He  spoke  plainly  and  distinctly  ;  he  had  a 
right  to  do  so,  and  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  had  no  right  to  criticise  him 
on  that  account.  In  declaring  that  gross 
fraud  had  been  committed  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  only  discharged  his  duty  ;  in  de- 
claring that  it  ought  to  be  followed  up  and 
punished  by  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
ne  said  what  eveiy  Judge  ought  to  say  in 
such  a  case.  WeU,  then,  he  declared  that 
a  gross  fraud  had  been  committed,  and  in 
my  opinion — I  say  it  with  sorrow,  but  I 
believe  the  public  opinion  of  Ireland  will 
support  me— not  only  has  fraud  been  com- 
mitted, but  there  has  not  been  displayed 
that  seal,  that  activity  in  bringing  the  of- 
fenders to  justice  that  would  have  been 
exhibited  if  those  persons  had  not  pos- 
sessed a  certain  political  influence.  I  quite 
agree  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
has  a  right  to  say  that  there  is  no  case 
whatever  against  him ;  I  think  he  has, 
and  I  say  so  advisedly ;  but  I  beg  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  not  to  suppose 
that  they  are  not  responsible  like  other 
men.  [Mr.  Hobsman  :  Hear,  hear !]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  must  not  think  to  stop  our 
mouths  on  a  question  of  this  kind.  I  say 
it  is  true  that  Mr.  Sadleir,  on  the  3rd  of 
June,  walked  about  the  haU  to  the  surprise 
of  eyerybody ;  that  he  was  privately  ex- 
amined by  Master  Murphy;  that  there 
came  to  light  a  letter,  the  most  infamous 
piece  of  evidence  as  proof  of  conspiracy 
that  ever  existed  in  any  case  of  the  kind. 
I  do  not  know  that  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  knew  of  it.  But  how  was  Sir 
John  Dean  Paul  dealt  with  in  this  coun- 
try ?     He  was  rigorously  punished,  though 
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not  guilty  of  half  such  crimes,  I  believe, 
as  those  committed  by  Mr.  Sadleir.  I 
agree  in  thinking  it  will  be  matter  for  in- 
quiry as  to  whether,  until  the  24th  of  June, 
any  document  was  sought  for  or  obtained 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown  ;  and  this  point 
shall  be  inquired  into.  But  I  repeat  that 
I  understood  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  impute  to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
that  he  was  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  duty 
in  saying  what  he  did  in  reference  to  the 
fraud  committed  in  this  case  ;  that  he  was 
likewise  guilty  of  impropriety  in  suffering 
Mr.  Sadleir  to  escape  ;  and  that,  as  a 
Privy  Councillor,  it  was  his  duty  to  go  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  put  him  in  pos- 
session of  the  materials  which  had  come 
into  his  possession  as  Master  of  the  Rolls. 
Now,  it  is  true  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has 
a  high  character  in  his  profession,  and  I 
wish  to  say  nothing  to  detract  from  that 
character ;  but  I  think  he  will  make  a 
fatal  mistake  if  he  supposes  that  he  will 
raise  his  reputation  in  this  House  by 
speaking,  as  he  has  done  more  than  once, 
so  severely  of  those  whom  it  is  our  duty  to 
respect ;  of  those  who  are  placed  on  the 
judicial  bench,  and  are  sworn  to  do  their 
duty,  and  conscientiously  wish  to  do  their 
duty,  in  that  responsible  position. 

Mb.  HORSMAN:  So  far,  Sir,  from 
wishing  to  "  stop  the  mouth*'  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  re- 
sumed his  seat,  I  was  only  sincerely  de- 
sirous that  he  would  address  himself  to  the 
one  point  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Card- 
well).  I  now  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  (Mr.  Napier)  if  he  intends 
to  bring  to  a  distinct  issue  the  charges  he 
has  in  his  hand,  and  which  he  has  recetyed 
by  post  to-day  from  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
for  Ireland  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  G.  H.  Moore)  said,  that  one  of  two 
things  has  been  distinctly  proved*-either 
that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  has  been 
guilty  of  gross  calumny  against  the  Go- 
vernment, or  that  the  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  been  guilty  of  a  culpable  dere- 
liction of  duty.  Sir,  we  accept  that  issue. 
We  admit  that  that  is  the  case  now  fairly 
before  the  House.  That  issue  has  been 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Napier),  though  he  had  in  his 
possession  the  statement  of  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  that  on  this  day  he  would  state 
in  detail,  from  the  judgment  seat»  the  seri- 
ous charges  he  had  to  bring  agamst  my 
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right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  Instead,  however,  of 
waiting  for  those  charges,  it  was  more 
conTenient  for  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  with  the  present  imperfect  in- 
formation before  the  House,  to  raise  a  dis- 
cussiont  rousing  sospicions,  creating  doubts, 
and  giving  rise  to  misrepresentations,  ra- 
ther than  allow  us  to  come  to  a  distinct  de- 
cision upon  the  points  on  which  he  knows 
in  a  few  hours  wo  should  be  fully  informed. 
It  has  been  said,  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  is  responsible  for  the  whole 
of  those  proceedings,  and  that  if  there  has 
been  any  defeat  of  justice,  the  blame  rests 
on  his  shoulders.  Now,  the  fact  is  that, 
throughout  the  whole  of  this  affair,  from 
the  very  first  moment  when  the  intelligence 
of  these  frauds  obtained  publicity,  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  made  the 
entire  Government  aware  of  every  step  he 
has  taken.  I,  myself,  have  been  made 
acquainted  with  all  that  has  been  donci 
and  there  is  not  one  of  the  steps  taken  by 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  for  which 
I  am  not  as  fuDy  responsible  as  he  is.  My 
chief  object,  however,  in  rising,  was  to 
aay  that  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  worthy 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Napier)  who  has  in  his  possession 
what  the  House  has  not — namely,  these 
distinct  charges  under  the  handwriting  of 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  against  the  Go- 
vernment, and  who,  possessed  of  those 
charges,  made  the  speech  which  he  has 
thoufl^ht  it  right  to  deliver  this  evening — I 
aay  I  think  it  would  not  be. worthy  of  him, 
and  the  House  would  not  excuse  him,  if 
be  does  not  now  raise  that  issue  by  sub- 
mitting a  distinct  Motion  to  the  House, 
allowing  na  to  know  what  these  charges 
are,  whether  he  endorses  them  himself, 
and  whether  he  will  call  upon  the  House 
to  endorse  them  also. 

Mb.  NAPIER  :  Sir,  the  statement  fur- 
nished to  me  I  will  hand  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland.  If  I  had  received  it 
sooner,  I  should  have  given  it  to  him  be- 
fore, but  it  only  reached  me  by  the  late 
post  this  day.  Allow  me  to  say,  that  that 
statement  merely  consists  of  facts,  aud  not 
of  charges.  I  asked  for  facts  and  dates, 
and  those  were  furnished  to  me,  and  I  con- 
fined my  remarks  this  evening  simply  to  a 
defence  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls.  I  re- 
peat that  I  will  hand  this  statement  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
tomoj  General  for  Ireland,  and  if  he  and 
the  Government  do  not  afford  me  an  oppor- 
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tunity  of  going  fully  into  this  matter,  I  an- 
swer the  challenge  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Horsman]  by  saying, 
that  I  do  undertake  to  see  it  inquired 
into. 

Subject  dropped. 

THE  NAWAB  OF  SUR AT— QUESTION. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  he  wish- 
ed to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the  law  officers  of  the  Grown  (including 
the  Queen's  Advocate,  whose  especial  duty 
it  was,  when  called  upon  to  advise  the 
Crown  upon  the  construction  of  treaties)^ 
as  to  the  true  meaoing  and  effect  of  the 
treaty  of  1800  between  the  hon.  East 
India  Company  and  the  then  Nawab  of 
Surat ;  and,  in  the  event  of  such  law  offi- 
cers advising  that,  under  the  said  treaty 
the  East  India  Company  were  bound  to 
pay  to  the  heirs  of  the  said  Nawab  the 
annuity  therein  mentioned,  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  or  the  Board  of  Control,  to  order  or 
direct  such  payment  to  be  made  by  the 
said  hon.  East  India  Company  accord- 
ingly ?  It  was  well  known  that,  when  the 
territory  of  Surat  was  annexed,  the  East 
India  Company  agreed  to  pay  the  Nawab 
an  annuity  of  £15,000.  The  son  of  th^ 
Nawab  died  in  1840;  and  his  son-in-law, 
the  husband  of  the  late  Nawab *s  only 
daughter,  and  the  father  of  two  infant 
children,  his  only  surviving  descendants, 
demanded  the  annuity  ;  but  the  East  India  * 
Company  had  refused  to  recognise  his 
claim.  Now,  he  contended  that  the  deci- 
sions hitherto  given  by  the  Indian  Board 
on  this  claim  had  been  entirely  ex  parte^ 
the  representatives  of  the  deceased  Nawab 
never  having  been  heard  at  all.  The  an- 
nuity was  charged  by  the  treaty,  not  upon 
the  general  revenues  of  India,  but  upon 
those  of  the  state  of  Surat  itself,  of  which 
the  East  India  Company  had  possessed 
themselves ;  and  so  long  as  those  revenues 
were  able  to  bear  the  burden,  so  long  he 
maintained  was  the  Company  bound  to 
pay  it.  The  treaty  bound  the  East  India 
Company  to  pay  this  annuity  to  the  Na- 
wab and  his  heirs  ;  and  the  simple  ques- 
tion was,  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  term 
'•  heirs."  Meer  Jaffier  Ali,  who  now 
claimed  to  be  the  heir,  had  come  to  this 
country,  and,  being  a  British  subject,  had 
petitioned  the  House  of  Commons  in  favour 
of  his  claim  ;  and  a  Bill  founded  upon  that 
petition  had  been  brought  in,  but  bad  been 
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rejected  by  tbe  other  House.  The  East 
India  Company,  wielding  all  the  powers  of 
the  British  Gorernment,  had  solemnly  en- 
tered into  this  treaty,  by  which  a  native 
prince  was  degraded  to  the  rank  of  a  sub- 
ject; an  annuity  was  secured  to  himself 
and  his  family ;  the  payment  was  now  dis- 
puted; and  thp  British  Government  de- 
nied to  those  aggrieved  parties  the  right 
of  appealing  to  a  Court  of  Law.  They  had 
been  advised  by  the  most  eminent  lawyers 
in  this  country  that  they  were  entitled  to 
the  annuity  ;  but  owing  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  treaty  was  framed,  under  the 
authority  of  the  Crown,  the  claimants  had 
no  power  to  enforce  their  right  in  a  Court 
of  Law.  It  was  said  that  Meer  JafiBer  Ali 
had  done  wrong  in  canvassing  Members. 
Now,  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  what 
other  course  was  open  to  him?  He  ad- 
mitted that  he  had  canvassed  him  (Sir  F. 
Kelly),  and  no  doubt  many  other  Members. 
Being  advised  that  he  had  a  well-grounded 
claim,  and  finding  that  the  door  of  every 
Court  in  the  kingdom  was  closed  against 
him,  what  could  he  do  unless  he  appealed 
to  that  House  ?  The  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced in  that  House  as  a  Private  Bill, 
under  the  authority  of  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
had  passed  by  an  immense  majority  ;  in 
the  other  House  it  had  been  rejected  be- 
cause it  was  a  Private  Bill.  The  treaty 
had  been  submitted  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  five  learned  Gentlemen  who  had  unani- 
mously determined  that,  according  to  its 
true  effect  and  meaning,  the  present  claim- 
ant was  entitled  to  the  annuity.  It  ap- 
peared that,  while  the  treaty  was  in  nego- 
tiation, discussion  arose  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  terms  "  and  his  heirs ;"  and  the 
prince  was  assured  by  the  Government 
of  Bombay,  that  he  might  rely  on  the 
honour  and  good  faith  of  the  East  India 
Company,  and  that  those  terms  in  the 
treaty  would  secure  the  annuity  to  his  re- 

?resentatives  and  descendants  for  ever, 
t  was  only  upon  that  representation  that 
he  had  signed  the  treaty  and  given  up 
possession  of  his  dominion.  The  Company 
paid  him  the  annuity  as  long  as  he  lived, 
and  continued  it  to  hiB  son  after  him  ;  but 
when  there  ceased  to  be  a  direct  successor 
to  the  Nawab,  the  East  India  Company 
refused  payment  to  his  heirs  and  represen- 
tatives, alleging  that  the  annuity  was  only 
payable  to  the  Nawab  for  the  time  being, 
and  that  the  Company  had  the  power  of 
determining  that  office  whenever  they 
pleased  :  thus  constituting  themselves  the 
judges  of  their  own  case,  and  the  interpre- 
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ters  of  their  own  treaty.  When  the  ease 
came  before  the  House,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Honiton  (Sir  J.  Hogg)  had  strenuously 
defended  the  East  India  Company ;  but 
the  Bill  was,  as  he  had  previously  men- 
tioned, carried  by  a  large  majority,  thus 
affirming  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 
Upon  that  taking  place,  overtures  were 
made  to  the  East  India  Company,  and 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  agreed  to 
them  ;  but  they  were  rejected  by  a  majo- 
ritv  of  the  Directors,  and  the  claimant  was 
obliged  to  proceed  with  his  Bill  in  the 
other  House,  and  the  result  was  what  ho 
had  stated.  Either  the  money  was  due  or 
not ;  if  it  was,  could  any  Minister  of  the 
Crown  refuse  to  take  further  steps  ?  There 
was  but  one  course  open  to  them,  and  that 
was  to  take  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  and  to  act  in  accordance 
with  it.  By  the  Statute  of  3  &  4  Will 
IV.,  cap.  85,  the  Government  had  power 
to  order  the  annuity  to  be  paid  by  the  East 
India  Company,  if  they  were  of  opinion 
that  it  was  due.  If  they  thought  other- 
wise, at  least  let  them  take  the  opinion  of 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  or  refer  the 
matter  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council.  Ho  appealed  most  earn- 
estly to  the  Government  to  do  this.  In 
the  course  of  a  long  experience  he  had 
never  felt  more  strongly  than  on  this  case. 
It  was  incompatible  with  honour,  justice, 
or  any  motive  that  ought  to  regulate  men's 
actions,  that  the  matter  should  be  allowed 
to  rest  where  it  was. 

Ma.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  he  must 
complain  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  bringing  forward   this  case  on   the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
He  had  heard  a  great  many  desidtory  de- 
bates on  the  question  of  adjournment ;  but 
he  had  never  heard  so  enormous  an  abuse 
of  the  privilege  of  debate  as  that  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on  the  present 
occasion.     He  had  gone  over  the  whole  of 
a  case  that  had  been  three  times  debated, 
submitted  to  the  Legislature  as  a  Bill,  sanc- 
tioned by  that  House,  and  rejected  by  the 
other.     He  must  protest  against   such   a 
proceeding.      It   was   likewise  extremely 
unfair  to  those  who  were  not  prepared  to 
enter  into  such  a  discussion.     The  ques- 
tion was  a  very  simple  one,  namely,  whe- 
ther   the   Government  would    follow  tho 
course  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man suggested.     As  to  the  claim  of  the 
Nawab,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  made  many  erroneous  statements  and 
many  dogmatic  assertions.     He  bad  evi- 
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dentlj   given  eonsiderable    Btudj  to  tbe 
question,  and  there  was  no  necessity  for 
him  to  ask  the  opinion  of  any  legal  ad- 
viser.    He  had  also  referred  to  Members 
being  canvassed  ii)  support  of  the  Bill.    He 
(Mr.  Smith)  was  not  aware  that  he  ever 
made  (bat  charge  ;  if  he  did,  he  certainly 
never  alladed  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman.    If  he  had  been  canvassed,  no- 
body could  object  to  that,  on  account  of  the 
interest  which  he    took  in  the   question. 
Canvassing,  in  reference  to  a  Private  Bill, 
meant  the  solicitation  of  Gentlemen  who 
knew  nothing  about  the  question.      The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman   had  stated 
his   own   decided  view   on   this  matter; 
but  it  was  clear,  from  his  own  showing, 
that  there  were  doubts  on  the  construc- 
tion of  the  treaty.     The  hon.  and  learn- 
ed  Gentleman  said  that  the  authorities 
were  all  on  one  side  on  this  question. 
Did  he  mean  to  say  that  Lord  Ellenbo- 
rough  and  the  other  Governors  General 
of  India,  who  had  decided  the  question 
over  and  over  again,  were  no  authorities  ? 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  his  hearty  hope 
was  that  the  advisers  of  Meer  Jaffier  Ali 
would  recommend  him  to  go  again  to  the 
Court  of  Directors  and  lay  before  them  the 
whole  of  his  case  as  he  thought  it  should 
be   stated.     If  he  took  that  course   he 
trusted  the  Executive  Government  of  India 
would  be  prepared,  setting  aside  all  the 
irritation  which  might  have  arisen  from  the 
contest  in  that  House,  to  come  to  such  an 
agreement  as  would  be  satisfactory  to  all 
parties.  If  they  could  not  come  to  a  settle- 
ijient,  it  would  then  be  the  doty  of  the 
Government  to  see  that  the  question  did 
not  remain  where  it  was.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  proposed  to  lay  the  case 
before    the  law  officers  of    the    Crown, 
fiot  with  all  due  resnect  to  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crawn,  he  did  not  think  they  were 
the  best  persons  to  consult  on  questions  of 
Mahomedan  law  and  the   modes  of   de- 
scent in  India.     The  other  alternative  was 
to  refer  the  question  to  the  Privy  Council. 
He  waa  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  useful 
to  adopt  that  course,  because  the  Judges 
of  that  tribunal  were  conversant  with  sub- 
jects of  this  kind.     But  the  law  officers 
of    the  Crown  were  not  in  favour  of   a 
reference  to  the  Privy  Council,   as  they 
doubted  whether  it  could  be  done  under 
the  4th  section  of  the  Privy  Council  Act. 
There     certainly  was    a    want    of    some 
trtbanal  to  decide  questions  of  this  kind. 
The  preseot  was  a  question  of  the  inter- 


pretation of  a  treaty  made  by  the  Execu- 
tive Government  of  Ii^ia  and  a  Foreign 
State,  and  the  question  was  to  what  tri- 
bunal that  interpretation  was  to  be  re- 
ferred. With  regard  to  the  power  of  the 
Board  of  Control  to  order  the  Court  of 
Directors  to  make  payment  from  the  re- 
venues of  India  in  cases  of  this  kind,  ho 
was  by  no  means  clear.  There  was  a  just 
jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment of  any  interference  by  the  Board  of 
Control  with  the  revenues  of  India.  The 
power  of  checking  expense  was  absolute 
and  clear,  but  not  the  power  of  expendi- 
ture. However,  if  he  found  any  injustice 
done,  he  should  not  confine  himself  to  the 
issuing  of  a  doubtful  order,  but  should  call 
on  Parliament  for  a  special  Act  to  give 
him  the  power  of  performing  justice. 
Subject  dripped. 

• 

STAFF  OFFICERS— QUESTION. 

CoLONSL  LINDSAY  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  de- 
duction of  pay  from  officers  serving  on  the 
staff  when  they  were  temporarily  absent 
from  their  staff  duties.  In  reply  to  a  ques- 
tion put  by  him  on  a  former  occasion,  the 
hon.  Under  Secretary  for  War  stated  that 
the  general  rule  of  the  service  disentitled 
that  class  of  officers  to  receive  staff  pay 
while  not  actually  performing  staff  duty. 
On  that  point  he  took  issue  with  the  hon. 
Under  Secretary,  and  maintained  that  the 
practice  had  not  been  such  as  he  had  re- 
presented it.  He  conceived  that  the  rule 
adopted  on  the  subject  in  1848  was  in- 
tended to  meet  the  cases  of  officers  holding 
two  staff  appointments,  or  of  officers  upon 
full  pay  holding  staff  appointments,  and 
that  it  was  not  meant  that,  the  staff  pay  of 
half-pay  officers  holding  staff  appointments 
should  be  deducted  when  they  were  tempo- 
rarily absent  from  their  duties.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
War  Department  to  deduct  the  staff  pay 
of  officers  who  were  absent  for  a  short  time 
on  leave  ? 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  that  in 
the  case  of  staff  officers  employed  abroad 
the  staff  pay  was  not  issuable  when  the 
officers  were  absent  from  the  particular 
sphere  of  their  duties.  But  with  regard  to 
officers  at  home,  the  practice,  he  believed, 
was  to  allow  the  staff  pay  to  those  who 
were  only  away  for  a  short  period,  and 
whose  duties  could  be  discharged  in  their 
absence  without  any  additional  expense  to 
the  public ;  and  by  that  practice  the  autho- 
rities at  the  War  Office  proposed  to  abide. 
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MILITIA  ALLOWANCES— QUESTION. 

Mr.  NEWDEG4TE  said,  he  wished  to 
inqaire  of  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  for 
War  whether  he  would  laj  upon  the  table 
of  the  House  the  Report  and  names  of  the 
Medical  Board  who  last  examined  into  the 
state  of  the  health  and  the  fitness  for  duty 
of  Captain  Cassan,  the  adjutant  of  the 
Ist  Regiment  of  Warwickshire  Militia, 
■who  had  applied  for  permission  to  retire 
upon  the  allowance  provided  for  adju- 
tants of  militia,  under  the  Act  9  &  10 
Vict.  c.  55;  also  the  Report  and  names 
of  the  Medical  Board  who  had  previously 
examined  and  reported  upon  the  state  of 
health  and  fitness  for  duty  of  the  same 
officer  ?  He  had  reason  to  believe  that 
Captain  Cassan  was  at  present  in  a  state  of 
health  which  totally  unfitted  him  for  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  a  militia  adju- 
tfint,  and  that,  ho  believed,  had  been  the 
effect  of  the  Report  of  a  Medical  Board 
which  had  inquired  into  his  case.  But 
another  Board  had,  it  would  appear,  in- 
stituted a  second  inquiry,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  their  Report  the  authorities  at  the 
War  Office  had  refused  to  Captain  Cassan 
permission  to  retire  upon  the  allowance 
provided  for  adjutants  in  the  militia. 

Mb.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  the 
first  Medical  Board  before  which  Captain 
Cassan  had  appeared  had  reported  that  he 
was  unfit  for  service  in  the  field.  But  the 
militia  regiments  were  about  to  be  disem- 
bodied, and  a  second  Medical  Board  had 
given  it  as  their  opinion  that  Captain  Cas- 
san was  not  disqualified  by  infirmity  of 
health  from  performing  the  comparatively 
light  duties  which  would  devolve  upon  an 
adjutant  under  that  change  of  circum- 
stances. The  authorities  at  the  War 
Office  felt  that  they  could  not,  after  that 
second  Report,  allow  the  officer  in  question 
to  ^  retire  upon  the  allowance  provided  for 
adjutants  of  militia.  He  had  further  to 
state  that  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
right  to  produce  the  Report  of  the  Board, 
which  might  be  fairly  regarded  as  a  confi- 
dential document. 

THE  ECCLESIASTICAL  COURTS- 
QUESTION. 
Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  what 
eourse  was  intended  to  be  pursued  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session  respecting  the  Wills  and 
Administrations  Bill  and  the  Divorce  and 
Matrimonial  Causes  Bill ;  or,  in  the  next 
Session,  for  abolishing  the  Ecclesiastical 


Courts,  and  conducting  in  future  the  busi- 
ness now  transacted  by  such  Courts,  and 
especially  for  the  purpose  of  making  one 
probate  or  administration  in  England  and 
Ireland,  and  one  confirmation  in  Scotland, 
operative  on  all  the  property  of  a  deceased 
person  in  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and  what 
Bills  brought  into  tbe  House  were  intended 
to  be  proceeded  in  or  withdrawn  this  Ses- 
sion ;  and  whether  any  new  Bills  were  in- 
tended to  be  brought  in  ?  He  did  not 
think  it  right  that  the  whole  expense  con- 
sequent upon  any  change  to  bo  made  in 
the  Courts  and  upon  the  grant  of  compen- 
sation to  officers  should  be  thrown  on  tbe 
estates  of  deceased  persons  ;  but  he  would 
rather  submit  to  that  burden  than  lose  the 
benefits  of  a  new  measure.  He  believed 
that  it  had  been  proposed  to  create  three  or 
four  new  Courts,  but  as  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  was  not  half  worked  he  conceiv- 
ed that  the  whole  of  the  business  might 
easily  be  transacted  there.  He  therefore 
called  upon  the  Government  to  explain 
their  intentions  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Bill.  [An  hon.  Member:  It  is  abandoned 
for  this  Session.]  But  he  wanted  to  know 
what  were  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  next  Session.  At  all  events  lie 
hoped  the  Government  would  state  generally 
their  intentions  as  to  the  Bills  now  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  one  point 
connected   with  the   Testamentary   Bills. 
One  of  the  great  objections  to  the  late  Bill 
had  been   the   amount  of   compensation. 
The  matter  had  now  been  under  discussion 
for  twenty-five  years,  and  notices  ought  to 
have  been  given  to  all  parties  entering  on 
situations,  that  they  took  them  subject  to 
any  changes  Parliament  might  make.    [An 
hon.  Member  :    There  are   two  Acts   of 
Parliament  containing  provisions  to  that 
effect.]  He  would  suggest  that  in  all  future 
appointments  notice  should  be  given  that 
the  party  would  have  no  claim  to  compen* 
sation  in  the  event  of  any  change.      As 
regarded   the    Divorce    and    Matrimonial 
Causes  Bill,  when  the  Order  of  the  Daj 
was  read,  he  would  call   attention  to  the 
important  principles   it  involved,  and  the 
danger  of  adopting  it  without  due  consi- 
deration.     He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment  would  not  determine  on  pressing 
the  Bill  at  that  late  period  of  the  Session. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  believed 
that  notice  had  been  given  to  persons  re> 
ceiving  appointments  in  those  Courts  tbat 
they  would  have  no  claim  to  compensation 
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ia  tbe  oyent  of  their  offices  being  abolished. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Hadfield),  he  faftd  to  state  that  the 
Wills  and  Administrations  Bill  was  with- 
drawn last  night  in  consequence  of  the 
impossibility  of  its  receiving  due  attention 
daring  the  present  Session.  Tbe  Diyorce 
and  Matrimonial  Causes  Bill  had  only  come 
within  a  few  days  from  the  Honse  of  Lords. 
He  willingly  admitted  its  importance,  and 
the  Government  hoped  to  be  able  to  pro- 
ceed with  it  during  the  present  Session. 
He  would  rather  not,  however,  give  any  dis- 
tinct assurance  to  that  effect  or  otherwise, 
at  present,  but  on  an  early  day  next  week 
he  would  state  what  course  would  be  taken 
with  respect  to  it.  In  regard  to  the  third 
part  of  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield,  he  could  only  say  that  due  notice 
would  be  given  of  any  measures  which  the 
Government  might  think  it  expedient  to 
propose  in  the  course  of  the  next  Session. 
He  was  not  aware  of  any  new  Bill  which 
it  was  intended  to  bring  in  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  and,  with  reference  to  the 
Bills  now  on  the  paper,  the  course  which 
the  Government  proposed  to  take  would  be 
stated  as  those  measures  successively  came 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORE  said,  he 
hoped  the  Goyemment  would  proceed  with 
the  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Bill, 
which  would  remove  from  the  Statute  Book 
a  scandal  that  had  long  been  a  disgrace  to 
the  country. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  that  the  abolition  of  the  proc- 
ters,  to  whom  the  chief  compensation  was 
proposed  under  the  Bill  of  tbe  hon.  and 
teamed  Solicitor  General,  was  not  recom- 
mended by  more  than  one  Commission 
which  bad  inquired  into  the  subject,  and  that 
the  Government  had  proposed  to  give  some 
J&50,000  a  year  as  compensation  to  those 
whose  existence  was  reported  by  one  of 
these  Commissions  to  be  essential  to  the 
publio  safety.  The  evils  arising  out  of 
the  present  system  with  respect  to  wills 
and  administrations  had  been  greatly  ex- 
aggerated, though  he  would  admit  that 
there  were  some  which  could  hardly  be 
exaggerated.  For  example,  there  was 
the  bona  noiahilia  system,  which  rendered 
it  neeessary  to  prove  a  will  in  several  dis- 
tricts ;  and  he  thought  it  was  also  highly 
desirable  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts 
should  be  turned  into  Queen's  Courts.  If 
tho  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
mcut  would  only  take  the  trouble  during 


the  recess  to  look  over  the  Report  of  the 
Chancery  Commission  of  1854— it  was 
very  short — the  noble  Lord  might  read  it 
through  in  an  hour  and  a  half — he  would 
find  it  founded  on  facts  of  such  importance, 
and  backed  up  by  the  authority  of  such 
eminent  men,  that  he  would  hesitate  long 
before  allowing  a  Bill  intended  for  the  re- 
form of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  to  bring 
their  business  in  any  way  under  the  control 
of  the  County  Courts.  Any  Bill  which 
contained  such  a  proposition  would  meet 
with  his  (Mr.  Malins's)  strenuous  opposi- 
tion ;  but  he  would  cordially  support  a  Bill 
founded  generally  on  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  to  which  he  had  referred. 
Subject  dropped. 

MUTINY  OF  THE  TIPPERARY  MILITIA. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  trusted  he 
might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  on 
a  subject  which  concerned  the  peace  and 
good  order  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
empire.  The  House  had  heard  within 
the  last  few  days  that  one  regiment  in 
Her  Majesty's  service  had  been  in  conflict 
with  three  others  in  the  open  field ;  they 
had  seen  that  a  town  of  some  importance 
in  Ireland  had  been  in  the  possession  of 
mutinous  troops ;  they  had  been  informed 
that  four  of  those  soldiers  had  been  shot 
in  action,  while  twelve  or  thirteen  on  each 
side  were  said  to  be  wounded,  yet  no  notice 
whatever  had  been  taken  of  the  subject  in 
that  House.  An  Irishman  might  perhaps^ 
be  pardoned,  then,  for  calling  attention  to 
so  fearful  a  state  of  things.  He  had  taken 
the  liberty  several  times  of  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War — who  was  not  now  in 
his  place,  though  he  (Colonel  Dunne)  had 
given  him  notice  that  he  should  bring  the 
question  forward — to  the  mode  of  disem- 
bodying the  militia.  He  had  been  in 
communication  with  the  colonels  of  Irish 
militia  on  the  subject,  and  they  had  toge- 
ther pressed  upon  the  Minister  for  War 
the  hardship  suffered  by  men  who  were 
discharged  from  their  regiments  without 
money  and  with  no  clothes,  except  a  light 
undress  uniform.  The  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  than  whom  no 
man  in  the  country  better  understood  mili- 
tary details,  took  the  subject  into  oonsi- 
deration,  and  stated  in  that  House  that 
the  men  should  have  a  gratuity  of  14«. 
on  being  disbanded.  That  was  a  most 
satisfactory  answer.  All  those  who  had 
made  representations  on  the  subject  were 
averse  from  granting  the  men,  on  leaving 
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their  regiments,  more,  money  tlian  was 
abBolatelj  necessary,  so  that  they  might 
not  be  led  into  dissipation ;  but  they  also 
knew  very  well  that  they  bad  recruited 
from  a  class  of  men  whose  ordinary  clothes 
were  destroyed,  and  who  would  go  from 
their  regiments  without  a  halfpenny  in 
their  pockets.  That  had  actually  been 
the  result.  In  England  there  had  been 
a  great  deal  of  bungling  about  the  militia 
regiments,  and  almost  all  the  colonels  of 
those  regiments  had  received  different 
orders  on  the  subject  of  the  gratuities. 
Instead  of  giving  the  men  the  promised 
lis.,  orders  i^ere  sent  round  to  give  them 
a  portion  of  the  bounty,  which  was  issued 
at  the  rate  of  5s,  a  quarter^  and  in  some 
regiments  the  men  got  4«.,  with  a  part  of 
the  bounty.  Now,  the  payment  of  the 
bounty  was  spread  over  that  period,  in 
order,  no  doubt,  to  induce  the  men  to 
return  to  their  standards,  while  the  gra- 
tuity was  to  be  given,  because  without  it 
the  men  would  have  starved.  That,  as 
he  had  stated,  was  the  coarse  pursued  in 
England,  and  he  knew  that  in  many  in- 
stances the  colonels  of  militia  had  given 
the  men  money  out  of  their  own  pockets 
to  carry  them  home  and  support  them. 
Orders  were  sent  to  disembody  the  Irish 
militia,  and  he  would  beg  to  read  an  ex- 
tract from  a  letter  he  had  received  from 
the  officer  left  in  command  of  his  own 
regiment,  which  wonU  show  how  the  men 
were  treated : — 

"  We  are  only  authorised  to  give  the  men  the 
proportion  of  bounty  up  to  the  day  they  leare, 
which  it  very  hard,  as  many  of  them  have  left 
with  only  a  few  penoe  in  their  pockets,  and  ualesa 
they  get  immediate  employment  they  most  go 
without  food." 

The  Tipperary  Militia  were  treated  in  the 
same  way;  they  were  ordered  to  give  in 
their  clothing,  and,  though  he  knew  too 
well  what  military  discipline  required  to 
defend  such  a  breach  of  it  as  had  been 
committed  in  this  instance,  he  thought  it 
was  very  natural  on  the  part  of  men,  who 
had  very  little  other  clothing,  to  object  to 
such  an  order.  The  regiment  then  became 
so  mutinous  that  'General  Chatterton,  an 
experienced  and  humane  officer,  had  to 
bring  up  other  regiments  against  it,  and 
the  House  knew  what  had  followed.  Now 
he  koked  upon  'the  War  Department  as 
responsible  for  all  that  had  taken  place. 
Had  they  sent  over  the  proper  order  that 
the  men  should  purchase  clothes,  and 
should  be  fed  until  they  got  into  work, 
or  if  the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord 
Colonel  Dunne 


(Viscount  Palmerston)  had  been  carried 
out,  this  lamentable  affair  would  not  hare 
occurred.  There  were  many  other  regi- 
ments to  be  disbanded,  and  the  peace  of 
the  country  would  be  disturbed  in  many 
other  parts  of  Ireland  if  the  Oovemmeni 
did  not  do  justice  to  the  soldiers.  He 
admitted  that  in  this  ease  severe  punish- 
ment must  be  inflicted  on  the  offenders, 
but  would  it  not  be  much  better  to  exer- 
cise a  little  more  common  sense  and  hu- 
manity before  such  scenes  were  allowed  to 
take  place  ? 

CoLOKSL  FRENCH  said,  there  was  • 
general  feeling  in  Ireland  that  the  men 
had  not  been  fairiy  treated.  They  had 
been  given  to  understand  at  the  outset 
that  the  £6  bounty  would  be  paid  at  once, 
instead  of  which  it  had  only  been  paid  hj 
instalments  of  £1  a  year  or  5s,  a  quarter, 
and  then  the  payment  of  the  miserable 
instalment  of  the  bounty  was  substituted 
for  the  promised  gratuity.  There  was  a 
rumour  that  the  War  Minister  intended 
altogether  to  override  the  assurance  giren 
by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  bead  of  the 
Government ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  allow  it,  for  the  conduct  of 
the  men  had  been  most  admirable. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  at  its  rising  to  adjourn  till  JIbfs- 
day. 

COUNTT  COURTS  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  move  a  resolution  eondemnatorj 
of  the  principle  of  throwing  a  largely  in- 
creased charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
on  account  of  the  County  Courts.  He 
apprehended  that  its  adoption  by  the  House 
would  not  interfere  with  the  progress  of 
the  present  Bill,  but  would  simply  delay 
the  carrying  out  of  the  proposed  alterm. 
tions  in  reference  to  the  fees  until  another 
Session.  It  would  be  perfectly  competent 
to  the  House,  after  adopting  the  Resola* 
tion  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  to  re> 
solve  themselves  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Bill.  He  might  as  well,  however,  state  to 
the  House  the  reasons  which  had  indneed 
him  to  adopt  this  form  of  Resolution.  The 
financial  changes  contemplated  by  the  Bill 
were  dispersed  through  its  various  clauses, 
and  as  it  would  have  been  impossihle,  hy 
any  question  to  be  raised  in  Committee,  to 
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ftubmit  the  subject  fairly  to  the  House,  he 
had  endeavoured  to  gather  together  the 
variouB  results  of  the  proposed  changes 
into  one  general  Motion.  The  additional 
charge  intended  to  be  thrown  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  by  this  Bill  was  £170,000 
a  year.  At  present  the  fees  paid  by  the 
suitors  discharged  the  entire  expenses  of 
those  Courts  with  the  exception  of  £25,000 
and  a  further  sum  of  about  £13,000, 
which  by  Act  of  Parliannent  was  charged 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Besicles  the 
additional  charge  of  £170,000  contem- 
plated by  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood,  there 
were  further  additions  contemplated  by 
Tarious  Amendments,  of  which  notice  had 
been  placed  on  the  papers,  giving  salaries 
to  Judges  and  their  clerks  amounting  to 
somewhere  about  £45,000,  which  must  be 
taken  into  account.  If  these  were  not 
adopted  the  whole  charge  of  the  County 
Courts  when  the  Bill  was  passed  would 
amount  to  £208,000,  of  which  £170,000 
would  be  imposed  by  the  Bill,  and  if  these 
were  adopted  the  total  charge  would  be 
about  £253,000.  Now  that,  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  would  not  be  merely  a  per- 
manent charge,  but,  in  all  probability, 
would  be  a  growing  one.  An  annual 
charge  of  £170,000  was  equivalent  to 
voting  away  £5,000,000  of  the  public 
money  ;  an  annual  charge  of  £208,000 
was  equal  to  £6,500,000,  and  an  annual 
charge  of  £253,000  to  about  £8,000,000, 
so  that  in  a  financial  point  of  view  it  was 
no  light  question  which  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  decide.  It  was  no  excuse 
for  passing  over  the  financial  considera- 
tions, to  plead  that  this  was  a  measure  of 
law  reform.  So  far  the  financial  part  of 
the  question  had  not  been  adequately  con- 
sidered. The  measure  had  been  sent  down 
from  the  other  House,  framed  by  certain 
eminent  Peers  connected  with  the  legal 
profession,  whose  susceptibilities  with  re- 
gard to  the  liability  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  were  of  .course  not  so  great  as  those 
of  the  House  of  Commons  ought  to  be. 
The  financial  changes  contemplated  by  the 
Bin  had  been  treated  quite  as  a  secondary 
matter,  but  they  ought  not  so  to  be  viewed 
in  that  House.  As  yet  there  had  been  no 
distinct  understanding  arrived  at  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  they  were  to  proceed  in 
dividing  the  charges  of  litigation  between 
the  public  and  the  suitors.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  deny  that  there  was  much  to 
be  said  in  favour  of  a  revision  of  the  pre- 
sent arrangement,  but  it  ought  to  be  done 
deliberately,  and  it  should  be  after  a  care- 


ful review  of  the  relations  between  this 
subject  and  other  subjects  connected  with 
our  judicial  system.  All  he  asked  of  the 
House  was  the  right  of  reconsidering  the 
subject.  There  was  a  doctrine  which  was 
greatly  in  fashion  with  some  classes  of  the 
community,  to  the  effect  that  inasmuch  as 
litigation  was  a  misfortune,  its  evils  and 
annoyances  ought  to  be  borne,  as  far  as 
possible,  by  the  public.  To  that  doctrine 
he  most  distinctly  demurred.  It  was  one 
which  would  greatly  tend  to  foster  litiga* 
tion.  Although  some  persons  were  in- 
volved in  litigation  perfectly  reasonably 
and  for  the  defence  of  their  right,  in  many 
suits  both  parties  were,  and  in  most  one 
was,  unreasonable.  Even  if  it  were  not 
so,  why  were  the  costs  of  misfortune  to  be 
borne  by  the  community  ?  why  should  not 
the  evils  and  anxieties  of  life  appertain  to 
those  upon  whom  they  fell  ?  By  placing 
them  upon  the  public  you  removed  the 
stimulus  to  the  exercise  of  individual  pru- 
dence, and  discouraged  the  self-command 
and  self-denial  which  led  men  to  take  calm 
and  dispassionate  views  of  their  own  posi- 
tion and  interests.  With  regard  to  the 
particular  case  of  County  Courts  there 
were  many  circumstances  which  might  be 
urged  in  support  of  the  argument  that  the 
present  state  of  things  called  for  some 
modification  of  their  arrangement.  It  was 
said  that  the  State  paid  the  salaries  of  the 
fifteen  Judges  who  sat  in  the  Superior 
Courts  in  Westminster  Hall.  That  was 
true,  but  it  was  also  true  that  suitors  were 
made  to  contribute  largely  towards  the  ex- 
penses of  those  Courts.  Besides,  those 
Judges  did  not  stand  in  a  position  with  re- 
spect to  the  public  similar  to  that  of  County 
Court  Judges.  Their  services  were  re- 
quired for  carrying  on  the  whole  of  the 
superior  criminal  jurisdiction  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  they  had  also  to  discharge  the 
constitutional  duty  of  rendering  advice  and 
assistance  to  the  ultimate  Courts  of  Ap- 
peal. It  might  also  be  lu'ged  as  a  reason 
why  the  Judges  of  County  Courts  should 
be  paid  out  of  the  public  funds  that  in 
Scotland  the  salaries  of  the  sheri£fs  who 
presided  in  the  small  debts'  courts  of  that 
kingdom  were  so  paid.  But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  those  sheriffs,  like  the 
fifteen  Judges,  were  concerned  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  criminal  justice.  What  he 
ventured  to  submit  to  the  House,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  impress  upon  it,  was, 
that  this  subject  ought  to  be  deliberately 
examined  and  considered  by  the  House  in 
connection  with  the  state  of  the  judicial 
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establishinentB  in  Westnrinster  Hall,  and 
vith  the  manner  in  which  the  charges  of 
those  establishments  were  diyided  between 
the  pablic  and  the  persons  engaged  in  liti- 
gation. There  was  at  present  a  strong 
impression  on  the  public  mind  that  these 
establishments  were  considerably  larger 
than  was  necessary.  The  Judges  were 
proTided  with  most  liberal  salaries,  backed 
by  most  liberal  pensions.  That,  he  con- 
sidered, was  perfectly  proper.  It  apper- 
tained to  the  independence  and  the  dignity 
of  the  Bench,  and  he  did  not  beKere  that 
there  were  five  men  in  that  House  who 
would  wish  to  alter  it ;  but  that  was  no 
reason  why  the  dignified  occupants  of  tbose 
offices  should  not  be  fully  worked,  or  why 
there  should  be  a  greater  number  of  such 
officers  than  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
public  business  justified.  The  labours  of 
the  Judges  had  been  greatly  relieved  by 
the  creation  of  a  body  of  not  less  than 
sixty  Connty  Court  Judges^  and  the  ten- 
dency of  legislation  was  further  to  reduce 
their  labours ;  and  it  was  therefore  but 
just  to  the  people  of  England  that,  before 
imposing  upon  them  a  charge  so  heavy  as 
was  contemplated  by  the  Bill  under  con- 
sideration, the  House  should  examine  into 
the  state  of  those  establishments,  and 
fihottld  place  them  on  such  a  footing  as  the 
interests  of  the  public  required.  They 
were  there  to  vote  the  money  of  the  people 
of  England,  which  was  collected  from  the 
•earnings  of  the  mechanic,  the  artisan,  the 
peasant,  and  the  factory  worker,  and  they 
had  no  duty  more  sacred  than  that  of  not 
voting  sums  which  were  disproportioncd  to 
the  purposes  to  which  they  were  to  be 
applied,  and  of  seeing  that  they  did  not 
impose  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  new 
charges  without  examining  whether  the 
expenses  for  kindred  establishments  could 
not  be  reduced.  The  only  ground  upon 
which  his 'Motion  could  be  opposed  was, 
that  this  was  a  matter  of  extreme  urgency; 
but  such  an  objection  would  not  be  well 
founded,  because  all  the  necessary  reforms 
in  the  procedure  of  the  County  Courts  and 
in  the  costs  of  processes  might  be  agreed 
to  without  the  decision  of  the  question  of 
who  should  be  the  parties  to  bear  the 
•charge.  That  question  was  certainly  not 
an  urgent  one.  The  course  which  he 
would  suggest  for  the  adoption  of  the  Go- 
vernment was,  that  they  should,  during 
the  recess,  consider  this  very  important 
subject,  especially  in  connection  with  the 
poBition  of  the  fifteen  Judges  ;  should  ^x 
A  proper  scale  of  aalaries  for  the  Judges 
Mr,  Gladstone 


of  County  Courts ;  should  ascertain  the 
lowest  cost  at  which  the  business  could  be 
done  ;  and  should  then,  upon  their  respono 
sibility,  submit  to  the  House  a  proposal  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  charge  should 
be  shared  between  the  public  and  the 
suitors.  The  Bill  amounted  to  no  such 
proposal. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word — 


"  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  onler 
to  add  the  words  "  it  is  not  expedient  to  impoie, 
at  the  present  time,  upon  the  State  a  chai^ 
BO  heavy  as  one  hundred  and  seventy  thousand 
pounds  per  annum,  towards  the  maintenance  of 
the  County  Courts,"  instead  thereof. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  was  founded 
upon  the  Report  of  a  Commission  specially 
appointed  to  inquire  as  to  what  chani;es 
might  be  made  in  the  County  Courts.  The 
Commissioners  were  directed  to  inquire 
whether  any  reduction  could  be  made  in 
the  fees  paid  by  suitors  in  those  Courts, 
and  into  the  general  cost  of  the  proceed- 
ings.    The  Commissioners  stated — 

"  We  now  proceed  to  consider  a  question  which 
is  preliminary,  but  essential,  to  this  branch  of 
the  inquiry — that  is,  whether  the  County  Courts 
should  be  self-supporting.  We  are  of  opinion 
that  they  should  not.  To  compel  the  suitors  to 
pay  fees  sufficient  to  support  the  establishment 
appears  te  us  uniust  in  principle,  as  that  which  is 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public  should  be  supported 
by  the  public ;  but  we  fear  that  at  present  finan- 
cial reasons  will  render  it  impracticable  to  reduce 
the  fees  in  strict  oonibrmity  with  the  principle  we 
have  enunciated.  We  think,  therefore,  that  the 
suitors  should  pay  an  amount  of  contribution  suf- 
ficient to  remunerate  the  clerks  and  high  bailiffii 
of  the  Court,  and  that  all  other  expenses  of  the 
establishment — ^suoh  as  Judges'  salaries,  build- 
ings, stationery,  and  other  matters,  should  be 
borne  by  the  public  revenue." 

They  then  gave  a  scale  of  fees,  and  re- 
commended a  reduction  in  the  sum  here- 
tofore paid  by  suitors  of  £124,000.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  not 
stated  any  special  reasons,  applicable  at 
this  particular  time,  why  the  principles  laid 
down  by  the  Commissioners  for  the  County 
Courts,  and  already  recognised  in  the  Su- 
perior Courts  at  Westminster,  should  not 
be  now  acted  upon,  and  he  did  not  see 
that  any  reason  had  been  shown  for  fur- 
ther inquiry  into  the  principle  whether 
suitors  who  were  least  able  to  pay  the 
costs  should  pay  expenses  ftom  which  the 
richer  suitors  in  the  Superior  Courts  were 
exempt  His  right  hon.  Friend  said  this 
was  a  heavy  charge,  but  he  did  not  see 
how  the  House  would  be  more  competent 
to  deal  with  the  question  in  a  future  Sea- 
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University  of  Oxford  the  Government  bod 
▼oted  80  many  millions,  they  surely  should 
not  refuse  a  sum  of  £100,000  for  such 
a  purpose.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  to  wait ;  he  was  a  theologiant 
and  therefore  knew  that  procrastination 
was  t\ie  root  of  all  evil.  No  persons  con- 
cerned with  justice  were  so  much  wronged 
as  the  clerks  of  the  County  Court  Judges, 
for  they  were  less  remunerated  than  any 
other  portion  of  the  same  class.  The  Bill 
was  intended  for  the  middle  classes,  and 
he  trusted  that  it  would  not  be  rejected. 

Mr.  BOWYER  said,  that  the  Resolu- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  was  founded  upon  the  totally 
mistaken  principle  that  the  Judges  of 
those  Courts  ought  to  be  paid  in  part  by 
foes  from  the  suitors.  The  only  sound 
principle  was,  that  that  expenditure  should 
be  looked  upon  as  part  of  the  public  ser- 
vice. Remembering  the  reckless  man- 
ner in  which  money  was  not  unfrequently 
voted  away  by  that  House,  it  was  shocking 
that  there  should  be  so  much  reluctance  in 
granting  the  necessary  supplies  for  that 
most  important  of  all  services — the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  He  would  cer- 
tainly vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  VANSITTART  said,  he  should 
support  the  Resolution.  He  approved  of 
the  reasonings  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  and  thought  that  by  acting  upon 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  the 
House  would  place  itself  in  a  false  posi- 
tion. It  was,  he  believed,  dangerous  to 
make  justice  too  cheap. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  a  proposal  to  throw  upon  the  suitors 
the  entire  charge  of  those  Courts  looked 
not  unlike  an  attempt  to  make  men  fore- 
go their  rights  and  submit  to  imposition 
rather  than  incur  a  serious  expenditure. 
Such  a  proceeding  was  not  to  be  tole- 
rated. The  doctrine,  that  the  charge  of 
maintaining  the  Courts  of  law  should  be 
thrown  on  the  litigant  parties  was  open  to 
grave  objection,  for  the  community  at 
large,  and  not  merely  the  person  who 
succeeded  in  a  case,  derived  benefit  from 
the  administration  of  justice.  It  might 
be  that  the  expenditure  on  account  of  sa- 
laries and  superannuations  in  the  Courts 
at  Westminster  Hall  was  excessive ;  and, 
if  so,  it  would  be  well  to  inquire  into  it ; 
but  the  question  had  no  manner  of  con- 
nection with  that  now  under  consideration, 
and  should  not  be  mixed  up  with  it.  It 
was  not  to  be  denied  that  the  fees  at  pre- 
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sion,  since  they  had  now  the  advantage  of 
the  assistance  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission. His  right  hon.  Friend  said  there 
were  special  reasons  why  the  Superior 
Courts  of  law  at  Westminster  should  be 
maintained  at  the  public  expense  which 
were  not  applicable  to  the  County  Courts, 
because  the  Judges  transacted  all  the  cri- 
minal business  of  the  country.  But  the 
Equity  Judges  received  their  salaries  from 
the  same  source,  and  they  transacted  no 
criminal  business.  Their  attention  was  ex- 
clusively devoted  to  suits  in  which  property 
was  concerned,  and  in  which  the  suitors 
were  persons  of  wealth,  or,  at  all  events, 
of  some  means.  The  Judges  of  those 
Courts  were  maintained  exclusively  at  the 
public  expense,  and  he  did  not  see  any 
distinction  between  the  Equity  Judges, 
who  transacted  exclusively  civil  business, 
and  the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  said  that  there  were 
now  more  Judges  in  Westminster  Hall 
than  were  required  for  the  business  that 
devolved  upon  them.  He  was  not  aware 
of  the  grounds  upon  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
number  of  Judges  could  be  at  all  dimi- 
nished»  nor  could  he  conceive  why,  upon 
that  account,  tbe  House  should  not  do 
justice  to  the  class  of  suitors  interested  in 
the  County  Courts.  If  the  House  were  to 
cut  off  two,  or  three,  or  four  of  the  Judges 
of  Westminster  Hall,  that  would  not  af- 
fect the  business  of  the  Count v  Courts 
or  the  tiuties  performed  by  the  Judges 
of  those  Courts,  nor  did  he  see  why  the 
House  should  postpone  an  act  of  justice 
to  tbe  suitors  in  the  County  Courts  until 
they  had  instituted  an  inquiry  into  a  mat- 
ter of  a  totally  different  nature.  He  con- 
ceived that  the  proper  course  was  to  go 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill.  There  might 
be  reasons  for  making  changes  in  the 
table  of  fees,  but  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  be  induced  to  make  those  Courts 
self-sopporting,  and  to  throw  the  whole 
burden  upon  the  suitors. 

Mr.  £.  BALL  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  give  way  upon  the 
Bill.  Of  all  the  means  to  give  relief  to 
the  oppressed,  none  was  done  at  so  little 
expense  as  by  the  County  Courts  Act. 
The  last  thing  they  ought  to  do  would  be 
to  refoae  a  little  money  towards  the  relief 
of  tbe  oppressed.  The  business  of  the 
Courts  was  not  only  great,  but  increasing. 
Since  1851  it  had  increased  a  hundred 
fold.  When,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
rizht  hon.  Gentleman*  the  Member  for  the 
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Bent  exacted  from  suitors  in  the  County 
Courts  were  too  large,  and  altogether  out 
of  proportion  with  the  amounts  involved 
in  litigation.  That  evil  the  Bill  would  cor- 
rect, so  the  House,  in  his  opinion,  would 
do  well  to  go  at  once  into  Committee 
on  it. 

Mr.  BECKETT  DENISON  said,  he 
fully  approved  of  the  Resolution.  They 
were  called  upon  to  pay  £170,000  a  year, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  divided  the  House  upon  the  pro- 
priety of  considering  the  County  Courts 
without  pledging  themselves  to  pay  the 
sum,  he  would  go  with  him.  After  so 
much  money  had  been  voted,  it  was  more 
than  ever  important  to  consider  such  a 
sum  as  £170.000.  He  ohjected  to  it  as  a 
guardian  of  the  public  purse. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  that  from  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it  would 
be  supposed  that  the  £  1 70,000  was  to  be 
taken  from  the  pockets  of  the  people.  That 
certainly  was  not  the  proposition.  The 
proposition  was  to  limit  the  power  of 
granting  money  to  the  County  Courts  to 
£170,000.  They  should  consider  that  in 
those  courts  was  transacted  the  greater 
part  of  the  litigation  of  the  country.  The 
amount  in  each  case  was  small,  but  the 
aggregate  was  enormous.  The  courts 
were  courts  of  litigation  for  the  poor. 
The  Resolution  made  a  difference  between 
courts  for  the  rich  and  courts  for  the  poor, 
and  gave  the  favour  to  the  court  for  the 
rich.  [Cries  qf  **  No,  no  ! "]  That,  how- 
ever, he  repeated,  was  the  effect  of  the 
Resolution. 

Sir  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
must  deny  that  the  Amendment  was  fairly 
susceptible  of  any  such  interpretation  as 
that  sought  to  be  put  upon  it  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield.  If  any 
distinction  were  made  between  tbe  rich 
and  the  poor  as  regarded  their  courts,  the 
House  would  desire  to  make  it  in  favour  of 
the  latter.  But  what  said  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  the  proposal  to  saddle 
the  Consolidated  Fund  with  this  enormous 
charge  ?  It  was,  above  all  things,  impor- 
tant to  know  how  it  was  regarded  by  the 
financial  Minister.  For  his  own  part,  he 
(Sir  H.  Willoughby)  had  serious  misgiv- 
ings that  if  they  went  on  thrawing  such 
heavy  burdens  on  that  fund,  it  would  break 
down  and  become  bankrupt  at  last.  The 
expense  of  our  judicial  constitution  was 
enormous.  We  paid  more  for  allowance 
and  compensation  than  other  countries 
paid  for  their  entire  judicature.  That 
The  Attorney  General 


arose  from   the  mixture  of   paym^t  by 
money  and  payment  by  fees. 

Mr.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORE  said,  that 
all  persons  were  gainers  by  a  cheap  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  and  that  to  main- 
tain cheap  justice  was  one  of  the  reaaous 
for  which  that  House  existed.  If  the 
Judges  in  Westminster  Hall  were  too  nu- 
merous and  too  well  paid,  by  all  means  re- 
duce them ;  but  let  not  the  poor  of  the 
country  be  called  upon  to  pay  larger  sums 
than  they  ought  to  pay  in  judicial  fees. 

Mr.  bass  said,  the  question  was  not 
one  of  cheap  justice,  but  of  what  propor- 
tion of  the  expense  of  the  County  Courts 
should  be  borne  by  the  suitors  and  by  the 
country  respectively.  It  was  not  the  poor 
alone  who  were  benefitted  by  these  tri- 
bunals— the  rich  often  availed  themselves 
of  their  advantages ;  and  if  the  fees  now 
unnecessarily  proposed  to  be  reduced  were 
still  retained,  it  was  his  belief  that  no- 
body, from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
other,  would  lose  a  night's  sleep  in  conse- 
quence. 

Mr.  STRUTT  said,  that  999  out  of 
1 ,000  debtors  were  induced  to  pay  their 
debts  from  a  knowledge  of  the  facilities 
offered  by  those  courts  for  enforcing  just 
claims ;  and  it  was  not  fair  that  the  un- 
fortunate creditor,  who  was  put  to  the 
trouble  and  expense  of  substantiating  his 
claim  in  one  of  those  tribunals,  should  be 
subjected  to  an  additional  charge  for  their 
maintenance.  The  burden  ought  to  fall 
upon  the  public  at  large,  to  whose  rights 
the  existence  of  those  courts  operated  as 
an  effectual  protection.  It  would,  more- 
over, be  a  .flagrant  injustice  while  the 
cost  of  the  Superior  Courts — resorted  to 
exclusively  by  the  rich — was  defrayed  by 
the  public,  to  insist  on  the  tribunals  fre> 
quented  by  the  poor  being ,  supported  by 
the  suitors. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  1  to  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5, 

MR.HADFIELD  said,  he  wished  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  clause  to  insert  the 
words  "  any  special  pleader  of  ten  years' 
standing  may  be  appointed  a  Judge  of  a 
County  Court,  and.'  Some  of  our  ablest 
lawyers  had  been  taken  from  special 
pleaders,  who  were  especially  versed  in 
the  law  of  evidence. 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  Baid,  he 
must  object  to  the  Amendment.  Special 
pleaders,  he  apprehended,  would  introduce 
technicalities,  and  not  act  on  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Bill.  There  was  a  prorision 
in  the  former  Act  that  they  should  be 
qualified  for  the  office  after  they  bad  been 
called  to  the  bar  for  a  limited  period. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  add  to 
the  Amendment  a  proriso  that  they  should 
be  first  called  to  the  bar. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  be 
had  no  objection  to  fix  a  particular  time 
after  their  call  to  the  bar. 

Serjeant  SHES  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  desirable  to  introduce  special 
pleaders  in  any  way.  They  were  only 
persons  who  undersold  the  barristers,  their 
▼erv  existence  was  of  recent  date,  and 
they  did  not  choose  to  observe  the  regula- 
tions of  the  bar. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  on  referring  to  the  existing  Act,  he 
found  that  special  pleaders  were  eligible 
after  they  had  been  called  to  the  bar  for 
seven  years.  He  hoped  that  would  sa- 
tisfy the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  whetlier  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  have  any  objection  to  an- 
other principle,  which  was  not  to  exclude 
attorneys  and  solicitors.  Those  parties 
were  admitted  in  Scotland ;  and  one  of  the 
ablest  Judges  in  that  country,  Mr.  Sheriff 
Barclay,  of  Perth,  was  only  a  solicitor. 
He  should  more  that  a  solicitor  or  attorney 
of  ten  years'  standing  might  be  qualified 
to  be  a  Judge  of  a  County  Court. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Mr.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORE  said,  he 
should  oppose  the  Amendment.  The  at- 
torneys had  quite  power  enough  in  the 
profession  as  it  was.  A  single  instance 
did  not  make  a  general  rule,  and  he 
thought  the  line  between  the  bar  and  the 
attorneys  should  be  maintained  definite  and 
distinct. 

Mr.  HADPIELB  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  would 
adopt  the  Motion.  He  knew  of  no  power 
attorneys  possessed  except  that  of  selec- 
tion in  delivering  briefs  to  counsel.  There 
was  no  comparison  on  the  part  of  barris- 
ters with  a  class  of  attorneys  with  whom 
he  (Mr.  Hadfield)  was  acquainted  for  a 
knowledge,  not  only  of  evidence,  but  of 
the  law  in  all  its  departments. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  would  not  discuss  the  fusion  of  the  two 
branches  of  the  profession  proposed.     So 


long,  however,  as  the  judicial  bench  in 
Westminster  Hall  was  recruited  from  one 
branch  of  the  profession,  he  thought  it 
was  best  to  keep  up  the  distinction,  more 
especially  in  the  County  Courts.  On  those 
short  grounds  he  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  many  of 
those  gentlemen  who  were  now  Judges  of 
the  County  Courts  had  been  originally  at- 
torneys. It  was  but  natural,  however, 
that  barristers  should  oppose  attorneys. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  objected  to  the 
power  the  clause  gave  to  the  Judges,  in 
case  of  absence,  to  allow  another  J  udgc  to 
act  for  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  clause  did  not  increase  the  power 
already  existing  in  that  respect  It  only 
prescribed  the  mode  of  appointment. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  it  would  seem 
to  sanction  the  notion  that  these  Judges 
had  so  much  of  their  time  unoccupied  that 
they  could  supply  the  convenience  of  other 
Judges,  and  do  their  work. 

Clause  agreed  to ;  as  were  also  Clauses 
6  to  19  inclusive. 

Clause  20  (County  Courts  shall  not  have 
jurisdiction  to  try  any  action  for  criminal 
conversation,  but  that,  by  agreement  of 
both  parties  to  a  suit,  all  other  actions 
may  be  tried  in  such  Courts). 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
on  what  ground  actions  for  crim.  con.  were 
excluded  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Courts  ?  Ho  also  wished  to  know  why,  in 
the  case  of  causes  beyond  the  jurisdiction 
of  County  Courts,  the  consent  of  both  par- 
ties was  required  for  their  trial  in  those 
CourU  ? 

Thtc  attorney  general  replied, 
that  County  Courts  were  established  in 
order  to  afford  a  cheap  and  speedy  means 
for  the  recovery  of  debts,  and  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  certain  cases ; 
but  if  jurisdiction  was  given  to  those  Courts 
over  ail  causes  which  were  now  cognisable 
by  the  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Law, 
he  apprehended  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  establish  a  subordinate  set  of  Courts  to 
determine  the  class  of  cases  which  were 
at  present  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
County  Courts. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  always  under- 
stood that  County  Courts  were  established 
with  the  avowed  obiect  of  bringing  justice 
home  to  every  man  s  door.  If,  then,  there 
was  in  any  case  a  right  of  action  for  cri- 
minal conrersation,  why  shonld   not   the 
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means  of  redress  be  open  to  the  poor  man 
as  well  as  to  tbe  rich  ?  Tho  poor  man  felt 
the  injury  ho  sustained  io  such  a  case 
quite  as  keenly  as  the  rich  man,  but,  under 
present  circumstances,  his  poverty  pre- 
vented him  from  obtaining  justice. 

Mb.  J.  6.  PHILLIMORE  said,  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  that  the  damages  laid  in 
cases  of  criminal  conversation  were  fre- 
quently of  enormous  amount,  and  that 
great  delicacy  of  judgment  was  required 
on  the  part  of  the  Judges  by  whom  such 
cases  were  tried.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County  Courts 
should  not  be  extended  to  cases  of  that 
class. 

Mr.  ROEEtJCE  said,  a  man  could  bring 
an  action  for  libel  in  a  County  Court,  and 
on  what  ground  was  he  precluded  from 
proceeding  for  criminal  conversation  in 
such  a  Court? 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  did  not  see  why, 
if  cases  of  libel  and  seduction  could  be  tried 
by  consent  in  County  Courts,  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  such  Courts  should  not  be  extended, 
with  the  consent  of  the  parties  to  actions 
for  criminal  conversation. 

Mr.  MURROUGH  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  moat  dangerous  to  give  County 
Courts  jurisdiction  in  cases  of  crim.  con. 
Under  such  a  system  facilities  for  collusion 
would  be  afforded,  and  plots  of  that  kind 
might  easily  be  carried  out  to  fruition  in 
County  Courts. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  cases  of  collusion  would 
be  more  likely  to  occur  in  the  inferior  than 
in  the  superior  Courts,  and  he  thonght, 
therefore,  that  it  was  desirable  to  reserve 
the  jurisdiction  in  actions  for  criminal  con- 
versation to  the  Superior  Courts. 

Mr.  M'MAHON  said,  that  the  clause 
would  give  jurisdiction  to  County  Courts, 
by  consent,  with  respect  to  all  actions  in 
Courts  of  Common  Law;  he  should,  there- 
fore, move  an  Amendment  giving  County 
Courts  similar  jurisdiction  with  respect  to 
suits  in  equity. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
should  oppose  the  Amendment,  which  was 
negatived  without  a  division. 

Mr.  M.  T.  bass  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  tho 
Courts  beyond  £50,  without  consent  of 
parties,  which  was  also  negatived. 

On  the  Question  that  Clause  20  stand 
part  of  the  Bill, 

Mh.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  should  op- 
pose  tho  clause,  and  hoped  the  Committee 
Mr,  Moehuck 


would  strike  it  out,  as  in  the  event  of  its 
being  agreed  to  it  would  clash  with  the 
clauses  which  he  intended  to  move  at  a 
future  stage. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  hoped  the  (lommittee  would  adopt  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  The  Commissioners 
were  unanimous  in  their  opinion  that  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  County  Courts  should 
not  be  extended  to  any  other  causes  than 
those  mentioned  in  the  clause  without  tbe 
consent  of  the  parties  to  the  suit. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Cases  may  be  removed  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  County  Court,  in 
which  a  set-off  was  admitted  against  the 
origrinal  account  exceeding  £200). 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 
he  should  move  to  strike  out  the  words 
*'  provided  the  amount  of  the  claim  exceeds 
the  snm  of  £200.*'  He  did  not  see  why, 
if  the  actual  sum  in  litigation  was  only 
£10,  whether  the  set- off  was  £200  or 
£2,000,  the  County  Court  should  not  deal 
with  such  cases.  If  the  clause  were  agreed 
to  in  in  its  present  shape,  it  would  exclude 
all  running  accounts  from  the  jurisdiction 
of  those  Courts. 

The  attorney  general  said,  he 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to;  as  were 
also  Clauses  22  to  72  (C)  inclusive. 

Clause  72  (D),  Salaries  of  Judges. 

Sir    JOHN    PAKINGTON    said,  he 
considered  the  present  would  be  the  pro- 
per time  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given   notice  for  equalising    the 
salaries  of  the  County  Court  Judges  at 
£1,500,  instead  of  at  £1,200  per  anuum, 
as  proposed  in  the   Bill.     Those  CoiirtB 
occupied  now  a  most  important  posiUon, 
and  he  thought  that  the  public  interests 
required  that  every  precaution  should  be 
taken  to  insure  that  the  Judges  should  be 
highly  qualified.     The  task  he  now  had  to 
perform  was  simplified  by  the  admission 
contained  in  the  Bill — that  hereafter  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges  ought  to  be  uni- 
formly of  one  amount,  therefore  he  need 
not  dwell  on  that  point.     A  recent  Act 
gave  power  to  the  Treasury  to  assign  to 
them  a  salary  not  exceeding  £1,500    a 
year,  and  not  below  £1,200.     That  dis* 
cretionary  power  on  the  part  of  the  Trea- 
sury had   been  condemned  by  the   Lord 
Chancellor  and  by  the  country  at  large, 
and  was  wisely  surrendered  by  the  present 
Bill.     The  question  now  was,  whether  the 
salaries  should  be  equalised  at  the  amount 
of  £1^500  a  year,  or,  aa  the  Bill  proposed. 
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at  £1,200.  When  the  first  County  Courts 
Act  was  passed  in  1846,  jurisdiction  was 
given  to  the  Judges  of  those  Courts  only 
in  cases  not  exceeding  £20  in  value.     A 
salary  of  £1,200  was  assigned  to  them, 
bat  they  were  left  free  to  add   to  their 
income  by  following   their  profession  as 
barristers.     In  1850  the  jurisdiction  was 
extended  to  cases  of  £50  in  amount,  and 
of  course  the  business  of  the  Courts  was 
greatly  increased.  The  next  Act,  in  1 852, 
regulated  the  salary  of  the  Judges,  so  that 
it  should  not  exceed  £1,500,  or  fall  below 
£1,200,  but  by  the  same  Act  the  Judges 
were  restricted  from  following  their  pro- 
fession as  barristers.     In  the  exercise  of 
the  discretion  given  by  the  Act  the  Trea- 
aary  decided,  in  1854,  that  a  very  con* 
siderable  number  of  the  Judges— he  be- 
lieved one-third — should  receive  the  maxi- 
mum salary  of  £1,500  a  year,  on   the 
ground  of  the  rapidly  increasing  duties  of 
their  office.     Since  then  not  less  than  six 
or  seven  Bills  had  been  passed  adding  to 
the  labours  of  the  County  Court  Judges, 
and  he  now  appealed  to  the  House  to  de- 
cide whether  it  was  not  important  to  the 
interests  of  the  country  that  the  income  of 
the  Judges  should  be  fixed  at   such  an 
amount  as  would  secure  the  services  of 
men  qualified  to  discharge  the  increased 
duties  with  efficiency.    He  would  now  give 
the  House  some  idea  of  the  amount  of 
business  done  in  these  Courts  by  stating 
that,    in   1851,   not    less   than   441,000 
plaints  were  entered  for  sums  amounting 
in   the  whole  to   £1,624,916,  of  which 
£618,000  were  received  during  the  year 
to  the  credit  of  the  suitors,  and  £615,000 
were  actually  paid  over.     He  might  safely 
say  that  since  then  the  amount  had  greatly 
increased.     Considering  that  the  Judges 
were  obliged  to  abandon  their  profession 
as  barristers,  to  take  residences   in   the 
country,   and   to  support    properly   their 
social  position — considering  also  that  the 
business  of  the   Courts  had  greatly  in- 
creased, he  thought  that  the  higher  salary 
of  £1,500  would  not  be  more  than  a  rea- 
sonable remuneration  for  the  duties  they 
had  to  discharge.    Let  the  House  compare 
the  salary  he  now  proposed  to  give  with 
the  remuneration  given  to  some  other  legal 
fanetionaries.  The  senior  Commissioner  of 
Bankruptcy  received  £2,000  a  year,  and 
the    other   Commissioners   £1,800  each. 
The    first    Insolvency   Commissioner    re- 
ceived £2,000  a  year,  and  the  subordinate 
Commissioners  £1,500  each.     The  duties 
discharged  by  the  County  Court  Judges 


were  fully  as  important  to  the  public  as 
the  duties  discharged  by  those  officers, 
and  required  an  equal  degree  of  capacity, 
professional  knowledge,  and  experience. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
Courts  in  Ireland  received  from  £800  to 
£1,000  a  year  each,  and  were  allowed  to 
practise  at  the  bar  besides.  Now,  should 
not  gentlemen  qualified  to  fill  the  office  of 
a  County  Court  Judge,  and  having  the 
dignity  and  station  of  that  office  to  main- 
tain, be  put  upon,  at  least,  as  good  a 
position  as  the  Chairman  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  Courts  in  Ireland  ?  Now,  Jet  the 
Committee  consider  for  a  moment  the  ob- 
jections that  were  raised  to  the  proposed 
increase  of  the  salaries  of  the  County 
Court  Judges.  It  was  in  the  first  place 
contended  that  their  labours  were  not  so 
great,  and  their  time  not  filled  up  to  such 
a  degree  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
their  offices  as  to  entitle  them  to  a  higher 
amount  of  remuneration  than  that  which 
they  at  present  received.  His  answer  to 
that  ohjection  was  that  such  a  rearrange- 
ment of  the  districts  in  whicl^those  Judges 
presided  might  be  effected  as  to  occupy 
their  time  to  any  extent  which  might  be 
deemed  to  bo  desirable.  The  next  ohjec- 
tion which  was  urged  to  any  increase  of 
salary  was,  that  those  Judges  held  other 
situations  from  which  they  derived  con- 
siderable emolument,  and  a  case  had,  he 
believed,  lately  occurred  in  which  a  learned 
gentleman  who  presided  in  one  of  tho 
County  Courts  held  at  the  same  time  no 
less  than  three  recorderships  —  namely, 
those  of  Plymouth,  Devonport,  and  Wells* 
[Sir  G.  Qret:  There  is  no  salary  attached 
to  the  last-mentioned  recordership.]  He 
was  glad  to  be  corrected  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet ;  but  he  must  say  that  he  regard- 
ed the  combination  of  different  situations 
in  the  person  of  a  County  Court  Judge  as 
in  principle  most  objectionable ;  and,  being 
of  that  opinion,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
such  combination  should  be  permitted  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  the  change  which  he 
proposed.  It  was  also  urged  in  opposition 
to  that  change  that  it  was  totally  unneces- 
sary, inasmuch  as  no  difficulty  was  ever 
experienced  in  finding  in  Westminster  Hall 
barristers  who  were  ready  to  accept  the 
office  of  County  Court  Judge  at  a  salary 
of  £1,200  a  year.  That  was  a  proposition 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  dispute; 
but  he  must  at  the  same  time  maintain 
that,  in  order  to  uphold  the  public  interests, 
the  real  question  in  connection  with  the 
subject  to  be  considered  was,  not  whether 
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barristers  ready  to  accept  the  office  at 
that  salarj  could  be  found,  but  whether 
the  services  of  men  of  high  professional 
qualifications  could  for  that  amonnt  be 
secured.  He  considered  that  such  would 
not  be  the  case,  and,  therefore,  he  felt 
justified  in  pressing  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  21,  line 
4,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  twelve,'*  and  to 
insert  the  word  "  fifteen,"  instead  thereof. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  before  deciding  whether 
the  salaries  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
should  be  raised  to  the  amount  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  was 
a  preliminary  question  to  be  decided  — 
namely,  whether  the  salaries,  if  increased, 
should  be  placed  upon  'the  Consolidated 
Fund  or  provided  for  out  of  the  fees  in- 
cluded in  Schedule  C  ?  In  proposing  the 
sum  of  £1,200  per  annum,  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  under  the  impression  that 
it  was  an  adequate  salary  for  the  County 
Court  Judges.  The  only  means  of  deter- 
mining the  correctness  of  that  impression 
was  by  seeing  whether  persons  competent 
for  the  discharge  of  the  duties  could  be  ob- 
tained for  that  sum.  His  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's)  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  of  course 
had  better  means  of  knowing  whether  that 
was  so  or  not  than  any  Member  of  that 
House,  was  of  opinion  that  the  salary  of 
£1,200  a  year  was  a  remuneration  sufii- 
cient  to  insure  the  public  the  services  of 
barristers  fit  for  the  duties  of  the  office. 
There  was  an  allowance,  too,  for  travelling 
expenses,  which  was  a  considerable  addi- 
tion to  the  receipts  of  many  of  the  Judges, 
and  which  probably  more  than  covered  the 
exact  expenses  to  which  they  were  sub- 
jected. Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  ac- 
knowledged the  principle  that  the  amount 
of  the  salaries  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
should  not  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Treasury,  by  proposing  that  a  uniform 
rate  of  £1,200  a  year  should,  in  their  re- 
gard, be  adopted ;  and,  therefore,  the  only 
question  which  the  Committee  had  to  de- 
termine was,  whether  that  sum  should  be 
increased  to  £1,500  per  annum.  He  could 
not  help  observing  that  on  many  occasions 
lately  the  functions  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  of  the  Government  seemed  to  be 
somewhat  inverted.  The  House  of.  Com- 
mons used  to  be  a  check  on  the  prodigality 
of  the  Government  in  proposing  votes  of 
money  for  the  discbarge  of  public  duties  ; 
but  lately,  without  going  so  far  as  to  say 
that  the  Government  had  acted  as  a  check 
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on  the  prodigality  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons,  it   certainly  had  been   frequently 
their  function  to  resist  the  pressure  put 
upon  them  by  the  House  for  the  imposi- 
tion on  the  Exchequer  of  allowances  for 
pensions,   salaries,   and    the  like.      The 
whole  charge  for  the  County  Courts  im- 
posed on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  if  this 
Amendment  and  the  Amendment  for  rais- 
ing the  salaries  of  the  clerks  were  carried, 
would  be  actually  greater  than  the  charges 
of  all  the  Superior  Courts  of  Law  and 
Equity  put  together.     If  the  proposition 
were  adopted,  it  would  be  very  desirable 
that  there  should  be  a  clear  understanding 
that,  in  case  there  should  be  any  redistri- 
bution of  districts  and  a  diminution  of  the 
number  of  Judges,  those  Judges   whose 
duties  might  be  thereby  increased  would 
have  no  right  to  complain  of  a  breach  of 
contract.      It  should  also  be  understood 
that  if,  in   consequence  of  future  legis- 
lation, any  additional  duties  beyond  those 
involved  in  the  increase  of  districts,  should 
be  thrown  upon  the  County  Court  Judges, 
they  would  have  no  claim  for  any  further 
increase  of  salary  on  that  account.     He 
further  thought  they  ought  to  give  their 
whole  time  to  the  public,  and  not  to  be 
permitted  to  hold  any  other  office  concur- 
rently with  that  of  a  County  Court  Judge. 
There  was  another  point  connected  with 
the  subject  which  he  thought  deserved  the 
attention  of  the  Committee.     At  present 
County  Court  Judges  were  not  within  the 
General  Superannuation  Act     The  police 
magistrates  of  London  were  engaged  in 
the  performance  of  extremely  onerous  da- 
ties,  for  the  discharge  of  which  thej  re- 
ceived only  £1,200  a  year,  subject  to  an 
abatement  of  5  per  cent  per  annum  under 
the  operation  of  that  Act ;  and  they,  more- 
over, upon  their  retirement,  were  entitled 
only  to  the  superannuation  allowance  wiiieb 
the  Act  afforded;  whereas  the  County  Court 
Judges  received  their  salaries  free  from  all 
annual  deduction,  and  were  entitled  to  a 
retiring  pension  equal  in  amount  to  two- 
thirds  of  their  sedary,  even  though   the 
Treasury  should  think  proper  to  sanction 
their  retirement  after  the  lapse  of  a  single 
year.     In  a  clause  about  to  be  considered 
an  addition  would  be  proposed  to  tho  sala- 
ries of  the  clerks  or  registrars  eqaal  to 
about  £30,000  a  year,  and  if  that    in- 
crease as  well  as  the  present  proposed  in* 
crease  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Droit- 
wich  were  agreed  to,  an  additional  charge 
of  £45,000  a  year  would  be  thrown  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund,     The  Cooixnittee 
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vottid  have  to  consider,  in  tbe  event  of 
their  agreeing  to  those  t\ro  aagmentations* 
whether,  instead  of  throwing  them  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  it  would  not  be  desir- 
able to  raise  them  by  means  of  fees.  If 
the  Committee  thought  thoj  ought  to  be 
charged  upon  fees,  he  would  point  out 
that  about  a  sufficient  sum  would  be  ob- 
tained by  raising  the  fii-st  item  in  Sche- 
dule C  (for  every  plaint)  from  6c2.  to  \s,  in 
the  pound.  The  Committee  ought  to  con- 
sider the  effect  of  the  numerous  additional 
charges  from  time  to  time  thrown  upon 
the  general  taxation  of  the  country.  A 
Bill  had  already  passed  by  which  an  addi« 
tional  charge  of  least  £100,000  a  year 
had  been  imposed  on  the  public  Exche- 
quer, and  by  the  Bill  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, about  £170,000  more  would  be 
thrown  on  it,  making  £270,000,  or  in 
round  numbers  £300,000.  If  the  pro- 
posed Amendments  should  be  carried  a 
further  sum  of  about  £50,000  would  be 
added,  making  an  annual  charge  thrown 
upon  the  public  purse  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session  of  £350,000.  He  would 
remind  them  that  the  fees  of  which  he  had 
suggested  the  increase  were  paid  by  per- 
sons who  engaged  in  litigation  in  order  to 
obtain  their  rights,  and  who  would  not 
probably  complain  of  a  little  additional 
taxation,  but  would  acquiesce  in  it  without 
much-  difficulty.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  sum  he  had  named  were  raised  from 
tho  general  taxation  of  tbe  country,  they 
must  have  recourse  to  taxes  which  had  a 
very  limited  area  of  incidence,  for  although 
many  taxes  were  doubtless  paid  by  the  ge- 
neral consumer,  yet  many,  such  as  the  in- 
come tax  and  the  assessed  taxes,  were  paid 
by  a  comparatively  small  portion  of  the  com- 
munity. He  wished  the  Committee  there- 
fore to  bear  in  mind  the  nature  of  the 
taxes  from  whicb  the  Consolidated  Fund 
was  fed,  and  not  to  do  that  which,  instead 
of  affording  relief  to  the  general  public, 
would  be  certain  to  give  rise  to  a  feeling 
of  discontent. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  was  sorry 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  offer 
a  more  decided  opposition  to  the  proposi- 
tion. It  had  been  stated  that  upwards  of 
£600,000  was  the  amount  recovered  for 
creditors  in  the  County  Courts  ;  and  if  he 
divided  that  amount  by  the  sixty-two 
Judges,  it  gave  an  average  of  £6,000  for 
each.  He  thought  that  £1,200  a  year 
was  an  ample  salary  for  the  recovery  of 
such  a  sum. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  there  were 


three  scales  of  payment  for  chairmen  of 
Quarter  Sessions  in  Ireland,  ranging  from 
£500  to  £1,000.  He  should  decidedly 
object  to  the  payment  by  fees. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  that  the  principle 
of  giving  £1,500  a  year  had  been  affirmed 
in  the  case  of  sixteen  or  eighteen  County 
Court  Judges.  Upon  what  principle  had 
that  been  done  ?  On  the  principle  of  the 
number  of  causes  heard.  But  that  was  a 
most  fallacious  test,  because  in  London  the 
Judges  had  but  to  leave  their  houses  in  the 
morning  and  return  to  them  in  the  even* 
ing.  But,  in  other  districts,  the  County 
Court  Judges  had  to  undergo  the  exertion 
of  passing  through  the  country.  He  was, 
therefore,  opposed  to  the  distinction  of 
salaries.  If  there  was  any  objection  to 
increasing  the  salary  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  he  thought  it  might  be  done,  as  had 
been  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  by 
increasing  the  fee  from  %d,  to  If. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  one 
of  those  who  objected  to  Uie  increase  of 
the  salaries  of  the  County  Court  Judges, 
and  he  regretted  that  the  observations  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
been  more  decidedly  opposed  to  the  Motion 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir  J. 
Fakington).  No  private  Member  of  that 
House  could  move  to  increase  a  Vote  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  or  a  tax  to  be  levied 
upon  tbe  people ;  and  why,  because  there 
was  a  technical  defect  in  the  application  of 
the  rule,  should  he  be  allowed  to  propose 
the  augmentation  of  a  charge  upon  the 
country  which  the  Executive  Government 
declared  to  be  sufficient  to  secure  the  pro- 
per discharge  of  the  duties  for  which  it 
was  intended  to  provide?  The  Bill  now 
before  them  had  been  introduced  into  Par- 
liament with  the  sanction  of  the  head  of 
the  law,  who  had  the  best  means  of  infor- 
mation, and  necessarily  had  the  strongest 
sympathies  with  the  learned  members  of 
that  profession,  and  he,  in  the  name  of  the 
Executive,  announced  that  £1,200  a  year 
was  a  sufficient  salary  for  a  County  Court 
Judge,  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
have  done  no  more  than  their  duty  had 
they  taken  their  stand  upon  that  declara- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  had  sub- 
mitted to  tbe  House  that  it  would  not  be 
wise  for  it  to  reverse  the  relative  positions 
of  the  two  powers.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  J.  Fakington)  had  somewhat  misun- 
derstood the  argument  of  those  who  op- 
posed tho  increase.  That  argument  was, 
not  that  tbere  were  in  Westminster  Hall 
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many  lawyers  who  would  take  the  office  of 
Judge  of  the  CouDtj  Court  for  £1,200  a 
year,  hut  that  there  were  plenty  who  were 
ahle  and  conopetent  to  the  diBcharge  of 
that  office  who  would  be  content  with  such 
a  salary.  That  the  gentlemen  who  filled 
those  offices  were  fully  competent  to  the 
discharge  of  their  duties  was  an  admitted 
fact,  and  was  fully  proved  by  the  popula- 
rity of  their  Courts  ;  that  they  were  not 
men  who,  from  patriotic  motives,  engaged 
to  discharge  those  duties  for  inadequate 
remuneration  was  equally  true.  On  the 
contrary,  they  were  in  general  gentlemen 
who  passed  from  a  precarious  income  of 
a  much  lower  amount  to  a  certain  and  per- 
manent salary  of  £1,200  a  year,  with  the 
power  of  retiring  upon  two-thirds  of  that 
sum  in  case  of  well-certified  bodily  incapa- 
city. It  was  right  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  reduce  the  demands  upon  the  pub- 
lic purse  that  might  be  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment, but  he  would  not  believe  that 
the  House  of  Commons  were  about  to  take 
the  functions  of  the  Government  out  of  its 
hands,  and  insist  upon  an  augmentation  of 
the  bui'dens  of  the  people. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  when 
the  question  was  raised  in  the  early  part  of 
the  Session  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck),  he  (Sir 
G.  Grey)  asked  the  House  to  abstain  from 
coming  to  a  hasty  decision,  and  to  wait  for 
a  Bill  which  the  Government  had  in  prepa- 
ration, when  the  question  might  be  pro- 
perly raised.  He  now  repeated  what  he 
then  said,  that  the  Government  adhered  to 
the  principle  of  fixed  as  against  fluctuating 
salaries.  He  then  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment thought  a  salary  of  £1,200,  and  a 
liberal  allowance  for  travelling  expenses, 
a  sufficient  remuneration  for  the  duties 
which  the  County  Court  Judges  had  to 
perform  ;  but  he  added  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  made  an  error  in  forming 
an  opinion,  and  it  was  for  the  House  to 
decide,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  the 
circumstances,  upon  the  proper  fixed  salary 
for  those  Judges.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
weighed  the  various  considerations  which 
applied  to  this  question.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  said,  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  the  most  competent  men 
in  Westminster  Hall  were  candidates  for 
these  appointments.  He  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
might  also  state  that  he  received  applica- 
tions for  the  office  of  police  magistrate,  the 
salary  of  which  was  £1,200  a  year,  from 
men  who  were  fully  competent  to  discharge 
Mr,  Gladstone 


those  duties,  and  who  would  be  also  quali- 
fied, as  ho  believed,  to  fill  the  post  of 
Judge  of  the  County  Courts.  But  the 
Government  knew  that  a  strong  feeling 
existed  on  the  part  of  many  Members  of 
the  House,  and  they  anticipated  that  their 
proposal  might  not  be  successful,  and  that 
the  House  might  adopt  the  proposition  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Pakington). 
He  would  candidly  say  that  one  of  the 
greatest  difficulties  that  pressed  upon  him 
was  the  arrangement  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  when  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  by  which  a  cer- 
tain number  of  these  Judges  received  a 
salary  of  £1,500  a  year.  He  believed 
that  that  arrangement  was  a  great  error 
— that  it  was  based  upon  a  fallacious  cal- 
culation, and  that  it  had  produced  dissatis- 
faction among  those  not  included  in  the 
number.  He  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
Government  at  that  time,  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  that  arrangement  was  the 
strongest  argument  for  the  increase  now 
proposed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  ought  to  be  aware  that  the 
Motion    for  raising   the   salaries  of    the 
County  Court  Judges  did   not  originate 
with  the  Treasury,  but  was  pressed  upon 
it  by  the  noble-  Lord  now  at  the  head  of 
the   Government,   who    was    then   Home 
Secretary.      He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not 
consider    himself   permitted    to    consider 
what  was  a  fit  salary  for  County   Court 
Judges,  or  he  should  have  decided  that 
question    without    hesitation.       His   was 
simply  a  Ministerial  duty.      The  Act  of 
Parliament  had    prescribed   the   path   in 
which  he  was  to  walk,  since  the  aalarios 
of  the  Judges  of  those  Courts  were  fixed 
between  £1,200  and  £1,500.     If  blame 
there  was,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Wilson), 
who  was  then  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
shared  the  taunt  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  G.  Grey)  with  him.     His  hon.  Friend 
would  remember  that,  on  referring  to  tVie 
Act  of   Parliament,  it  was   not  believed 
that  they  had  a  discretion,  since   it   ap- 
peared to  be  the  intention  of  Parliament 
that  there    should    be   varj'ing    salaries. 
That  was  simply  a  question  of  the    con- 
struction of  an  Act  of  Parliament   vrhich 
was  now  going  to  be  repealed.     As  tl\Q 
Judges  afiected  by  this  decision  had  only 
a  life  interest,  he  was  surprised  to   hear 
that  that  arrangement  constituted  so  seri- 
ous a  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  hen  LET  said,  it  was  distinctly 
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stated  by  the  Government  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  come  to  the  determination 
that  £1,200  a  year  was  a  sufficient  salary 
for  these  Judges,  and  that  there  was  no 
difficulty  at  that  salary  in  getting  plenty 
of  persons    fully  qualified    to    fill  those 
offices.      When    the  Judges    were    first 
appointed    it  was    uncertain   what    their 
duties  would  be.     Fresh  duties  had  since 
been  put  upon  them,  but  no  one  had  said 
they  had  more  than  they  could  do :  thej 
juusty  therefore,   have  had    an   easy  time 
of  it  at  first.     Seeing  that  the  Govern- 
meot  thought  that  fit  men  could  be  found 
at  the  salary  offered,  he  should  not  feel 
justified    in    going   against   the   Govern- 
meat,  whose  duty  it  was   to  decide  the 
question.     If  the  Goyernment  proposed  to 
give  too  much,  it  was  the  duty  of   the 
House  of  Commons  to  hold  their  hands ; 
but  it  was  not  the  duty  of  that  House  to 
make  the   Executive   Government  spend 
more   money   than   they   declared  to  be 
necessary.      He   regretted  that   the   Go- 
vernment  had   not  spoken    with  greater 
firmness  against  the  proposition. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  word  '  twelve' 
stand  part  of  the  clause." 

The  Committee  divided  :'^Ajei  185  ; 
Noes  63;  Majority  122. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  72  (£).  (Registrars  to  be  paid 
by  salaries.) 

Mb.  KENDALL  said,  he  would  now  beg 
to  move  the  Resolution  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  relative  to  the  payment  of 
Registrars. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  21 ,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  the  whole  of  the  clause 
after  salaries,  and  insert — 

"  And  the  principle  on  which  the  said  salaries 
of  the  Registrars  shall  be  fixed  and  regulated, 
shall  be  that   the  Registrar  of  each  Court  in 
which   the   plaints  entered  do   not  exceed  the 
Dumber  of  two   hundred  in  a  jear,  shall  have 
an  annual    salary  of  one   hundred  and  twenty 
pounds ;    and   that  in  Courts  where  the  plaints 
exceed  two  hundred  in  the  year,  the  salaries  shall 
be  increased  by  sums  of  five  pounds  for  every 
twentj-flve  additional  plaints  up  to  one  thousand 
plaints  incluBive,  and  then  by  shms  of  four  pounds 
ioT  ererj  twentj-five  additional  plaints,  and  that 
such  salaries    shall  be  confined  to  proceedings 
within  the  ordinary  and  Common  Law  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Court :  Provided,  That  do  Registrar 
shall  bo  paid  a  less  salary  than  one  hundred  and 
twenty  poiuids  per  annum." 

Mr.  stanhope  said,  he  thought  no 
justice  really  cheap  that  was  not  well 
administered.  In  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  much  better  to  charge  a  small  extra  fee 
on  eaeh  plaint  in  order  to  secure  the  ser- 
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vices  of  a  competent  Registrar  than,  hy  re- 
ducing the  fees,  to  run  the  risk  of  having 
an  officer  unable  or  unwilling  to  discharge 
his  duties. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  rule  of  the  House 
was,  that  while  the  Government  were 
responsible  for  the  fixing  of  the  specific 
amount  of  any  Vote  they  proposed,  no 
private  Member  could  move  the  increase 
of  that  amount,  although  it  was  compe- 
tent for  him  to  move  that  it  be  diminished. 
It  was  true  that  local  fees  and  local  rates 
did  not  come  within  the  same  category  as 
taxes  paid  into  the  public  Exchequer,  yet 
both  these  classes  of  imposts  were  equally 
levied  from  the  Queen's  subjects,  and  also 
equally  entitled  to  the  vigilant  guardian- 
ship of  that  House.  The  proposal  for 
the  remuneration  of  the  clerks  of  County 
Courts  contained  in  the  clause  now  under 
consideration  was  founded  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commissioners  specially 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject. 
Those  Commissioners  stated  their  opinion 
to  be  that  the  suitors  ought  to  contribute 
a  sufficient  sum  to  remunerate  the  clerks 
and  high-bailiffs  of  the  Court,  while  other 
charges  should  be  defrayed  at  the  public  ex- 
pense; and  they  suggested  a  scale  of  salaries 
for  the  clerks,  commencing  with  £65,  and 
ending  with  £1,020,  thus  exhibiting  a  con- 
siderable increase  on  many  of  the  existing 
salaries.  If  the  proposition  of  the  bon. 
Gentleman  were  adopted  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  must  be  set 
aside,  and  the  country  would  be  saddled 
with  a  burden  of  £60,000  a  year,  instead 
of  one  of  £30.000— the  extent  of  the 
fair  and  reasonable  addition  to  the  income 
of  the  clerks  proposed  to  be  made  by  the 
Bill.  He  therefore  hoped  the  Committee 
would  not  accede  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  regarded  the 
opinions  of  many  Members  of  that  House, 
who  were  fully  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject, as  deserving  of  even  greater  weight 
than  those  of  the  Commissioners  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  The  rule  re- 
stricting private  Members  who  might  wish 
to  propose  the  increase  of  taxation  was  no 
doubt  very  excellent  when  not  pushed  to 
extremes ;  but  an  exception  ought  to  be 
made  in  its  application  in  a  case  like  the 
present,  where  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  render  those  Courts  in- 
efficient. 

Mr.  CAYLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Chancellor  of 
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the  Ezoheqaer  was  under  •  miBConception 
with  respect  to  the  Conimissioneni ;  it  was 
his  helief  that  they  had  not  entered  into 
the  question  of  the  remuneration  of  the 
Registrars  at  all.  That  was  a  totally 
different  question  from  the  last,  and  cer> 
tainly  the  Amendment  should  meet  with 
his  support.  The  Bill  had  gone  hastily 
through  the  House,  mainly  out  of  defer- 
ence to  the  Commissioners;  yet  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Commissioners  had  never 
inquired  into  the  duties  or  the  salaries  of 
the  officers  of  the  Court. 

Mb.  MULLINQS  said,  th«  scale  of 
salaries  in  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners was  prepared  by  some  Gentleman 
oonnected  with  the  Treasury,  He  pro- 
tested against  it  at  the  time,  but  as  there 
was  a  strong  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Commissioners  that  they  should  concur  in 
the  Report,  he  did  not  press  his  objection, 
but  he  still  protested  against  so  low  a  scale. 

Ma.  SPOONER  said,  he  entertained  a 
strong  objection  to  the  unconstitutional 
proposal  of  leaving  the  amount  of  salaries 
of  a  large  class  of  professional  men  to  be 
fixed  and  regulated  by  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Treasury.  Considering  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  onerous  duties  of  the 
County  Courts  clerks,  he  thought  that  the 
minimum  of  remuneration  proposed  in  this 
clause  of  the  Bill  was  much  too  small.  It 
should  be  considered  that  the  clerks,  under 
the  existing  law,  were  required  to  keep 
open  an  office  daily  from  ten  to  four,  and 
to  give  proper  attention  personally  or  by 
their  clerk  to  all  persons  calling  for  infor- 
mation and  official  aid.  He  had  made  him- 
self acquainted  with  the  details  of  a  County 
Court  clerk's  office,  and  he  could  say  that 
this  book-keeping  involved  considerable 
labour  and  attention  to  detail,  for  not  only 
were  the  entries  of  the  proceedings  nume- 
rous, but  when  judgment  was  carried  by  a 
plaintiff  the  payments  were  often  made  in 
very  small  instalments  extending  over  a 
lengthened  period  of  time,  and  required 
the  utmost  attention  and  accuracy.  He 
earnestly  hoped  the  House  would  concur 
in  doing  justice  to  a  body  of  men  so  useful 
to  the  suitors  and  the  public  as  the  County 
Court  clerks. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  the  objection  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Spooncr)  was  entir<;ly  removed  by  an 
Amendment,  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
to  fix  the  salaries  in  strict  conformity  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  Commissioners. 

Question,   "That  the  words  'to  be' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
Mr,  Cayley 


The  Committee  dimded: — Ayes  73; 
Noes  162  :  Majority  89. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  in  adopting  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  as  evinced  by  the 
division,  he  would  now  beg  to  propose  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  all  Regis- 
trars in  Courts  where  the  plaints  issued 
exceeded  200  per  annum  should  have  an 
annual  salary  of  not  less  than  £120,  with 
an  addition  of  £5  for  every  twenty-fire 
plaints  up  to  1,000,  and  beyond  that 
number  £4  for  every  additional  tweotj- 
five  plaints  up  to  6,000,  making  in  the 
whole  £1,080  per  annum,  and  when  the 
plaints  exceeded  6,000  in  number  then 
the  salary  to  be  fixed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, with  the  consent  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  up  to  71  inclusive  were  agreed  to. 

House  resumed ;  Committee  report  pro- 
gress. 

THE  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  AND  THE 
ATTORNEY  GENERAL  FOR  IRELAND. 

.  On  the  Motion  that  the  Unlawful  Oaths 
(Ireland)  Bill  be  read  a  third  time, 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  rigl\^  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  whether  he  would 
fix  a  day  for  a  discussion  on  the  subject 
which  had  occupied  the  attention  of  the 
House  at  an  early  period  of  the  evening? 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  put  such  a  Resolution  upon 
the  paper  as  would  enable  the  House  to 
come  to  a  distinct  decision. 

Mb.  NAPIER  replied  that  he  must 
leave  it  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  to  take  such 
steps  on  the  subject  as  he  might  think  fit. 

Ms.  HORSMAN  said,  the  right  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  made  a  charge 
against  his  (Mr.  Horsman's)  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  and  the  Government  waited  to 
see  whether  it  was  his  intention  to  bring 
that  charge  before  the  House  in  a  definite 
form.  The  Government  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gw^ 
tieman  would  not  shrink  from  supportiif 
the  charge  he  had  made,  but  would  subiail 
a  substantive  Motion  to  the  House,  ail 
so  give  the  Government  an  opportunity  ef 
meeting  his  accusation. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  thought  the 
discussion  highly  irregular,  and  he  const' 
dered  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Ges* 
tieman  (Mr.  Horsman)  most  unjustifiable. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
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Napier)  said  be  was  in  possession  of  a 
statement  with  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  re- 
quested to  be  furnished,  and  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  promised  that 
that  statement  should.be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
The  statement  had  been  sent  to  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  and  he  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  thooght,  when  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  considered  the 
sobjeet  matter  of  that  statement,  the  onus 
would  lie  upon  him  of  taking  such  course 
as  be  might  think  fit. 

The    attorney   GENERAL   por 
IRELAND  (Ma.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD) 
said,  he  had  not  asked  for  any  statement. 
The  House  had  been  informed  that  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls  had  sent  to  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  a  statement  which  he 
(the  Master  of  the  Rolls)  intended  himself 
to  read  from  the  bench  that  day.    He  (the 
Attorney  General)  said  he  supposed  that 
statement  had  been  sent  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dablin  (Mr.  Napier);  that  he  understood  it 
involved  charges  upon  his  conduct  as  At- 
torney Oenerid  for  Ireland ;  and  he  chal- 
lenged the  right  hon.  and  IjBamed  Mem- 
ber to  produce  that  statement.     He  never 
asked  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  document.     The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  offered  him  a  document 
which  he  (the  Attorney  General)  did  not 
accept,   and   he   repealed   what   he   had 
before  said — that  he  challenged  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  if  he  dared,  to 
bring  the  subject  under  discussion.      He 
(the  Attorney  General)  was  prepared  to 
meet   the  charge,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  right  hon. -and  learned  Gentleman 
(If  r.  Napier),  as  a  man  of  honour,  and  as 
a  Member  of  that  House,  who  had  been 
made  the  vehicle  of  bringing  the  charge 
before  the  House,  to  give  him  (the  Attor- 
ney  General)  an  opportunity  of  meeting 
and  refuting  it. 

M&.  NAPIER  said,  he  conceived  that 
he  understood  his  duty  as  a  man  of  honour 
and  as  a  Member  of  that  House.  He  had 
defended  the  conduct  of  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls,  and  he  had  been  furnished  with  a 
Btatement  which  he  had  that  day  received 
from  Ireland.  He  had  offered  to  place  the 
atatemeot  in  the  hands  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and,  when  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  answered  that 
statement,  he  (Mr.  Napier)  would  be  pre- 
pared to  do  his  duty. 
Bill  read  3*,  and  passed. 


DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONUL  CAUSES 
BILL  (LORDS). 

On  the  Motion  for  deferring  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill, 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  that  ad- 
verting to  the  clause  in  the  Bill,  which 
prohibits  persons  who  have  been  guilty  of 
adultery  from  intermarr^'ing,  he  thought 
that  as  it  was  likely  to  give  rise  to  much 
discussion  he  would  call  upon  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  to 
state  whether  it  was  his  intention  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  at  that  late  period  of 
the  Session  ? 

ViBCOUKT  PALMERSTON  said,  be 
would  state  the  intentions  of  the  Govonir 
ment  on  an  early  day  next  week.  With 
respect  to  the  clause  referred  to,  it  was, 
in  his  opinion,  a  cruel  and  immoral  one ; 
and,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  would 
not  assent  to  it. 

Second  Reading  d^erred. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Three«o 'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS. 
Monday,  July  14,  1856\ 

MiKUna.]  PvBuo  Bills. — 1*  Unlawful  Oaths 
(Ireland^ ;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuanoe  (Ire- 
land) ;  Railways  Act  (Ireland)  1861,  Continu- 
ance ;  Criminal  Jostioe. 

2*  Revenue  (Transfer  of  Charges) ;  Inoxunbered 
Estates  (Ireland);  Court  of  Chancery  (Ire- 
land). 

3*  Imprisoned  Pebtors  Discharge  Society  ;  Com- 
missioners o^  Supply  (Scotland);  Registmtion 
of  Voters  (Scotland) ;  Aldershot  Camp ;  Drain- 
age (Ireland) ;  Grand  Juries  (Ireland) ;  Church 
'    Building  Commission ;  Dulwich  College. 

RoTAL  AssBHT  — Exchequer  Bills  (£4,U00,000) ; 
Small  Debts  Imprisonment  Act  Amendment 
(Scotland) ;  Joint-Stock  Companies  ;  Procedure 
before  Justices  (Scotland);  Distillation  from 
Rice ;  Magdalen  Hospital,  Bath ;  Endowed 
Schools  at  Moulton ;  Grand  Juries ;  Turiipiiie 
Acts  Continuance ;  Advowsons ;  Militia  Ballots 
Suspension. 

ITALY. 

Lord  LTND HURST  :  I  am  anxious, 
my  Lords*  before  we  separate,  to  call  your 
attention  to  the  affairs  of  Italy.  I  have 
from  time  to  time  applied  to  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  (the  Barl  of  Clarendon), 
to  furnish  us  with  information  on  that  sub- 
ject, but  my  applications  have  been  uni- 
formly nnsuccessful.  I  regret  to  say  that 
we  do  not  very  often  succeed  in  obtaining 
information  from  my  noble  Friend,  or  in 
procuring  papers  containing  information  to 
be  laid  upon  the  table,  until  such  informa- 
tion has  ceased  to  be  interesting  or  impor- 
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tont.  Happily,  however,  in  tbiii  case  other 
sources  of  information  are  open  to  us. 
Deplorable,  indeed,  mj  Lords,  is  the  situa- 
tion of  Italy.  Every  man  of  education — 
every  man  with  any  feeling — must  deeply 
sympathise  with  the  situation  of  that  most 
interesting  and  unfortunate  country.  When 
my  noble  Friend  first  furnished  the  pro- 
tocol of  the  8th  of  April,  the  world  was 
taken  by  surprise,  and.  Italy  hoped  and 
expected  great  and  important  advantages 
from  that  publication.  I  regret,  however, 
to  say  that  those  hopes  and  expectations 
have  been  completely  disappointed.  I  have 
often  questioned  within  myself  the  policy 
Qf  that  publicniion,  unless  the  Govern- 
ments of  France  and  £  norland  intended  to 
follow  it  up,  not  by  a  mere  interchange  of 
diplomatic  note.«,  but  by  some  efficient 
action.  For,  my  Lords,  it  is  impossible 
that  men  should  continue  to  live  under 
a  foreign  military  tyranny  without  being 
eager  to  break  their  chains  ;  and  to  raise 
the  hopes  and  expectations  of  persons  in 
that  situation,  and  afterwards  to  disappoint 
those  hopes,  is  a  course  that  must  lead  in 
all  probability  to  a  most  calamitous  state 
of  things.  I  need  hardly  add,  my  Lords, 
that  of  all  military  tyranny  the  military 
tyranny  of  Austria  is  the  most  galling  and 
odious.  It  is  not  in  Italy  alone  that  we 
have  had  experience  of  the  military  occu- 
pation of  Austria  ;  we  have  had  more  re- 
cent evidence  with  respect  to  it  in  the 
Principalities.  The  Austrians  entered  the 
Principalities  as  friends  and  protectors — 
professedly  as  friends  and  protectors,  in 
virtue  of  a  treaty  with  the  Sovereign  of 
that  country.  It  might  be  supposed  that 
under  such  circumstances  the  Austrians 
would  maintain  most  strict  discipline,  that 
they  would  abstain  from  all  violence  and 
injury  to  the  inhabiunts,  or  that  if,  by 
any  accident  any  injury  or  violence  were 
committed,  that  it  would  be  speedily  re- 
dressed. Unfortunately,  however,  during 
their  occupation  they  pursued  a  different 
course,  and  I  think  I  am  authorised,  from 
the  information  I  have  received,  in  saying 
that  the  people  of  that  country  lament  that 
Rusian  invasion  was  exchanged  for  Aus- 
trian protection.  The  Austrian  occupa- 
tion of  those  countries  has  been  spoken  of 
in  favourable  terms ;  but  I  have  seen  so 
much  of  the  evidence  from  official  docu- 
ments that  I  feel  certain  that  the  repre- 
sentation I  have  made  is  perfectly  correct. 
My  Lords,  by  the  Treaty  of  Vienna*  the 
limits  of  AuHtrian  power  in  Italy  was 
strictly  defined.  They  have  passed  this 
Lord  Lvndhurst 


boundary ;  they  have  stretched  therosehes 
along  the  coast  at  Anconn,  and  they  are 
now  in  the  occupation,  with  an  ininien«^e 
military  force,  of  the  duchy  of  Parma  and  a 
portion  of  the  State  of  Modena.  They  com- 
mand, indeed,  the  whole  north  of  Italy.     I 
will  not  enter  npon  an  inquiry  how  far  their 
original  entry  into  the  Legations  was  legal, 
and  how  far  it  was  justified  by  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country  and  of  the  Governments. 
These  things  I  pass  over.     They  are  well 
worthy  of  consideration  and  discussion,  but 
they  would  take  me  from  my  present  ob- 
ject.    What  I  wish  is  to  bring  before  your 
Lordships  the  present  state  of  that  coun- 
try.    From  the  time  the  Austrians  have 
passed   the   boundary   seven    years    have 
elapsed.     For  seven  years  they  have  had 
possession  of  this  territory,  and  they  have 
not  only  ruled  it,  but  they  have  placed  a 
greater  portion  of  it  in  a  state  of  siege,  and 
under  martial  law  during  the  whole  of  that  ; 
period.     My  Lords,  when  is  this  to  cease t 
What  termination  is  to  be  put  to  this  state 
of  things  ?    I  ask  this  of  my  noble  Friend. 
He  will  tell  me  that  the  short  answer  re- 
turned by  the  Austrian  Government  to  this 
question  is,  that  they  will  leave  this  ter- 
ritory when  they  can  do  so  without  danger 
of  insurrection.     Now,  mark  the  course  of 
things.     Bad  Government  produces  dissa- 
tisfaction, disturbance,  and  possible  insur- 
rection.    That  leads  to  the  invasion  of  a 
military  force.     The  possession  by  a  mili- 
tary force  continues  and  increases  dissatis- 
faction, protects  bad  government,  produces 
disturbances,  and  renders  it  impossible  to 
remove  the  troops  ;  so  that,  by  this  argu- 
ment, to  the  evils  of  the  possession  of  such 
a  country  by  a  hostile  force  there  appears 
to   be  no  reasonable    termination.       My 
Lords,  that  is  a  sad  prospect  for  Italy.    If 
it  be  true,  is  there  no  remedy  ?    What  are 
we  to  say  of  the  condition  of  that  unfor- 
tunate country  ?     My  Lords,  I  refer  to  the 
suggestion  which  I  think  proceeded  from 
my  noble  Friend  opposite.     I  refer  also  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  Sardinian  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  mode  in  which  these  evils 
may  be  terminated.     The  plan  is  this — 
establish    a    satisfactory    Government  —a 
Government  that  will  satisfy  the  people  ; 
establish  a  small   national   force   for   tho 
purpose  of  keeping  the  peace,  and  then 
you  may  withdraw  your  army.     Until  that 
is  accomplished  it  h  impossible  to  do  so. 
Now,  it  most  be  allowed  that  this  plan  is 
specious  ;  if  it  could  be  carried  into  effect 
it  would  be  satisfactory.     But,  my  Lords, 
it  cannot  be  done  without  the  conaeut  of 
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Austria.    Will  she  consent  to  do  it  ?    Will 
she  conseot  ▼uluntarily  ?     If  she  will  not 
consent  by  her  voluntary  act,  will  she  con- 
sent by  the  pressure  or  persuasion  of  the 
Western   Powers  ?     A   man,    my  Lords, 
must  be  credulous  indeed  who  should  sup- 
pose that  Austria  will  voluntarily  quit  tlie 
possession  of  these  districts.     It  has  been 
said  sometimes  that  the  inconvenience  of 
this  possession  is  such  that  Austria  by  her 
own  act  will  withdraw  her  troops.    I  know 
a  little  of  Austria  ;  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
inconvenience  must  be  of  a  nature  much 
more  strong  than  I  can  conceive  to  lead  her 
to  withdraw  her  troops  from  this  part  of 
Jtaly.     I  think,  therefore,  that  so  far  as 
relates   to  her  voluntary  acts,  the  with- 
drawal is  altogether  hopeless.    It  baa  been 
thought  that  she  may  possibly  yield  to  the 
pressure  of  France  and  England.     I  look 
for  ward  to  that  state  of  things  with  the 
anticipations  of  agreeable  results.     I  do 
hope  that  the  pressure  will  be  such  as  to 
accomplish   the  object  which   I   have   in 
I  view.     I  do  not  mean  a  pressure  by  the 
force  of  arms,  but  by  the   moral  effect 
which  would  be  produced  by  that  pressure. 
But   I    may  be    permitted   to   say  that, 
although  a  short  time  ago  I  was  somewhat 
sanguine  as  to  the  effects  of  the  concur- 
rence of  France  and  England,  yet  that 
certain  events  have  since  occurred  and  cer- 
tain symptoms  have  appeared,  of  such  a 
nature  and  character  as  to  lead  me  to  en- 
tertain very  serious  doubts  whether  those 
hopes  will  be  realised.  Not  that  there  is  any 
coolness  between  the  two  countries  or  any 
want  of  energy  on  the  part  of  England  ; 
but  there  are  circumstances  in  the  situa- 
tion of   France  which  lead  me  to  doubt 
whether  she  is  disposed  cordially  to  co- 
operate  on   this  subject :    therefore,  my 
Lords,  although  I  do  not  absolutely  despair 
of  the  state  of  Italy,  I  confess  I  feel  very 
great  anxiety,  mixed  with  very  great  dis- 
trust and   fear,  that  the  object  which  I 
have  in  view  may  not  be  accomplished. 
My  Lords,  my  noble  Friend,  in  the  docu- 
ment to  which  I  have  referred,  speaks  of 
the  grievous  notoriety  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Government  of  Naples.     It  is  im- 
possible not  to  say  a  word  on  that  subject. 
I   will    only  say,  in  general  terms,   that 
nothing,  in  my  opinion,  can  exceed   the 
infanay  of  those  proceedings.    I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  describe  the  couduct  and  policy 
of  that  Government,   because  any  terms 
that  I  could  make  use  of  would  fail  to 
impress   jour  Lordships'  minds  with  the 
reality  oi  the  evils  mider  which  the  sub-' 


jects  of  that  Government  suffer.  Nothing 
but  a  minute  detail  of  circumstances  of  a 
most  extraordinary  kind  which  have  oc- 
curred could  possibly  impress  your  minds 
with  a  distinct  and  accurate  notion  of  the 
state  of  that  country.  I  must  leave  this 
to  the  general  impression  of  what  you  have 
read  and  heard.  I  will  only  refer  to  a 
publication  to  which  I  have  before  alluded 
— a  publication  by  a  right  hon.  Friend  of 
mine,  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone).  That  publication 
was  circulated  extensively  throughout  the 
Continent  of  Europe.  It  went  through 
various  editions,  and  caused  a  great  im* 
pression.  An  oB^cial  answer  was  returned 
to  it  by  the  Government  of  Naples.  I 
do  not  know  how  many  of  your  Lordships 
have  read  that  answer;  but,  so  far  from 
refuting  the  statements  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  it  only  confirmed  the  accuracy  <^ 
his  details.  That  publication — I  strike  out 
everything  but  what  fell  under  the  observa- 
tion of  the  author  himself — a  mon  of  truth>- 
ful  character  and  conduct — that  publication 
relates  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Neapo- 
litan Government  to  mark  the  infamy  of 
which  is  beyond  my  power  of  expression. 
But  it  may  possibly  be  said  that  these  oo> 
currences  took  place  four  or  five  years  ago, 
and  that  great  improvements  have  taken 
place  since  that  period.  But,  so  far  from 
any  chancre  having  taken  place,  the  same 
system  has  continued  from  that  time  to 
the  present — more  secrecy  is  observed, 
and  there  is  more  disaffection,  but  there 
is  the  same  infamous  system  of  'tyranny 
and  oppression.  If  it  is  suggested  that  a 
change  has  taken  place,  let  me  refer  to 
what  is  passing  at  this  hour  in  the  king- 
dom of  Naples — to  the  political  trials  that 
are  going  on,  the  counterparts  of  those 
described  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  in  which  there  has  been  a 
disregard  of  every  principle  of  justice  and 
a  violation  of  every  right.  Persons  have 
been  suborned  to  be  witnesses  against  the 
accused,  and  men  have  been  threatened 
with  imprisonment  and  punishment  unless 
they  consented  to  bear  false  witness.  I 
will  not  go  through  the  details,  but  your 
Lordships  must  have  read  them,  and  must 
have  seen  that  a  greater  violation  of  right 
and  principle  never  existed  in  the  history 
of  the  world.  But  what  makes  the  case 
worse — if  it  can  be  made  worse — that  this 
state  of  things  is  founded  upon  no  law, 
not  even  upon  the  law  of  arbitrary  Go- 
vernment. The  constitution  of  Naples 
was  sworn  to  by  the  King.      After  the 
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disturbi^nces  he  ratified  the  adoption  of 
that  constitution,  which  has  ne^er  been 
revoked,  and  is  now  the  law  of  that  coun- 
try. The  obh'gation  of  that  constitution  is, 
therefore,  still  in  force,  and  OTerything  has 
been  done  in  open  defiance.of  the  law,  and 
in  direct  violation  of  the  constitution.  My 
noble  Friend  told  us,  in  the  document  to 
which  I  have  referred,  that  although  the 
general  principle  should  be  that  one  State 
ought  dot  to  interfere  in  the  interior  trans- 
actions of  another,  yet  that  there  were  cft- 
ceptions  to  that  rule^^that  there  might  be 
exceptions  which  not  only  give  the  right  to 
interfere,  but  make  it  the  duty  of  another 
Government  to  interfere — and  my  noble 
Friend  applied  that  principle  to  the  State 
of  Naples.  Three  months  and  more  have 
elapsed  since  the  treaty  of  peace  was  sign- 
ed, and  since  mv  noble  Friend  assented  to 
that  principle,  and  soon  after  a  note  was 
addressed  to  the  King  of  Naples.  When 
I  asked  my  noble  Friend,  about  a  week 
ago,  if  the  Government  had  received  any 
return  to  that  note,  what  was  the  expla- 
nation ?  Upon  a  subject  so  grave,  so  im- 
portant, Bo  interesting  to  the  country,  so 
interesting  to  mankind,  mark  !  my  Lords, 
what  was  the  answer.  The  King  of  Na- 
ples had  retired  to  Caserta,  and,  although 
the  place  is  only  a  few  miles  distant,  that 
was  put  forward  as  a  reason  for  delay. 
Did  you  ever  hear,  on  so  grave  a  subject, 
auch  trifling  —  such  absolute  mockery^— 
Buch  insult?  But  I  am  told — and  my 
noble  Friend  will  tell  me  if  I  am  right — 
that  within  the  last  two  or  three  days  an 
answer  has  been  received.  [The  Earl  of 
Clarendon  assented.]  I  see  an  assent  on 
the  part  of  my  noble  Friend,  and  I  thank 
him  for  it,  because  that  will  lead  me  to 
another  question.  Is  that  answer  satislTac- 
tory  ?  I  am  told  that  it  is  extremely  the 
reverse.  I  am  told  that  the  King  of  Na- 
ples denies  the  right  of  this  country  to  in- 
terfere in  the  affairs  of  his  kingdom,  and 
that  he  not  only  denies  the  right,  but  pos- 
sitively  refuses  to  give  any  explanation  or 
reply  to  the  remonstrances  addressed  to 
him.  I  will  repeat  the  question.  I  ask 
my  noble  Friend  whether  that  is  the  sub^ 
stance  of  the  answer  received  to  the  im- 
portant communication  which  he  addressed 
to  the  King  of  Naples  ?  My  noble  Friend 
shows  no  sign.  Then  I  shall  ask  him  to 
lay  on  the  table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  the 
answer,  that  we  may  have  an  opportunity 
of  judging  whether  the  information  I  have 
received  is  correct.  There  is  one  thing 
that  strikes  me  as  singular.     There  is'  no 
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country  in  the  world,  I  should  say,  more 
open  to  the  power  of  England  than  the 
kingdom  of  Naples.  If  the  King  of  Na* 
pies  sets  our  power  and  authority  at  de* 
fiance,  what  is  the  interpretation  which  I 
put  upon  that  conduct  ?  It  is  this — ^that 
the  Government  of  Naples  feels  that  there 
is  some  lukewarmness,  some  backwardness 
on  the  part  of  France  to  co-operate  with  us 
in  extreme  measures  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining the  object  which  we  have  in  view ; 
and  they  think  further,  that  we  should  not 
like  to  adopt  measures  which  might  give 
rise  to  conflict  with  Austria.  This,  then, 
is  the  state  of  things  to  which  we  are 
reduced.  We  threaten  the  Govemmen| 
of  Naples.  We  say,  **  Your  conduct  is 
atrocious,  is  infamous ;  we  require  you  to 
change  it."  They  refuse  to  listen  to  our 
remonstranceB,  and  we  sit  quietly  down 
and  take  no  further  steps.  What  then 
becomes  of  the  power  and  priftige  of 
England?  There  is  another  subject  to 
which  I  wish  to  direct  your  Loraships' 
attention— I  mean  the  occupation  of  a 
great  part  of  Italy  by  the  Austrian  troops. 
My  Lords,  seven  years  have  elapsed  since 
Austria  entered  into  possession  of  the  Le- 
gations, and  established  a  state  of  siege 
and  martial  law  throughout  the  whole  of 
that  country.  In  an  assembly  of  English- 
men it  is  not  necessary  to  dilate  upon 
what  must  be  the  state  of  a  country  oc- 
'eupied  by  a  military  force  of  foreigners 
establishing  such  a  system  as  that.  Of 
all  instruments  of  arbitrary  power  martial 
law  is  the  most  effective  and  the  most  fa- 
tal. Acts  of  oppression  are  exercised  with- 
out restraint  or  limit,  and  upon  bare  sua* 
picion  peaceable  citizens  are  apprehended 
and  thrown  into  prison.  As  Englishmen 
we  have  a  very  imperfect  idea  of  what 
being  thrown  into  an  Italian  prison  meana. 
We  have  a  notion  of  well-arranged  apart- 
ments, inspected  and  visited  by  magia» 
trates  and  oflicials,  and  placed  under  most 
careful  and  respouBible  superintendence  ; 
but  we  must  not  transfer  that  notion  to 
the  loathsome  dungeons  in  which  men  of 
education  and  men  of  station  are  imprison- 
ed, on  mere  suspicion,  with  the  vilest  and 
most  atrocious  malefactors.  Such  is  the 
state  to  which  many  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Legations  are  now  reduced— oeca- 
eionally,  to  he  sure,  there  is  a  show  of 
trial.  But  what  speciea  of  trial?  Trial 
by  a  military  tribunal  of  foreignera,  every 
member  of  which  is  subject  to  the  control 
of  the  prosecution  ;  a  trial  without  any 
form,  without  any  role  of  law,  in  whi(& 
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Qverjiluitt  fa  directed,   aeooiding  to  the 
will  aiul  discretiou  of  ibose  by  whom  the 
proceedinga  are  iDstituted.     And  what  ia 
the  result?     The  reault,  I  am  told  from 
the  iiigheat   possible   authority,   is,  that 
aioce  the  Austrians  have  been  in  possea- 
aion  of  tiie  Legations,  200  prisoners  have 
been  ahot»  and  between  2,000  and  6,000 
sent  into  exile.     I  go  to  another  spot — the 
Duchy  of  Parma.     There  has  been  a  great 
increase  in  the  military  force  of  Austria 
in  that  Doehy.     Piacensa  was  originally 
assigned  as  the  place  for  the  armed  occu- 
pation of  Austria,  but  that  place  has  long 
become  too  small  to  hold  the  forces  she 
lias  sent  into  the  Duchy.     A  conflict  has 
taken  place  between  the  invaders  and  the 
Government,      The    Government    insists 
that  the  trial  of  parties. accused  shall  be 
before  the  ordinary  tribunals.     What  say 
the  Austrians? — that  they  shfill  be  tried 
by  courts  martial,  composed  of  foreigners. 
Every  man  who  is  attached  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  freedom  and  fair  dealing,  and  to 
the  doe  administration  of  justice  must  wish 
that  accused  persons  should  be  tried  be- 
fore the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country. 
Bat  but  this  fact  has  occurred,  and  it  is  a 
melancholy  fact— that  before  the  conflict 
took    place  the   Austrians  had   seised   a 
great  number  [  of  persons  and  transferred 
them  to  the  dungeons  of  Mantua,  where 
they  lie  in  a  hopeless  state ;  for  if  brought 
to  trial,  they  will  be  tried  according  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Austrians.      It  is  while 
this  conflict  is  going  on  that  it  is  consis- 
tent with  duty  for  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  to  do  everything  to   interfere  and 
support  the  cause  of  the  people ;  yet,  my 
Lonla*    although  this  contest  has    been 
going  on  for  a  very  long  period,  it  is  only 
within  a  few  days  that  our  Ambassador  at 
Florence  arrived  at  Parma.     Whether  we 
ahali  derive  any  great  advantage  from  his 
presence,  I  will  not  pretend  to  say ;  but,  if 
report  apeaka  truly,  his  inclinations  and 
opinions  are  opposed  to  the  rights  which 
it  should  be  the   duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemsBent  to  defend.      I  pass  it  over, 
and  I  come  to  another  part  of  this  subject 
— I  allude  to  the  kingdom  of  Sardinia. 
Every  Englishman  must  feel  the  deepest 
possible  interest  in  the  fate  and  prosperity 
of  that  kingdom.      We  are  related  to  it 
now  by  common  institutions  and  by  a  bro- 
therhood in  the  great  struggle  which  has 
recently  terminated.      The  advocates   of 
foreign  occupation  say  that  Italy  is  not 
adapted  to  free  institutions.     The  State 
of   Sardinia  is  a  striking  refutation  of 


that  ojHnion.  Under  the  greatest  difficul* 
ties,  in  a  situation  where  the  most  active 
struggle  was  going  on,  Sardinia  has  suc- 
ceeded in  establishing  constitutional  Go- 
vernment, and  in  preserving  it  by  the  exer- 
cise of  great  firmness,  iQoderation,  and  pa- 
tience ;  and  I  am  sure  every  man  in  this 
country  and  every  one  of  your  Lordships 
must  feel  anxious  that  nothing  shall  occur 
to  impair,  in  any  way,  the  benefits  of  that 
constitution.  The  state  of  things  in  that 
part  of  the  Peninsula  is  one,  however, 
which  must  cause  the*  greatest  anxiety. 
That  Government  is  regarded  with  jea- 
lousy, with  aversion,  I  may  almost  say 
with  hatred,  by  the  neighbouring  Govern- 
ment of  Austria.  That  Power  regards  the 
Sardinian  Goirernment  as  holding  out  a 
most  dangerous  example,  and  anything 
that  can  be  done  for  the  purpose  of  sub- 
verting it  will  be  eagerly  adopted  by  Aos-  f 
tria.  My  Lords,  in  eirery  constitutional 
Government  there  will  be  parties.  In 
Piedmont  there  are  the  Radicals  on  the  one 
side,  and  the  Ultramontanes  on  the  other ; 
but  there  is  in  addition,  a  third  and  most 
dangerous  party — the  party  of  the  priests 
— which  has  shown  its  sentiments  to- 
wards the  Government  by  its  conduct  in 
the  affairs  of  the  property  of  the  Church. 
These  bodies  are  all  combined  in  a  for^ 
midable  opposition  to  the  Government. 
Notwithstanding  all  this  the  great  body  of 
the  population  of  the  country  is  content  and 
happy,  and  are  active  in  their  support  of 
the  constitutional  Government.  6ut  the 
danger  to  Piedmont  from  abroad  is  not 
confined  to  Austrian  intrigues,  carried  on 
within  her — there  are  other  dangers  with 
which  she  has  to  contend.  Immense  ar- 
mies are  concentrated  in  her  neighbour- 
hood, which  are  beinff  continually  aug- 
mented. The  least  accident  may  create  a 
collision  which  must  bring  down  destruc- 
tion upon  the  territory  of  Piedmont.  But 
that  is  not  the  only  danger  to  which  the 
Sardinian  Government  is  exposed  by  the 
formation  of  vast  armies  upon  her  frontier 
— armies  already  large,  and  increasing  day 
by  day.  Their  presence  requires  Pied- 
mont to  maintain  a  much  larger  and  more 
expensive  military  force  than  her  limited 
means  would  otherwise  justify  her  in  sup- 
porting, and  therefore  sne  is  coni polled  to 
withdraw  her  financial  resources  from  be- 
neficial application  in  order  to  employ  them 
in  the  maintenance  of  an  army  to  defend 
her  against  the  multitudinous  forces  of  | 
Austria.  My  Lords,  I  wish  to  impress 
upon  yoUf  as  I  desire  to   impress  upon 
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the  Government,  the  absolate  neeessitj  of 
giriiig  the  strongest  moral  support  to  Sar- 
dinia ;  and  should  an  emergency  arise — 
should  a  necessity  occur — to  give  further 
the  aid  of  its  material  support  to  a  country 
winch  has  deserved  so  well  of  Europe  as 
I  Piedmont  has  done.  We  can  never  desert 
that{^country  without  a  violation  of  duty. 
Allow  me  to  point  out  to  your  Lordships 
the  bitter  feeling  of  Austria  towards  Sar- 
dinia, as  exemplified  in  the  case  of  the 
sequestrations.  There  never  was  an  in- 
stance of  such  littleness — if  the  affair  bad 
been  one  between  women,  I  should  say,  of 
such  spite.  I  will  just  briefly  describe  the 
circumstances  of  that  case.  By  the  law  of 
the  country  every  subject  can  capt  off  his 
allegiance — that  is,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Government,  and  with  that  consent  he 
can  leave  the  country  and  become  a  fo- 
reigner— in  eveiy  respect  a  foreigner,  and, 
like  every  foreigner,  he  is  allowed  to  hold 
property  in  the  country.  Now,  after  some 
disturbances  at  Milnn,  a  great  number  of 
persons  who  were  not  at  ail  concerned  in 
thefte  disturbances,  but  who  felt  that  a 
further  residence  in  that  country  would  be 
uncomfortable,  availed  themselves  of  the 
general  license  to  quit  the  country;  but, 
being  warned  that  particular  caution  was 
requisite  at  that  time,  every  one  of  them 
applied  for  and  obtained  a  special  permis- 
sion. The  greater  number  of  those  per- 
sons established  themselves  in  Piedmont, 
where  they  became  naturalised,  and  there- 
by, according  to  the  laws  of  that  coun- 
try, became  entitled  to  all  the  privileges 
of  Sardinian  subjects.  Many  of  them 
have  become  members  of  the  Assembly 
in  Turin.  However,  in  consequence  of 
some  alleged  suspicions  the  property  of 
those  persons  in  Milan  was  sequestrated 
by  the  Austrians.  No  explanation  was 
given,  no  grounds  assigned,  no  evidence 
was  stated,  no  justification  offered  ;  but 
that  sequestration  has  continued,  despite 
the  continued  and  earnest  remonstrances 
of  Piedmont,  down  to  the  present  time — 
a  period  of  between  three  and  four  years. 
Having  stated  these  facts  to  yonr  Lord- 
ships, let  me  for  a  moment  ask  what  is 
the  course  recommended  by  the  friends 
of  Italy  ?  They  are  earnest  in  advising 
that  there  should  be  no  attempt  at  insur- 
rection ;  that  for  the  moment  the  idea  of 
an  united  Italy  should  be  abandoned  ;  that 
all  hopes  and  wishes  for  revolutionary 
movements  should  be  abandoned.  The 
plan  of  an  united  Italy  is  impracticable. 
Revolutionary  movement  would  be  imme- 
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diately  crashed  by  the  discfplmed  bands 
of  Austria,  and  the  pressure  of  her  despo- 
tism would  be  increased  tenfold.     Such, 
therefore,  must  be  the  advice  given  by  sll 
real,  genuine  friends   of  Italy.     I  have 
taken  some  pains  to  inquire,  and  I  under* 
stand  that  the  great  mass  of  the  intelli- 
gent and  well-informed  men  throughout 
Italy  are  most  moderate  in  their  vie  vs. 
They  desire  no  great  changes,  they  do  not 
wish  to  alter  the  existing  Governments ; 
but  what  they  desire,  and  what  they  are 
entitled  to  demand,  is  an  impartial  admi- 
nistration   of   civil   justice  and   a  firm, 
honest,  and  intelligent  administratioo  of 
affairs.     Give  them  that,  and  I  firmly  be- 
lieve the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
Italy  will  be  content.     When  the  French 
in  1806  entered  the  Legations  they  esta- 
blished the  French  code  of  laws,  and  their 
civil  affairs  were  firmly  and  honestly  ad* 
ministered  ;  the  people,  before  discontent- 
ed, became  satisfied,  happj,  and  wealthy, 
and  that  period  of  its  history  is  regarded 
in  that  district  as  the  happiest  it  has  ever 
known.     We  know  well  that,  in  Tuscany, 
the  laws  which  the  good  Duke  Leopold 
introduced  were  productive  of  happiness 
and  contentment  among  his  people  ;  and 
we  also  know  that,  at  the  present  time 
the  people  of   Piedmont  are   contented, 
happy,  and  prosperous.     That  is  what  the 
people  of  Italy  now  require — that  is  what 
will  satisfy  them,  and  I  would  advise  them 
most  strongly  not  to  seek  to  disturb  the 
boundaries  of  different  States,  but  to  labour 
with  all  moral  force,  by  all  the*  means  in 
their  power,  to  gain  the  objects  they  so 
much  desired — impartial  administration  of 
justice — good  and  regular  administration 
of  civil  affairs.     My  Lords,  there  is  one 
way  in  which  that  object  may  be  attained, 
and   with   facility— it   is    by  the  cordial 
union  and  earnest  co-operation  of  Frsnce 
and  England.     Whether  we  may  hope  for 
that  co-operation  for  such  an  object  I  will 
not  undertake  to  predict — it  may  occur— 
it  has  occurred — and  it  has  produced  great 
benefit  to  the  people  of  the  country  to  whom 
that  united  action  was  applied.     Such  co- 
operation is  the  only  hope  of  the  Italian 
people,  and  I  trust  I  shall  have  some  ex- 
planation from  my  noble  Friend  which  will 
justify  them  in  cherishing  that  hope.     My 
Lords,  I  very  much  regret  that  the  Aus- 
trian Plenipotentiary  at  the  Congreaa  was 
not  content  to  discuss  with  my  noble  Friend 
and  the  French  Plenipotentiary  the  ques- 
tion of  the  affairs  of  Italy.     At  the  same 
time  I  am  not  at  all  surprised,  because 
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with  AofttriA  there  is  only  one  rule  of  go- 
vemment,  and  that  is — force,  coercion,  di- 
rect military  repression.  It  is  a  principle 
with  Austria,  that  the  people  are  for  the 
Goveronient.  and  not  that  Goyernment  is 
for  the  people.  There  is  not  one  liberal 
idea  in  their  whole  system.  For  such  a 
system  to  exist  in  another  country,  sup- 
ported by  foreign  bayonets,  must  he  horri- 
fying ;  and  with  what  feeling  that  system 
is  regarded  by  the  Italians  we  have  most 
abundant  evidence  to  establish.  My  Lords, 
I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to  bring  this 
most  important  and  most  interesting  sub- 
ject before  you,  and  I  trust  that  the  very 
deep  interest  I  take  in  it  will  he  my  ei- 
cuae  for  addressing  you  at  such  length. 

The  Karl  op  CLARENDON:  My 
Lords,  dpring  the  course  of  the  last  two 
or  three  years  it  has  been  my  disagreeable 
duty  to  meet  with  official  reserve  Motions 
which  have  been  submitted  to  your  Lord- 
ships by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  foreign  policy  of  this  country.  The 
statements  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
have  always  been  so  lucid,  and  have  been 
accompanied  with  such  powerful  appeals  to 
the  sympathy  of  your  Lordships — although 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  declares  him- 
self to  be  only  responsible,  or  rather  irre- 
sponaible,  for  bis  own  opinion,  and  that 
he  speaks  for  no  party — ^yet  cannot  help 
thinking  that  he  is  in  some  degree  respon- 
sible ;  and  although  your  Lordships  have 
ever  been  most  indulgent  to  those  who 
speak  under  responsibility  from  the  Minis- 
terial benches^  and  especially  with  regard 
to  the  production  of  papers,  yet  I  never  at 
any  time  rose  to  follow  my  noble  and  learn- 
ed Friend  without  a  deep  sense  of  the  deli- 
cacy and  difficulty  of  the  duty  I  had  to 
perform.  I  say  this,  the  more  particularly 
now,  because  I  feel  that  there  is  so  much 
in  what  has  fallen  from  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  that  meets  with  the  sym- 
pathies of  the  people  of  this  country  ;  that 
there  is  so  generous  an  interest  prevailing 
in  this  country  in  favour  of  Italy,  and  so 
great  a  desire  that  that  country  should 
emerge  from  the  position  to  which  she  has 
been  reduced  by  bad  government,  and  be 
lifted  up  to  the  station  which  she  is  enti- 
tled to  bold,  and  which  she  may  hold  by 
means  of  judicious  reforms,  that  I  feel  an 
unusual  regret  that  I  cannot  meet  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  by  laying  on  the 
table  of  the  House  papers  which  would 
show  what  are  the  opinions  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  what  have  been  the  steps  taken 
to  procure  a  better  state  of  things  in  Italy. 


But  the  correspondence  on  that  subject  is 
incomplete ;  it  is  still  going  on,  and  we 
have  favourable  expectations  of  the  result. 
I  can,  therefore,  conceive  that  nothing  hut 
injury  would  accrue  to  the  cause  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  at  heart  by  the 
production  at  this  moment  of  that  corre- 
spondence. It  might  he  the  means  of  put- 
ting au  end  to  the  friendly  and  confidential 
communications  with  those  Powers  which 
are  chiefly  concerned  in  the  condition  and 
welfare  of  Italy.  My  Lords,  we  cannot 
improve  the  condition  of  Italy  by  force.  I 
We  must  come  to  an  understanding  with 
those  countries  from  which  the  move- 
ment must  proceed.  Many  of  the  facts 
to  which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  alluded  exhibit  a  state  of  things  of 
long  standing.  There  are  many  flagrant 
abuses  of  authority  to  which  he  has  re- 
ferred which  seem  to  be  the  necessary 
consequence,  to  a  certain  extent,  of  the 
caprices  of  men  in  a  corrupted  and  de- 
graded state  of  society,  and  which  can 
only  be  remedied  by  good  Government  and 
by  a  power  which  cannot  be  produced  sud- 
denly and  by  external  pressure.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  collect  all  the  information 
I  can  with  respect  to  the  present  state  of 
Italy,  and  to  separate  it  from  all  exagger- 
ation and  all  party  spirit;  and  I  admit  that 
in  order  to  establish  a  really  better  state  of 
things — not  only  a  state  of  things  adapted 
to  the  character  and  wants  of  the  people, 
but  which  must  have  some  reference  to  the 
unfortunate  circumstances  of  Italy — I  am 
certain,  (and  I  rejoice  to  hear  the  opinion 
and  advice  given  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  that  subject),  that  revolution, 
however  momentarily  successful,  will  not 
lay  the  foundation  of  any  substantial  pros- 
perity. It  is  our  earnest  hope  that  the 
people  of  Italy  are  too  sagacious  and  have 
profited  too  much  by  former  experience, 
not  to  resort  to  means,  the  result  of  which 
will  render  their  position  worse.  My 
Lords,  nothing  has  been  done  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  either  to  promote  or 
excite  revolution.  I  feel  that  it  would  be 
both  unjust  and  cruel  to  excite  expecta- 
tions which  could  not  be  realised — or  ra- 
ther, I  should  say,  expectations  which  we 
are  not  prepared  ourselves  to  realise  ;  he- 
cause  if  we  excite  expectations  on  the  part 
of  a  portion  of  Italy — if  we  lead  them  to 
expect  aid  from  us,  I  say  that  we  are  ^ 
bound  to  render  that  aid.  And  though  I 
am  prepared  to  say  that  there  are  cases  in 
which  intervention  in  the  affairs  of  other 
States  not  only  becomes  a  right  but  an 
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obligation  as  strong  as  aiij«  stUl  I  hdd,  as 
a  general  rule,  that  interfereDce  with  the 
internal  affairs  of  other  States  is  not  justi- 
fiable, and  can  only  be  resorted  to  upon 
the  clearest  grounds  and  as  a  last  resource. 
It  was  in  this  spirit,  and  without  any  de* 
sire  of  promoting  refolution  or  exciting 
false  hopes,  and  with  the  yiew  of  laying 
the  foundation  of  substantial  reforms,  and 
of  procuring  the  speedy  evacuation  of  Italy 
by  foreign  troops,  that  the  subject  was 
brought  before  Congress.  In  fact  the  in- 
itiative was  taken  by  France  ;  and  this  I 
think  may  be  taken  as  a  proof  that  the 
Government  of  France  desired  the  with- 
drawal of  the  French  troops  from  Rome. 
I  cannot  but  regard  with  satisfaction  that 
the  subject  was  brought  forward  before 
the  Congress,  notwithstanding  that  it  has 
been  most  bitterly  condemned  in  some  quar- 
ters. I  was  sorry  to  hear,  even  from  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  an  expression  oif 
regret  that  the  matter  should  have  been 
brought  before  Congress  unless  measures 
of  great  rigour  were  to  be  taken  by  the 
Governments  of  France  and  England. 
We  have  been  told  that  we  had  no  right 
to  bring  the  subject  forward  before  the 
Congress  at  all  ;  that,  by  doing  so,  we 
were  discussing  the  independence  of  States 
not  represented  at  Cpngress  ;  that  it  was 
ealeulated  to  defeat  the  object  which  we 
had  in  Tiew>  and  that  the  representatives 
of  the  Governments  who  brought  the  ques- 
tion forward  are  responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences which  may  ensue.  But  I  say  we 
were  fully  entitled  to  bring  that  question 
before  the  Congress ;  and  when  all  the 
great  powers  of  Europe  were  engaged  in 
the  great  work  of  pacification,  when  they 
were  solemnly  binding  themselves  to  evacu- 
ate the  territory  of  Russia,  when  Greece, 
Turkey,  and  the  Principalities  were  to  be 
relieved  on  the  earliest  occasion  from  the 
presence  of  foreign  troops,  I  say  it  was 
impossible  not  to  ewst  our  eyes  towards 
Italy,  which  for  years  had  been  occupied 
by  foreign  troops  without  any  sufficient 
pretext  or  justification.  I  shall  not  enter, 
any  more  than  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  into  the  causes  which  led  to  that 
occupation ;  but  we  felt  that  it  was  a  mea- 
sure only  to  be  justified  by  urgent  neces- 
sity, and  that  it  ought  to  cease  with  the 
causes  which  gave  rise  to  it.  We  felt 
also,  as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
said,  that  that  necessity  would  never  arise 
unless  accelerated.  We  felt  that  the  in- 
itiative would  not  be  taken  by  the  Italian 
Goyemment.     It  may  be  con?enient  for 
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Sovereigns  to  rely  upon  the  aid  of  fomga 
bayonets  for  temporary  support  rather  than 
incur  the  anxiety  and  trouble  of  render- 
ing themselves  independent  by  effecting 
reforms  which  would  secure  for  them  the 
gratitude  and  affection  of  the  people.  It 
was  with  this  object  that  we  brought  this 
question  before  the  Congress  ;  and  we 
have  good  reason  to  be  satisfied  with  hav- 
ing done  so.  And  here  let  me  take  this 
opportunity  of  adverting  to  the  conduct  of 
Count  Cavour  at  the  Congress.  The  con- 
duct of  Count  Cavour,  ^e  representative 
of  the  State  most  deeply  interested  in  the 
result  of  the  discussion,  was  throogbont 
moderate  and  dignified,  and  he  well  ans- 
tained  the  reputation  which  he  had  already 
earned  for  himself  by  the  services  which 
he  had  rendered  to  his  country.  To  him, 
more  than  to  any  other  mac,  is  Sardinia 
indebted  for  the  establishment  of  liberal 
institutions ;  whereby  he  has  rendered 
great  service  to  Italy  by  proving  that  the 
Italian  people  are  not  unfit  to  enjoy  liberal 
institutions,  and  that  rational  liberty  is 
not  inconsistent  with  devoted  loyalty  ;  and 
that  both  may  be  enjoyed  in  that  country 
without  risk  of  revolution  or  danger  to 
public  order.  I  feel  the  most  entire  re- 
liance on  the  spirit  by  which  Connt  Cavour 
is  actuated,  and  I  believe  that  the  Austrian 
Government  itself  is  not  more  opposed 
to  insurrections  in  Italy  than  he  is,  or 
would  do  more  to  prevent  it.  It  is  true, 
as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  said, 
that  three  months  have  elapsed  since  this 
discussion  took  place  ;  and  it  is  also  true 
that  there  are  no  visible  results.  But  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  must  not  infer 
from  this  that  nothing  has  been  done.  Aa 
much  has  been  done  as  could  be  under- 
taken in  the  time  that  has  elapsed.  I 
wish  I  could  say  that  the  result  of  oar 
communications  with  the  King  of  Naples 
was  satisfactory.  I  cannot  do  so,  for  it 
is  impossible  that  any  two  GoTemments 
could  bo  more  at  variance  in  respect  of  the 
facts  of  the  case  than  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  Government  of  the  Bang 
of  Naples.  Our  representations  were  made 
to  him  in  the  most  friendly  spirit.  We 
stated  our  reasons  for  believing  that  the 
existing  state  of  things  was  dangerous  to 
the  stability  of  his  throne,  and  also  injo- 
rious  to  the  peace  of  Europe.  We  par- 
ticularly pointed  out  what  were  the  dangers 
which  threatened  His  Majesty,  and  we 
more  especially  pointed  to  that  which  mj 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  suggested 
as  the  great  difficulty— >tbe  necessity  of  a 
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better  admmntration  of  justice.  We  re- 
commended a  general  amnesty  for  poli- 
tical offences,  and  such  a  system  of  Go* 
yemment  as  would  rally  round  it  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people.  We  pointed  out  the 
inexpediency,  not  to  say  the  danger,  of  a 
policy  characterised  be  systematic  mistrust 
and  unjust  ^rsecution,  and,  above  all,  we 
showed  how  essential  it  was  that  all  subjects 
of  His  Majesty,  irrespective  of  their  poli- 
tical opinions,  should  have  sufficient  secu- 
rity for  their  persons  and  their  property. 
I  think,  my  Lords,  that  a  milder  repre- 
sentation with  respect  to  the  existing  state 
of  things  could  hardly  have  been  addressed 
to  any  Government.  It  is  true  that  at  last 
we  have  received  an  answer  to  this  re- 
presentation, but  we  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  confer  with  the  Emperor  of  the 
French  on  the  subject  of  this  answer.  I 
hope  I  shall  not  bring  the  French  Govern- 
ment under  the  censure  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  by  saying  that  the  Em- 
peror is  absent,  and  that,  as  yet,  therefore, 
there  can  be  no  reply  given.  Until  we 
have  communicated  with  the  French  Go- 
▼emment  on  the  subject,  and  hnv&  deter- 
mined with  them  upon  the  course  vniich  it 
may  be  necessary  to  pursue,  I  think  it  will 
be  better  not  to  lay  that  note  upon  your 
Lordships'  table,  and  I  shall  confine  myself 
to  saying  that  it  was  impossible  for  any 
answer  to  be  less  satisfactory  or  less  indi- 
cative of  future  improvement.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  questions  of  reform  in  the  Pon- 
tifical States  and  the  withdrawal  of  foreign 
troops  from  those  States  have  also  been 
pressed  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
Powers  principally  interested,  and,  I  must 
say,  have  been  discussed  in  a  manner  and 
in  a  spirit  very  difierent  from  that  in  which 
the  King  of  Naples  has  met  the  sugges- 
tions made  to  him.  Although  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  may  be  incredulous,  1 
believe  the  Austrian  Government  itself 
desires  to  withdraw  its  troops  from  the 
Pontifical  States.  I  believe  that  the 
French  Government  also  wishes  to  with- 
draw its  troops,  and  this  desire,  so  far 
from  meeting  with  any  opposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Roman  Government,  is  shared 
and  approved  by  it.  If,  then,  it  be  true— 
as  I  have  every  reason  to  think  it  is — 
that  this  desire  is  sincere  on  the  part  of 
the  three  Powers  principally  concerned,  I 
eannofc  believe  that  much  time  will  elapse 
before  the  withdrawal  I  have  spoken  of 
takes  place,  and  before  those  precautions 
are  taken  which  will  be  undoubtedly  neces- 
aarj  after  so  protracted  a  foreign  occupa- 


tion in  order  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
disasters  which  we  should  all  regret.  These 
precautions  being  taken,  however,  I  can 
see  no  reason  why  the  Papal '  territory 
should  not  be  evacuated  with  as  little  dan* 
ger  or  as  little  mischief  as  took  place  in 
the  case  of  Tuscany.  The  events  of  1848 
may  have  left  painful  reminiscences  in 
Tuscany,  and  may  have  raised  the  same 
apprehensions  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment there  ;  but  it  is  to  the  credit  of  the 
Grand  Duke  of  Tuscany  that  he  deter- 
mined to  rely  for  support  upon  his  people 
alone,  and  to  request  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Austrian  troops,  and  your  Lordships  are 
aware  that  the  last  Austrian  soldier  has 
long  left  the  Tuscan  territory,  vrithout  the 
slightest  disturbance  having  ensued.  My 
Lords,  I  see  no  reason  why  this  example 
should  not  be  followed,  in  respect  to  all  the 
other  Italian  States. '  But,  my  Lords,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  experiment  of  confiding 
m  the  Italian  people  has  never  yet  been 
tried  ;  for  those  excellent  measures  which 
inaugurated  the  reign  of  the  present  Pope, 
and  which  were  received  with  gratitude  by 
his  people,  were,  like  everything  else,  swept 
away  by  the  torrent  of  revolution  in  1848. 
I  say,  then,  that  measures  of  reform  have 
not  had  a  fair  trial.  I  hold  in  my  hands— 
it  is  too  long  for  me  to  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships— the  Pope's  proclamation,  dated  in 
1849,  which  preceded  his  return  to  Rome, 
and  in  which  the  foundation  of  a  better 
judicial  system  was  completely  laid  down. 
I  believe,  if  the  reforms  there  promised  by 
the  Pope  were  carried  into  execution,  that 
everything  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  could  require  for  the  better  admi- 
nistration of  justice  there  would  be  carried 
out.  But  I  repeat  that,  as  yet,  the  exhi- 
bition of  confidence  in  the  Italian  people 
has  never  yet  been  attempted.  Through- 
out the  greater  part  of  the  Peninsula,  an 
administration  founded  upon  the  policy  of 
securing  the  affections  by  promoting  the 
welfare  of  the  people  has  never  been  tried. 
The  policy  hitherto  adopted  has  always 
been  one  of  fear,  founded  upon  the  ex  pec* 
tation  of  immediate  revolution,  without 
analysing  the  causes  of  those  fears  or  in- 
quiring whether  those  apprehensions  were 
or  were  not  justified.  Now,  this  is  not  a 
natural  state  of  things.  It  is  not  natural 
on  the  part  of  nations  to  rebel  against  their 
Governments.  A  rebellion  against  a  Go- 
vernment which  did  all  in  its  power  to  se- 
cure its  welfare  was  never  a  national  feeling 
on  the  part  of  any  people ;  and  I  am  con- 
vinced, my  Lords,  that  the  Italians  are  not 
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inaccessible  to  kindoess,  tliat  all  ibej  wish 
is  to  have  their  wrongs  redressed,  and 
that  the/  are  not  difficult  to  govern  if  their 
rulers  will  attempt  the  work  of  reforming 
in  good  faithy  in  good  earnest,  and  under  a 
greater  sense  of  responsibility  than  that 
which  they  have  hitherto  exhibited.  My 
Lords.  I  do  not  know  that  any  practical 
utility  would  ensue  from  my  attempting 
to  follow  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
throughout  the  speech  he  has  made.  He 
himself  has  pointed  out  in  his  speech 
some  of  the  great  difficulties  which  must 
attend  the  course  to  be  taken  by  this 
QoTemment.  He  has  stated  in  plain  terms 
the  difficulty  which  we  should  have  to  en- 
counter in  acting  alone.  He  has  stated 
in  plain  terms  why  it  is  necessary  that  pres- 
sure, if  applied  at  all,  should  come  from 
France  and  England  together  ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  until  we  can  supply  that  joint 
pressure  in  all  its  force  we  shall  not  arrive 
at  the  results  which  we  all  desire.  I  will 
only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  have  as  much  at  heart  the 
amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the  Italian 
people  as  either  the  Parliament  or  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  can  have,  and  that  all 
the  efforts  they  can  make  and  all  the  in- 
fluence they  can  bring  to  bear  will  be 
exerted  in  the. endeavour  to  ameliorate  that 
condition. 

The  Marqubbs  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  he  trusted  that  no  attempts  would  be 
made  to  excite  insurrection  in  Italy,  be- 
cause it  would  lead  to  bloodshed,  would 
probably  end  in  defeat,  and  would  then 
only  make  bad  worse.  But  he  could  only 
say  that  the  sooner  a  Government  which 
continued  to  tyrannise  over  a  people  like 
that  of  the  King  of  Naples,  and  to  oppress 
tliem  in  a  manner  which  had  been  to-night 
stigmatised  as  ''infamous,"  the  sooner 
such  a  Government  was  put  an  end  to  the 
better,  not  only  for  the  people  governed, 
but  for  the  whole  of  Europe.  When  it 
was  said  that  there  must  be  no  armed 
intervention  in  the  affairs  of  Naples,  what, 
in  point  of  fact,  kept  the  King  of  Naples 
on  the  throne  ?  He,  as  he  did  not  hold 
an  official  position,  had  no  hesitation  in 
giving  utterance  to  the  general  belief  upon 
that  subject,  and  that  was,  that  his  posi- 
tion was  maintained  by  the  Austrian  troops 
which  had  been  allowed  to  oveiTun  the 
Italian  peninsula  from  the  Alps  to  Ancona. 
It  was  well  known  that  if  any  movement 
took  place  against  the  King,  the  Austrian 
forces  would  come  in  and  suppress  the 
movement.     Well,  then,  it  was  said  by 
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the  noble  Earl  that  und^  no  cireom- 
stances  could  resort  be  had  to  'force  in 
order  to  remedy  a  state  of  things  which 
was  injurious  to  Europe  at  large.  [A 
'  gesture  of  dissent  from  the  Marquess  of 
LAKSD0W5X.]  Well,  he  was  delighted 
that  he  had  misapprehended  the  meaobg 
I  of  the  noble  Earl,  but  the  noble  Earl  had 
talked  of  the  inexpediency  of  the  foreign 
armies  being  withdrawn  from  Italy  until  s 
better  government  was  established.  VVbj, 
if  their  departure  were  delayed  until  then, 
their  stay  would  be  indefinite,  for  they 
had  gone  into  Italy  to  support  and  main- 
tain a  bad  government,  and  not  to  sop- 
port  any  amelioration  of  it.  He,  for  one, 
anxious  as  he  was  that  the  powerful  voice 
of  the  British  Parliament  might  be  of  in- 
fluence in  bringing  about  a  better  state  of 
things,  could  not  press  for  the  production 
of  a  correspondence  which  the  noble  Earl 
stated  was  not  yet  complete;  but  he 
thought  that  some  information  as  to  acts 
which  had  been  committed  in  Parma,  such 
as  Italians  being  carried  over  the  Aus- 
trian frontier  and  immured  in  Austrian 
dungeons,  might  well  be  laid  before  the 
country.  With  the  exception  of  Sardinia, 
a  country,  the  independence  and  integrity 
of  which  would  always  be  dear  to  Eng- 
land, the  whole  of  Italy  was  in  a  state  of 
anarchy.  It  was  occupied  on  the  one 
hand  by  the  brigands,  and  on  the  other 
by  foreign  troops,  and  such  a  state  of 
things  could  not  long  be  endured,  for  the 
condition  of  Italy  might  ultimately  affect 
the  balance  of  power  in  Europe.  It  was 
for  the  country  to  consider  if  it  were  not 
its  duty  to  employ  all  its  influence,  and 
force  even  if  necessary,  to  put  an  end  to 
the  occupation  by  foreign  troops  of  a  ter- 
ritory which  ought  to  be  independent — an 
occupation  which  was  continued  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  a  tyranny  not  only 
injurious  to  the  persons  under  its  Biray» 
but  disgraceful  to  the  present  age. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  felt  great  doubts  as  to  the  practical 
utility  of  continuing  the  discussion,  and 
felt  the  greatest  reluctance  in  adding  a 
single  word  to  what  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon),  bat 
he  wished  to  refer  to  one  statement  which 
had  been  made  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  understood  his 
noble  Friend  to  say  that  under  no  circum- 
stances could  force  be  employed,  and  he 
had  felt  it  his  duty  in  the  momentary 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  to  intimate  by 
a  dissenting  gesture  that  such  had  not 
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been  the  meaning  of  his  noble  Friend.  I 
What  his  noble  Fnend   had  stated  was, 
that  in  the  present  state  of  affaire  with 
regard  to  Italj — that  in  the  present  state 
of  negotiations  no  recourse  to  force  conid 
be  expedient ;   but  he  by  no  means  laid 
down  the  principle  that,   with  regard  to 
that  country  any  more  than  with  regard 
to  any  other  country,  if  the  interests  of 
Enrope  required  it,  no  application  should, 
under  any  circumstance,  be  bad  to  force. 
On   the  contrary,   his  noble  Friend  had 
stated  that  there  were  circumstances  un- 
der which  a  recourse  to  force  might  not 
only  be  necessary,  but  might  be  a  matter 
of  actual  duty.     They  all  were  ready  to 
admit  that  every  other  means  of  obtaining 
an  object  should  be  ezhaubted  before  re- 
eourse  was  had  to  force,  and,  above  all, 
that  every  step  should  be  taken,  if  inter- 
ference by  force  shouM  at  any  time  be 
justifiable,  to  convince  other  Powers  of  the 
justice  of  the   interference,   so   that   the 
general  peace  of  the  world  might  not  be 
disturbed.     Let  their  Lordships  also  recol- 
lect that  at  that  very  moment,  when  they 
were  talking  about  interference  in  Uhe  in- 
ternal affairs  of  Naples,  they  were  also 
protesting  against  the  interference  of  other 
Powers  in  Italy.     The  present  was  not  a 
state  of  circumstances  in   which  it  would 
be  desirable  to  introduce  any  new  compli- 
cations, and  he  trusted  that  those  which 
now  existed  would  pass  away,  and  that  the 
result  would  be  that  interference  would  be 
got  rid   of  altogether.      He  hoped   that 
there  existed  on  the  part  of  the  occupying 
Powers  a  bond  fide  and  deliberate  inten- 
tion, in  a  greater  or  less  degree,  to  get  rid 
of  interference,  and  the  latest  intelligence 
received  by  the  Government  with  respect 
to  Parma  indicated  an  actual  disposition 
to  withdraw  interference  there  the  moment 
the  system  of  assassination  was  put  an 
end  to.     There  were  now  fewer  Austrian 
troops  there,  and  the  number  would  be 
gradually  diminished.      Concurring  as   a 
matter  of  feeling  in  the  general  sentiments 
expressed  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
he,  nevertheless,  thought  it  was   equally 
the  duty  of  Government  to  resist  being 
led  away  by  such  a  feeling,  and  to  be  firm 
in   abstaining  from    any   measure   which 
might  appear  to  embarrass  the  question. 
He  only  trusted  that  if  ever  interference 
shonld    become    necessary,   it  would    be 
vigorously  conducted,  so  that  it  might  lead 
speedily  to  a  satisfactory  result.     He  had 
already    said   that  he    entertained   some 
doubts  as  to  the  utility  of  tlie  present  dis- 


cussion, and  he  therefore  would  not  pro 
long  it,  not  seeing  the  way  to  any  imme- 
diate or  useful  effect  being  produced  but 
by  moral  force.  He  was  ready,  however, 
to  acknowledge  that  that  moral  force  might 
be  strengthened  by  the  unanimous  ex- 
pression of  feeling  in  that  assembly,  in 
which  so  much  variety  of  opinion  existed 
on  other  subjects,  and  that  it  would  not 
be  without  its  effect  even  in  those  for- 
tresses of  prejudice  and  arbitrary  power 
which  were  undoubtedly  the  last  places 
likely  to  be  reached  by  it. 

PAROCHIAL  SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

Clauses  I  to  1 1  were  agreed  to. 

Clause  12, 

The  Dukb  op  BUCCLEUCH  moved, 
to  strike  out  the  clause. 
^  The  Duee  of  ARGYLL  supported  tho 
clause,  and  expressed  his  surprise  that  the 
noble  Duke  had  not  stated  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  proposed  its  rejection.  The 
present  Bill  was  in  the  nature  of  a  com- 
promise, agreed  upon  by  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers of  various  opinions  in  the  other  House, 
and  it  was  the  minimum  that  would  be 
accepted  by  a  large  class  of  persons.  The 
question,  therefore,  was,  whether  their 
Lordships  would  reject  the  present  Bill 
with  all  its  acknowledged  advantages. 
The  endowments  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land rested  in  that  country,  as  in  this, 
upon  the  principle  of  property,  while  the 
endowments  of  the  parochial  schools  rested 
upon  the  principle  of  taxation.  It  waa 
therefore  necessary  to  come  to  Parliament 
when  it  was  propesed  to  rar^e  the  income 
of  schools  and  schoolmasters.  No  doubt 
there  would  be  a  few  Dissenting  masters 
elected  under  the  Bill,  but  he  believed  the 
number  would  be  very  small ;  and  if  it 
should  have  the  effect  of  demonstrating 
the  feasibility  of  amalgamating  the  teach- 
ing of  children  of  different  sects  under  one 
master  a  great  advantage  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  obtained.  In  that  manner  the 
Bill  might  possibly  be  the  means  of  found- 
ing a  more  national  aystem  ;  but,  at  all 
events,  it  would  be  regarded  for  many 
years  to  come  as  a  complete  settlement  of 
the  question. 

The  Doke  of  BUCCLEUCH  admitted 
that  the  Bill  was  very  different  from  the 
Bill  of  last  Session,  but  even  this  measure 
was  not  supported  by  the  class  most  in- 
terested in  the  subject.  Although  there 
was  a  majority  for  the  third  reading,  the 
county    Members    were    as    two    to   one 
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against  it.  The  borough  Uombeni  voted 
for  it,  and  a  great  deal  waa  Baid  about  in- 
creased means  of  education,  bat  if  greater 
means  of  education  were  needed,  surely 
the  large  towns  ought  not  to  be  over- 
looked. Nothing  would  have  been  heard 
of  the  Bill  had  not  the  schoolmasters'  sala- 
ries become  so  reduced  by  the  alterations 
in  the  prices  of  com  and  other  produce  as 
to  justify  some  proposition  to  meet  their 
case.  The  connexion  of  the  parochial 
schools  with  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  had  been  most  intimate  ever 
since  their  first  formation,  and  he  could 
not  help  believing  that  the  present  Bill 
was  intended  to  afford  an  opportunity  for 
substituting  Free  Church  schoolmaaters 
for  masters  who  were  members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  It  could  not  truly  be 
said  that  the  teaching  in  the  parochial 
schools  at  present  was  at  all  of  a  sectariaia 
or  exclusive  character.  Their  doors  were 
open  to  children  of  Roman  Catholics,  Epis- 
copalians, and  Dissenters  of  all  kinds,  and 
those  children  did  attend  without  any  com-^ 
plaints  on  the  part  of  their  parents.  If 
anything  could  be  said  to  be  a  truly  na- 
tional system,  he  thought  the  parochial 
school  system  of  Scotland  was  one.  The 
great  majority  of  those  who  were  taxed  to 
support  the  schools  were,  he  believed,  in 
favour  of  the  existing  system,  and  he 
would  remind  their  Loniships  of  the  decla^ 
ration  signed  about  two  years  ago  by  1,970 
heritors  of  Scotland,  who  signed  their  ap- 
proval of  the  present  system,  and  desired 
the  maintenance  of  the  connexion  of  those 
schools  with  the  Established  Church ;  and 
he  knew  there  was  a  most  anxious  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  heritors  generally  to 
extend  the  system  of  education  and  to  in* 
crease  the  salaries  of  the  schoolmasters 
from  their  own  resources.  For  himself,  it 
was  not  until  after  the  most  anxious  con* 
sideration  and  much  communication  with 
persons  out  of  that  House,  that  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  of  moving  the  re- 
jection of  the  clause.  He  had  been  pressed 
to  oppose  the  second  reading,  but,  believ- 
ing there  was  much  in  the  measure  which 
was  worthy  of  consideration,  he  had  ab* 
stained  from  taking  that  extreme  course. 
He,  however,  felt  bound  to  move  the  omis- 
sion of  the  12th  clause. 

Lord  PANMURE  denied  that  the  Bill 
had  originated  in  any  desire  to  introduce 
members  of  the  Free  Church  as  masters 
of  the  parochial  schools,  and  he  believed 
that  if  the  Bill  were  passed  in  its  present 
shape  there  would  not  be  a  dozen  Free 
The  Duke  qf  Buccleuch 


Church  seboolmasters  nominated  through- 
out the  whole  country.  If  the  clause  were 
rejected,  it  would  be  almost  tantamount  to 
rejecting  the  Bill,  for  in  all  probability  the 
other  House  would  re-introduce  the  clause, 
and  if  their  Lordships  should  persist  in 
opposing  it  the  Bill  would  be  lost.  All 
that  was  asked  by  the  Bill  was,  that  the 
schoolmaster  should  be  appointed  without 
being  required  to  take  any  test.  Whether 
they  had  a  test  or  not  from  the  persons 
keeping  these  schools,  their  Lordshipe 
might  be  sure  that  they  would  have  none 
but  God-fearing  men  in  that  situation. 

The  Eabl  of  HADDINGTON  support- 
ed the  Amendment.  He  and  his  Friends 
were  willing  to  accept  the  Bill  if  the  noble 
Baron  woi2d  consent  to  strike  out  the 
clause. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  dimded:-^ 
Content  50;  Not  Content  20:  Majority 
30. 

List  qf  the  Content. 


X>UXX8. 

Bncoleuoh 
Hamilton 
Montrose 
Roxburgh 

HABQUBSBIS. 

Bath 

Lothian 

Westminster 


Bradford 

Bathurst 

Derby 

Desart 

Donoughmore 

Delawarr 

Galloway 

Hardwioke 

Harewood 


Haddington 
Home 
Lucan 
Longford 
Leven  and  Mel- 

Tille 
Morton 
Mansfield 
RomDey 
Selkirk 
Stradbroke 
Verolam 

TISOOUVTS. 

Gombermere 
Bnngannon 
Melyilla 
St.  Vincent 
Strathallan 


BABOHS. 

Abinger 
Boston 
Blantyre 
Bagot 
ColviUe  of  Cnl- 


Calthorpe 

Clarina 

Colchester 

BynoTor 

BiiBsandle 

Denmaa 

Be  Lisle 

Grantley 

Kinnaird 

Hedeadale 

RaTenswortb 

Sottthamptoa 

Wynford 


List  of  the  Nor  Content. 


Lord  Chancellor  Bessborough 

Duuts.        Fortescue 
Argyll  Harrowby 

Somerset  Somers 


▼ISCOUIIT. 

Clanricarde 

Torrington 

Headford 

BARONS. 

XARLS. 

Byron 

Aberdeen 

DeTabley 

Foley 

Manners 

Overstone 

Panmnre 

Rivers 

Saye  and  Sele 

Stanley  of  Al- 

derley 
Wrottesley. 


Motion  agreed  to ;  clause  tfnidb  out. 

Clause  13, 

Thb  Duke  of  BUCCLEUCH  propoeed 
to  strike  out  the  first  four  lines  of  the 
clause,  with  the  riew  of  inserting  other 
words  relating  to  the  qualification  of  school- 
masters. 

After  short  discussion.  Amendment  wA- 
drawn,  and  clause  agr^  to. 
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Clause  14  Hruek  eut;  remainiiig  olaiueB 
offrted  iOt  with  Amendmeota. 

The  Duks  ov  ARGYLL  then  intimated 
to  the  noble  Dake  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Buceleoch)  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  carried  on  a 
diTision,  the  Bill  could  no  longer  be  con- 
sidered the  Bill  of  the  Government. 

Thb  Ddkb  of  BUCGLEUGH  repudiated 
the  charge  of  the  Bill,  The  measure  was 
brought  in  by  the  OoTeroment»  and  they 
must  take  eare  of  it. 

Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be  re- 
ceived on  Thursday  neit. 

Houae  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE     OF    GOMMONS, 

Monday,  July  14,  .1856. 

Mnvm.]  PoBUo  Bilu.— l**  Evidenoe  in  Fo- 
reign Suita ;  Coast  Guard  Serrioo ;  Lonatio 
Asylums  (Superannuations)  (Ireland). 

2^  Income  and  Land  Taxes ;  Stamp  Duties ; 
Racehorse  Duty ;  Mercantile  Law  Amendment ; 
General  Board  of  Health  Continuance ;  Lunatic 
Asylums  Act  Amendment ;  Charities. 

3^  Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2}  ;  Episcopal 
and  Capitular  Estates  Continuance;  Customs 
(No.  2) ;  Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland) ; 
lodemriity ;  Nuisances  RemoTal,  Ae.  (Scotland) 
(No.  2) ;  Formatioii,  Ac.  of  Parishes. 

CHARTER  OF  THE  COLLEGE  OF  PHTSI^ 
CIANS— QUESTION. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe* 
ther  it  waa  the  intention  of  the  Govem- 
inent  to  grant  a  new  Gharter  of  Incorpora- 
tion to  the  Royal  GoUege  of  Physiciane  of 
London  ? 

Sir  G.  GRET  said,  for  some  years  past 
eommnnications  had  taken  place  on  the 
subject,  and  the  details  of  a  new  charter 
had  frotn  time  to  time  been  under  consider- 
ation, but  postponed  in  consequence  of  the 
different  proposals  made  to  Parliament 
touching  the  medical  profession.  How- 
ever, as  a  new  charter  could  not  be  grant- 
ed without  an  Act  of  Parliament,  there 
was  no  preaent  intention  of  granting  one. 

THE  IRISH  MILITIA— QUESTION. 
Lord  GLAUD  HAMILTGN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  for  War  to  state  the 
exact  meanipg  of  the  circular  recently 
promulgated  in  Ireland,  respecting  the 
gradual  disembodiment  of  the  militia. 
Wm  it  intended  that  men  who  left  their 
regimenta  with  permission  before  the  time 
fixed  for  their  disembodiment  should  not 
reoeiTe  the  gratuity  of  fourteen  days'  pay 


which  had  been  promised  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  GoTemment  ? 

Mb.  peel  said  that,  as  the  Irish  mili- 
tia was  to  be  kept  embodied  longer  than 
that  of  England  and  Scotland,  and  as  some 
of  the  men  desired  to  return  home  prior 
to  the  period  fixed  for  its  disembodiment, 
permission  waa  given  to  them  to  leave, 
with  a  provision  that  they  should  receive 
the  pay  and  bounty  to  which,  up  to  that 
time,  they  were  entitled.  It  never  was  in- 
tended by  the  circular  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment that  they  should  be  deprived  of  any 
of  their  rights  in  regard  either  to  bounty 
or  gratuity,  but  the  settlement  of  their 
claims  in  the  latter  respect  was  to  be  made 
upon  the  disembodiment  of  the  regiment, 
the  intervening  period  being  regarded  as  a 
sort  of  a  furlough.  As  the  militia  was 
now  about  to  be  disembodied,  however,  in- 
structions had  been  given  that  men  who 
were  permitted  to  go  home  should  be 
settled  with  at  once,  and  should  receive  all 
to  which  they  were  entitled  in  respect  of 
gratuity  and  bounty.  He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that,  among  these, 
those  who  had  distinguished  themselves  at 
Sandhurst  had  as  strong  a  claim  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  as  the 
others  ;  but  he  could  not  say  that  any  of 
them  had  a  claim  to  be  kept  in  full  pay  in 
preference  to  those  who  were  senior  to 
them  in  the  service.  It  would  be  impossi* 
ble  to  retain  a  junior  officer  on  full  pay, 
and  to  place  his  senior  on  half-pay,  even 
although  the  junior  had  distbguished  him« 
self  at  Sandhurst* 

THE  REDUCTION  OF  OFFICERS  OF  THE 
ARMY-QUESTION. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  observed,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  peace  considerable  reduc- 
tions would,  no  doubt,  be  made  in  the 
number  of  officers  of  minor  grade  in  the 
army.  Now,  he  wished  to  ask  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for  War  whe- 
ther, considering  that  many  commissions 
had  been  granted  to  students  at  Sandhurst 
as  rewards  for  their  early  proficiency  in  the 
military  art,  their  ease  would  receive  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  making  the  proposed  reduction  ? 

Mr.  peel  apprehended  that  the  only 
correct  principle  upon  which  such  a  reduc- 
tion could  be  made  was  to  reduce  those 
who  were  the  juniors  in  each  grade.  Of 
those  juniors,  some  no  doubt  had  obtained 
their  commissions  without  purchase,  as  re- 
wards for  the  proficiency  they  had  dis- 
played at  Sandhurst ;   others,  again,  had 
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obtained  them  in  consequence  of  their  mi- 
litia regiments  baling  contributed  a  cer- 
tain quota  to  the  regular  armj ;  while  a 
third  class  had  secured  them  by  purchase. 

METROPOLITAN  DRAINAGE— QUESTION. 

Mr.  butler  wished  to  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Public  Works,  with  reference 
to  the  drainage  of  the  metropolis.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  sanc- 
tioned a  plan  by  which  the  sewerage  would 
haTe  its  outfall  at  Plumstead  Marsh,  eight 
miles  from  London.  That  Board  could  not 
carry  out  any  plan  of  drainage  without  the 
previous  sanction  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  it  appeared  that  he  declined  to  assist 
them.  The  Act  of  Parliament,  under  which 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was  con- 
stituted, provided  that  all  plans  were  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Board  of  Public  Works,  and 
consequently  a  deputation  from  that  Board 
had  waited  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  submitted  the  plans  referred  to  for  his 
consideration  and  approval.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  reply,  said  that  he  would  cause 
some  experiments  to  be  made  before  giving 
a  definite  answer.  That  had  been  done, 
and  it  appeared  that  there  was  a  great  dif- 
ference of  opinion  between  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  Metropolitan  Board.  This 
was  a  most  important  question  to  the  me- 
tropolis, and  what  he  wished  to  know  on 
the  part  of  the  ratepayers  was,  whether  the 
experiments  which  had  been  made  under 
the  instructions  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  been  made  in  consultation  with  the  en- 
gineer of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
—whether  any  plans  had  been  laid  before 
him  for  preventing  the  discharge  of  the 
sewerage  of  the  metropolis  at  an  objec- 
tionable point  of  the  Thames,  and  whether 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  or  would 
take  such  measures  as  would  prevent  so 
important  a  work  as  the  drainage  of  the 
metropolis  from  standing  over  for  another 
Session  ? 

Sir  B.  hall  admitted  that  the  ques- 
tions were  of  great  importance  to  the  tax- 
payers of  the  metropolis,  and  he  would 
state  in  a  few  words  the  course  taken  by 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  the 
course  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  take 
under  the  circumstances.  Under  the  Act 
of  last  Session  the  main  sewerage  of  the 
metropoUs  was  to  be  completed  before  the 
end  of  lb60,  but  before  any  plan  could  be 
proceeded  with  it  must  first  be  submitted 
to,  and  approved  of  by  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works.  Having  been  given  to 
Mr,  Peel 


understand  that  a  plan  was  to  be  submit- 
ted to  him,  founded  on  certain  data  taken 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  in  1851, 
and  being  extremely  anxious  that  the  work 
should  proceed  with  as  little  delay  on 
his  part  as  possible,  he  communicated  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  desirable  that  some 
person  should  be  appointed  to  test  the 
accuracy  of  the  data  on  which  the  plan 
was  founded.  Accordingly,  he  commnni- 
cated  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  requested 
him  to  name  some  person  for  the  purpose 
who  was  thoroughly  conversant  with  the 
Thames.  His  right  hon.  Friend  named 
Captain  Burstow,  and  that  Gentleman  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  matter.  On 
the  3rd  of  June,  he  (Sir  B.  Hall)  received 
a  deputation  from  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and,  having  presented .  their 
plan,  they  desired  that  he  wonld  approve 
of  it.  He  told  them  that  the  plan  should 
have  immediate  consideration,  but  that, 
before  pronouncing  an  opinion  upon  it,  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  better  to  wait 
until  he  was  in  possession  of  Captain  Bur- 
stow  *s  report.  That  report  was  made  on 
the  30th,  and  on  the  2nd  of  July^  he  com- 
municated to  the  President  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  that  the  plan  pro- 
posed was  at  variance  with  the  intentions 
of  the  Legislature,  as  expressed  in  the  Act 
of  last  Session,  inasmuch  as  it  would  keep 
the  sewerage  of  the  metropolis  oscillatiDg 
between  Plumstead  and  the  metropolis, 
and  that  therefore  he  could  not  sanction 
it.  At  the  same  time  he  conveyed  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  that  if  they 
presented  any  other  plans  to  the  Govern- 
ment which  were  in  conformity  with  the 
Act  of  last  Session,  they  should  receive 
immediate  consideration. 

TUE  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  AND  THE 
ATTORNEY  GENERAL  FOR  IRELAND 
—QUESTION. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  D,  FITZGERALD): 
Sir,  I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Napier).  The  House  is 
aware  that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ire- 
land made,  from  the  judicial  b^nch,  o  charge 
impugning  the  official  conduct  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  that  country,  and  pub- 
licly stated  that  he  had  reduced  his  charge 
to  writing  and  transmitted  it  to  a  Member 
of  this  House,  who  had  undertaken  that 
the  charge  should  be  openly  and  com- 
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pletely  brought  forward  in  Parliament. 
The  House  will  also  recollect  that  on  Fri- 
day night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Napier),  holding  that  document  in  his 
hand,  used  the  following  words  in  his 
statement  to  the  House: — 

*'  A  Member  of  this  House  stands  charged  with 
being  concerned  in  a  gigantic  fraud— he  has  es- 
caped from  justice ;  and  it  is  essential  that  we 
should  inquire  by  whose  defiiult  that  escape  has 
arisen.  1  hope  the  Government  will  afford  the 
earliest  opportunity  for  the  inquiry  to  take  place. 
The  public  demands  it-^it  must  be  conceded — the 
oase  must  be  thoroughly  sifted — the  honour  of 
this  House  is  concerned  in  it." 

The  qnestibn  I  wish  to  put  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  whether  he  is  now  pre- 
pared— ^by"now"  I  mean  any  day  soon 
to  arrive — to  bring  forward  in  his  place  in 
this  House,  and  in  such  a  shape  as  can  be 
conveniently  met,  this  charge  against  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  honour  of 
this  House  is  concerned  in  this  question. 
He  had  received  a  written  statement  from 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  ;  he  had  accepted 
a  commission  to  bring  the  subject  before 
the  House;  he  endorsed  the  statement 
placed  in  hb  hands  with  his  own  weighty 
authority;  and  I  now  appeal  to  him  to 
answer  this  question — whether  he  is  pre- 
pared at  the  earliest  possible  opportunity 
— to-morrow,  if  that  day  is  open  to  him — 
to  bring  forward  the  charge  which  he  has 
so  received  and  endorsed  ?  I  think  1  may 
also  appeal  to  the  House — and  I  have 
never  known  an  appeal  made  to  their  can- 
dour and  generosity  in  vain  when  the 
honour  of  a  Member  was  concerned — to 
back  me  in  the  request  that  the  charge 
may  be  brought  forward  in  such  a  shape 
that  I  may  be  able  to  meet  it,  and  that 
this  House  may  be  in  a  position  to  give  its 
decision  on  the  subject* 

Mb.  NAPIER  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  a  passsge  in  my  speech 
the  other  night,  in  which  I  said  that  I 
thought  it  concerned  the  honour  of  this 
House  that  an  inquiry  should  take  place 
with  reference  to  the  escape  of  James  Sad- 
leir.  I  thought  so  then,  and  I  think  so 
still.  But  will  the  House  allow  me  very 
briefly  to  explain  my  connection  with  this 
question?  —  because  I  think  an  attempt 
has  been  made,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  to  place  me  in  the  position  of  an 
accuser 

Mr.  roebuck  :  I  rise  to  order.  I 
wish  to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  in  order  in  entering  into  this 
statement  when  there  is  no  question  be- 
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fore  the  House  and  no  other  hon.  6fn- 
tieman  will  have  the  opportunity  of  an- 
swering him? 

Mr.  speaker  :  if  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  lead  to 
debate  he  would  not  ,be  in  order ;  but  I 
understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  proceeding  to  make  a  statement  with 
relation  to  himself  personally. 

Mr.  NAPIER  :  1  was  about  to  explain 
in  what  manner  1  became  connected  with 
this  case.  Hearing  a  statement  made  by 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland  had  dis- 
regarded his  oath  as  a  Privy  Councillor. 
[Interruption.]  Several  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers heard  that  statement. 

Sir  G.  GREY  :  Such  observations  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  made 
must  lead  to  a  debate.  I  also  heard  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney General,  and,  as  far  as  my  memory 
goes,  he  made  no  such  statement  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  mentioned.  I 
think,  therefore,  it  is  very  irregular,  after 
the  rulo  laid  down  by  the  Speaker,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  proceed 
with  his  statement,  which  must  necessarily 
lead  to  a  debate. 

Mr.  NAPIER :  I  really  thought  that 
the  assertion  of  one  hon.  Member  of  this 
House  was  as  good  as  the  assertion  of  an- 
other. I  stated  what  I  had  myself  heard, 
and  other  hon.  Members  who  were  present 
also  heard  the  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Unirersity  of  Dublin 
is  now  proceeding  to  discuss  the  practice 
and  orders  of  the  House.  I  take  leave  to 
differ  from  him  in  opinion.  The  practice 
of  this  House  is,  that  what  a  Member 
states  with  respect  to  anything  he  has 
himself  said  is  accepted  as  what  he  said  ; 
but,  according  to  Parliamentary  courtesy, 
it  is  not  competent  for  an  hon.  Member  to 
repeat  an  assertion  after  the  denial,  under 
such  circumstances,  of  another  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  NAPIER :  I  have  no  intention  of 
impeaching  the  accuracy  of  any  one.  One 
person  may  hear  and  another  may  not.  I 
think  I  bad  a  right  to  act  upon  my  ar- 
sumption  of  what  I  had  heard  ;  and  on 
Saturday  I  wrote  to  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  informing  him  of  the  statement  I 
had  hoard  made  in  this  House  on  the  pre- 
vious night,  and  asking  him  what  were 
the  real  facts  of  the  case.  I  knew  nothing 
about  the  matter,  but  as  the  Master  of  tlie 
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B^ls  waa  a  constitoent  of  mine,  as  well  as 
a  long  respected  frieud,  1  thought  it  right 
to  communicato  irith  him.  I  received  his 
answer  a  day  or  two  afterwards.  It  was 
not  the  long  document  to  which  I  referred 
on  Friday,  hut  one  that  I  received  some 
days  before.  On  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee  on  the  Appropriation  Bill 
on  Thursdny,  I  stated  that  I  would  enter 
into  the  question  with  regard  to  the  oath 
of  a  Privy  Councillor;  but  upon  you,  Sir, 
telling  me  I  could  not  do  so,  I  said  that  I 
would  briug  the  subject  before  the  House 
on  the  motion  for  adjournment  on  Friday. 
On  Friday  I  received  the  document  to 
which  reference  had  been  made,  and  I 
brought  it  down  to  the  House.  An  ap- 
peal was  made  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Antrim,  and  also  to  me,  with  regard  to 
the  postponement  of  questions  relating  to 
this  matter,  and  while  I  was  considering 
what  course  I  should  pursue  I  was  called 
upon  to  proceed  with  my  Motion.  I  only 
referred  to  the  statement  sent  to  me  by 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  in  so  far  as  I  con- 
sidered that  it  bore  upon  the  charge  that 
he  had  violated  his  oath  as  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor. With  regard  to  the  rest  of  the 
case,  what  I  then  said,  and  what  I  still 
say  is,  that  I  think  this  matter  ought  not 
to  be  made  the  subject  of  angry  political 
debate  in  this  House.  It  is  requisite, 
however,  that  we  should  be  acquainted 
with  all  the  material  circumstances  under 
which  James  Sadleir  has  escaped  from 
justice  ;  and  what  I  thought  the  unfair 
course  was  this — 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
her  is  now  exceeding  the  bounds  of  order. 

Mb.  NAPIER:  I  was  endeavouring  to 
explain  this  point.  When  I  brought  for- 
ward the  subject  it  was  suggested  that  I 
should  prepare  a  Resolution  embodying  a 
charge  agoinst  the  Attorney  General ;  but 
I  could  not  do  that,  because  I  was  not  in 
possession  of  the  statement  or  defence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  was  most 
willing  that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted 
into  the  circumstnnces ;  and  I  think  such 
an  inquiry  would  be  most  satisfactorily 
conducted  by  a  Committee  appointed  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  who  might  in- 
Tcstigate  the  matter  thoroughly.  I  had 
no  commission  from  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  to  make  any  charge  against  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  and,  so  far  as 
the  Attorney  General  was  concerned,  I 
could  not  make  a  charge  until  I  knew  his 
case.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
said,  I  think,  that  if  no  hon.  Member  would 
Mr.  Napier 


embody  his  suspieioM  in  a  ReBolation  the 
Government  would  take  measures  to  have 
the  subject  brought  full}'  before  the  House. 
I  shall  be  ready  to  take  any  course  which 
the  House  may  think  it  would  be  right  to 
follow,  holding  as  I  do  the  opinion  that 
this  is  a  matter  which  it  is  our  duty  to  in- 
vesligate. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD :  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  declined  to  bring 
this  matter  in  a  substantive  shape  before 
the  House,  I  shall  adopt  the  only  courae 
that  is  open  to  a  Member  whose  character 
is  impeached,  and  therefore,  without  let- 
ting one  day  pass  over,  I  shall  to-morrow 
evening,  on  some  formal  Motion,  make  a 
statement  to  the  House  on  the  subject. 
And  I  have  only  to  hope  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  Motions  on  the  paper  for 
to-morrow,  seeing  this  is  a  matter  involv- 
ing the  personal  honour  of  a  Member  of 
the  House,  will  have  the  goodness  to  give 
way. 

THE  SCOTTISH  EPISCOPAL  CHURCH- 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  asked  the  SecreUry 
to  the  Treasury  whether  a  sum  of  £1,200 
annually  or  biennially  had  been  granted 
from  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund  to  the 
clergy  of  the  Scottish  Episcopal  Church ; 
whether  soch  allowance  was  to  be  discon- 
tinued ;  and,  if  so,  whether  notice  of  the 
intended  disallowance  had  been  given  to 
the  parties  concerned  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  hon.  Members  were, 
no  doubt,  aware  that  for  many  years  past 
a  sum  of  •£1,200  had  been  granted  every 
two  years  to  the  Episcopal  Church  in  Scot- 
land from  the  Civil  Contingencies.  Two 
years  ago  considerable  objection  was  taken 
to  that  item,  and  it  was  contended  that  it 
ought,  at  all  events,  to  be  annually  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.  The  Government 
undertook  to  consider  the  matter,  and, 
accordingly,  when  the  grant  was  this  year 
applied  for,  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  ought  not  to  continue  to  pay  it 
out  of  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  and 
that  if  continued,  it  ought  to  be  placed 
upon  the  Votes.  They  did  not,  however, 
feel  justified  in  proposing  it  as  an  annual 
Vote  in  Parliament,  and  notice  had  been 
given  to  the  parties  that  after  this  year 
the  grant  would  be  discontinued. 

THE  IRISH  MILITIA— QUESTION, 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  drew  attention  to  a 
statement  in  The  Limerick  ChranicUt  to 
the  effect  that  fifty-seven   men  of  the 
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Limerick  Artilleij,  Uilitia,  who  Iiad  ac- 
cepted the  offer  of  an  immediate  dis- 
cliar^,  Iiad  Iiad  their  regimentals  taken 
from  them,  aad  had  been  disinisHed  with 
onlj  Gd.  each ;  that  tliey  had  arrived  in 
Limerick  almoBt  naked ;  and  that  thej 
aaid  tbej  had  been  obliged  to  sleep  in  the 
open  air,  not  having  money  to  paj  for  their 
lodgings.  If  that  was  true,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  those  men  would  have  the 
sum  psid  to  them  to  which  they  would 
have  been  entitled  if  thej  had  stayed  with 
their  regiment  ? 

Mb.  FREDERICK  PEEL  had  alreadj 
answered  the  qoestion  in  the  reply  ho  had 
f^ven  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tyrcne.  He  was  not  aware  of  the  cir- 
cnmBtance  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
but  the  men  would  receive  all  they  wonid 
have  been  entitled  to  had  they  iraited  till 
their  regiment  was  disbanded. 

MEDICAL  OFFICERS— QUESTION. 
Major  REED  asked  whether  it  was 
true  that  a  body  of  medical  gentlemen 
who  had  volunteered  their  services  at  a 
time  of  great  emergency,  the  assistant 
surgeons,  were  to  be   dismiased 
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in  granting  the  papers  to  which  it  refirs. 
Bat  the  House  will  recoUeot  Uiat  no  di»- 
cusgton  has  taken  place  with  respect  to  the 
affairs  of  Italy  since  we  were  invited  to 
agree  to  an  Address  to  Uer  Majesty  on  the 
subject  of  the  Treaty  of  Peace  which  had 
been  concluded  at  Paris ;  and  the  House 
will  also  recollect  that,  at  the  same  time, 
the  protocols  were  on  the  table,  from  which 
it  appeared  that  the  condition  of  Italy  was 
one  of  the  many  important  questions  which 
engnged  the  attention  of  the  Plenipoten- 
tiaries assembled  in  the  Peace  Conferences. 
Now,  Sir,  the  immediate  purpose  of  my 
Motion,  ia  to  ask  what  has  taken  place 
in  consequence  of  the  intimations  then 
given,  and  if — as  I  am  given  to  under- 
stand, and  as  public  rumour  asserts — no 
satisfactory  answers  have  been  received  to 
the  communications  made  by  the  Govern* 
nent  of  Her  Majesty,  and  by  that  of  the 
Emperor  of  the  French,  what  are  the  in- 
tentions of  our  Ministers  with  regard  to 
their  future  policy  f  For,  Sir,  I  think  I 
can  show  that,  Dnlest  they  be  prepared  to 
pursue  the  course  upon  which  they  then 
entered,  and  unless  it  be  their  intention  to 
take  some  steps  of  serious  import  with  re- 
gratuity  of  only  two  months'  pay,  while  spect  lo  the  affairs  of  Italy,  it  would  be 
the  medical  officers  of  the  Turkish  Con-  \  belter  for  the  people  of  that  country,  and 
tingent  and  the  militia  regiments  were  to  '.  better  for  the  character  of  this  Honse  and 
receive  twelve  months'  pay  ?  j  the  dignity  of  Her  Majesty,  that  Ministers 

Hh.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  that '  should  at  once  declare  that  they  meant  no 
the  elass  of  officers  referred  to  would  re- 1  more  than  to  make  friendly  representa- 
eeive  what  had  been  agreed  upon  when!  lions,  and  that  those  friendly  ropresenta- 
they  entered  the  service.  tions    having    remained  without  effect,  it 

Major  REED  :  But  is  it  not  true  that  |  was  not  their  intention  to  proceed  to  any 
they  engaged  to  servo  for  two  years,  of  further  consideration  of  the  subject.    Such 
which  only  eighteen  months  have  expired  ?    a  declaration  would  be  better  than  the  only 
Mr.  FREDERICK:  PEEL:  They  will   other  course  which  1  could  couceive— the 
be  dealt  with  according  to  the  terms  of  repetition  of  inetTcctual  remonstrances,  the 


■  agreement ;   and   there  will  be  no 
difficnlty  in  settling  with  them. 

ITALT— MOTION  FOR  ADDRESS. 
Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  Sir,  I  rise 
to  bring  forward  the  Motion  of  which  I 
bate  given  notice,  for  an  Address  "for 
copies  or  eitraots  of  any  recent  commn- 
nicationa  which  have  taken  place  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  Oo- 
Temtnents  of  Austria,  Rome,  and  the  king- 
dom of  the  Two  Sicilies,  relating  lo  the 
sffairs  of  Italy."  I  submit  this  Motion 
without  any  wish  to  blame  any  part  of  the 
eondact  o(  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
without  any  wish  to  prens  the  Motion, 
shoald  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  declare  that  there  would  bo 
any  ineonvenieneo  at  the  present  moment 


renewal  of  useless  notes,  the  continual  de- 
nial of  that  which  is  asked  by  the  Power 
to  whom  the  representations  of  our  Go- 
vernment have  been  addressed.  Sir,  I 
beg  leave,  in  the  first  place,  to  cat!  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  nature  of  llie 
statements  which  were  made  at  Paris. 
There  may  be  those  who  would  say  that, 
the  war  with  Ruiisia  having  been  happily 
concluded — all  the  Powera  who  were  re- 
presented at  Paris  having  agreed  upon  the 
terms  of  the  paciGcatioo — it  would  have 
been  better  not  to  raise  any  new  question, 
but  to  be  satisfied  with  the  work  which 
had  been  done.  That,  Sir,  is  not  my  com- 
plaint, nor  do  I  complain  at  all  upon  this 
subject  ;  hut  such  was  not  the  course 
trhich  Her  Majoaty's  Government  and  Her 
Majesty's  Ally,  the  Emperor  of  the  French, 
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thoti{«ht  it  their  duty  to  pursue.  Count 
Walewski,  who  preMiled  at  the  Conferences, 
deemed  it  nece^imry  to  briii^  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Plenipotentiaries,  on 
the  8th  of  April,  other  questions  deeply 
interesting  to  Europe — some  of  them  re- 
lating to  the  general  laws  which  c<)v<^rn 
the  relations  of  nations,  others  affecting 
the  particular  States  of  Europe.  Ele 
wished,  as  he  said,  to  dispel  *'  the  clouds 
which  are  still  seen  looming  on  the  politi- 
cal horizon  before  tliey  become  menacing.*' 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  with  regard  to  those 
clouds  which  hang  over  Italy,  that,  so  far 
fnim  having  been  dispelled,  they  have  been 
growing  darker  and  darker,  and  that  un- 
less some  more  fortunate  state  of  things 
succeeds,  we  shall  soon  see  them  bursting 
into  a  storm.  Having  made  this  preface, 
Count  Walewski  stated,  that  the  occupa- 
tion of  Rome  by  France  and  of  the  Roman 
States  by  Austria,  was  an  abnormal  condi- 
tion of  things  ;  that  it  was  one  to  which 
he  wished  to  see  an  end  put  by  France ; 
and  that  he  was  sure  the  Plenipotentiaries 
of  Austria  would  participate  in  the  same 
desire.  He  spoke  likewise  of  the  affairs 
of  Naples,  and  regretted  the  misgovern- 
ment  of  that  fair  portion  of  Italy.  Count 
Walewski  was  followed  by  Lord  Clarendon, 
in  whose  declarations  we  roust  take  a  still 
deeper  interest,  as  he  was  the  representa- 
tive of  Her  Majesty  at  the  Conferences. 
He  stated  that  it  was  most  desirable  that 
the  foreign  troops  should  be  removed  from 
Rome  and  the  Roman  States. 
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For  the  well-being  of  the  Pontifical  5?tatei," 
he  added,  **  as  also  for  the  interests  of  the  sove- 
reign authority  of  the  I'ope,  it  would  therefore, 
in  his  opinion,  be  advantageous  to  recommend  the 
secularisation  of  the  Government  and  the  orga- 
nisation of  an  administrative  system  in  harmony 
with  the  spirit  of  the  nge,  and  having  for  its  ob- 
ject the  happiness  of  the  people." 

He  stated  further— 

"  That  for  the  last  eight  years  Bologna  has 
been  in  a  state  of  siege,  and  that  the  rural  dis- 
tricts are  harassed  by  brignnds.  It  may  be  hoped, 
he  thinks,  that  by  establishing  in  this  part  of  the 
Roman  States  an  administrative  and  judicial 
system,  at  once  secular  and  distinct,  and  that  by 
organising  there  a  national  armed  force,  security 
and  confidence  would  rapidly  be  restored." 

With  respect  to  the  Neapolitan  Govern- 
ment he  spoke  in  severer  terms  : — 

"  lie  is  of  opinion  that  it  must  doubtless  be 
admitted  in  principle  that  no  Government  has  the 
right  to  interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  other 
Stat4*8,  but  he  considers  there  are  oases  in  which 
th9  exception  to  this  rule  becomes  equally  a  right 
and  a  duty.  The  Nea{iolitan  Government  seems 
to  him  to  have  conferred  this  right,  and  to  have 


imposed  this  duty  upon  Earope ;  and,  as  the  Go- 
vernments represented  in  the  Congress  are  all 
equally  desirous  to  support  the  monarchical  prio- 
ciple  and  to  repel  revolution,  it  is  a  doty  to  lift 
op  the  voice  against  a  tyatem  which  keeps  op 
revolutionary  ferment  among  the  masses,  iuatead 
of  seeking  to  moderate  it." 

He  added — and  these  are  supposed  to  be 
the  very  words  actually  used  by  Lord  Cla- 
rendon— 

'*  We  do  not  wish,*'  he  says,  **  that  peace  should 
be  disturbed,  and  there  is  no  peace  without  jus* 
tice ;  we  ought,  then,  to  make  known  to  the  King 
of  Naples  the  wish  of  the  Congress  for  the  ame- 
lioration of  his  system  of  Government — a  wish 
whieh  cannot  remain  without  effect — and  require 
of  him  an  amnesty  in  favour  of  the  persons  who 
have  been  condemned  or  who  arc  imprisoned  with- 
out trial  for  political  offences.*' 

Now,  these  are  very  remarkable  words,  as 
showing  the  intentions  which  were  enter- 
tained  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. They  were  followed  by  opinions 
given  by  other  representatives.  Count 
Buol,  on  the  part  of  Austria,  said  some- 
thing with  regard  to  maritime  law,  and 
expressed  a  very  earnest  wish  to  carb  the 
licence  of  the  press  in  every  country  where 
the  press  is  free  ;  but  with  regard  to  Italy, 
and  the  occupation  of  certain  of  the  Ita- 
lian States  by  Austrian  troops,  he  declined 
to  say  a  word,  declaring  that  he  had  no 
instructions  to  express  any  opinion  upon 
the  point.  Count  Cavour  afterwards  ex- 
pressed very  strongly  the  wish  of  his  Go- 
vernment that  the  Austrian  troops  should 
be  removed  from  the  Legations,  and  he 
stated  especially  that  the  occupation  of 
Parma  and  the  city  of  Placentia  by  Aus- 
trian troops  was  menacing  to  the  indepen- 
dence of  Sardinia.  He  made  also  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  occupation  by  Austria 
of  those  countries  and  the  occupation  by 
France  of  Rome,  stating  that  a  separate 
and  small  corps  occupying  Rome  at  a  dis- 
tance from  its  own  country  was  an  object 
of  much  less  apprehension  and  fear,  and 
caused  much  less  anxiety  to  the  King  of 
Sardinia,  than  the  very  large  army  which 
was  mnintained  by  Austria  for  the  purpose 
of  occupying  a  great  portion  of  Italy  and 
of  overawing  the  whole  territory.  Thai 
there  is  that  distinction  between  the  occu- 
pation by  Austria  and  the  occupation  hj 
France  I  think  cannot  be  denied.  There 
are,  however,  other  differences  which  ms/ 
likewise  be  remarked  on.  The  occupation 
of  Rome  by  a  small  body  of  French  sol- 
diers may  be  represented  as  similar  to  flU 
occupation  which  the  British  Covernmeat 
has  frequently  sanctioned — namely,  an 
occupation  solely  for  the  protection  of  the 
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tlmt  Rome  wss  a  place  to  which  adi 
rcrs  frura  all  parts  of  Ilalj  would  be  apt  to 
resort,  and  that  Ihe  Government  of  the 
Pope  might  be  endangered,  therefore, 
by  the  xpontanenus  efforts  of  the  people  of 
Rome,  but  bj  the  intrigaes  and  conspii 
ciea  of  strangers  who  might  resort  in  a  _ 
numbers  to  thai  city.  But,  Sir,  irlmtcver 
those  dislinctions  maj  he,  it  ia,  I  thinlc,  a 
matter  of  very  great  importance  to  '  con- 
sider nhelber  this  occupatioo  bjr  foreign 
troiipa  of  n  part  of  Italj  is  to  continue. 
In  the  first  place,  I  imagine  that  there  is 
no  instance  resembling  it  in  the  recent 
history  of  Europe.  The  occupation  of  ft 
State  by  foreign  troops  for  the  purpose  of 
resloring  order  is  a  very  modern  practice 
and  in  every  case  it  has  been  staled  to  bi 
temporary — it  has  been  represented  ai 
heing  instituted  for  (he  purpose  of  re-es 
tnblishing  the  usual  relations  between  thi 
Sovereign  and  his  suhjects.  and  when  that 
olijeet  has  been  accomplished  the  foreign 
troops  have  been  withdrawn.  I  can  recol- 
lect no  instance  of  an  occupation  which  has 
been  prolonged  for  the  length  of  time  that 
the  occupation  of  Rome  and  of  the  Lega- 
tions has  been  continued.  After  the  war 
of  JS15 — tk  war  which  raised  all  Europe  to 
arms — when  a  million  of  troops  were  put 
in  Motion  in  order  to  depose  Napoleon 
from  the  throne  of  France,  and  when 
£150.000,000  was  spent  by  tKis  country 
alone  in  one  year,  it  was  considered  suffi- 
cient, in  the  first  place,  that  an  occupation 
of  France  of  five  years  should  be  stipulated 
for,  and  (bat  term  was  afterwards  reduced 
to  three  years,  when  France  was  governed 
by  her  own  King,  and  it  was  found  that  he 
could  rely  npon  the  support  of  hia  own  sub- 
jects. The  occupation  of  Spain  by  France, 
when  the  Due  d'Angouldme  marched 
there,  was,  I  think,  continued  for  barely 
three  years.  That  occupation,  however, 
provoked  comment  in  this  House.  The 
very  year  after  it  took  place,  in  1824,  1 
myself  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  Bubject,  and  Mr.  Canning  declared 
that  he  was  convinced  that  no  permanent 
occupation  was  intended.  In  the  following 
year,  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  Ur.  Can- 
ning's attention  was  called  to  the  subject 
by  Lord  Brougham,  and  Mr.  Canning  again 
declared  that  the  occupation  would  not  be 
long  prolonged.  But  in  (his  case  we  have 
an  occnpatioD  which   began  in  the  year 
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person  of  the  Sovereign.     It  mnstlikewise  1 1849,    which  has  continued  to   the  pro- 
be admitted  tlint  there  was  some  tru(h  in    sent  moment ;  and  yet  we  do  not  hear  on 
whot  wos  stated  in  a  former  debate  by  the  '  any  part  that  the  troops  could  be  »  '  ' 
hon.Hpmberfor  Dundalk(Hr.  "  '       '" 


the  troops  CO 
s  much  dance 


listed  at  the  vrry 
commencement  of  tliat  occupation.  1  oni 
not  going  to  argue  to-night — because  niv 
question  will  chieSy  be  confined  to  the 
point  of  foreign  occupation — whether  tlie 
Government  of  Rome  be  a  good  Govern- 
ment or  a  bad  one  ;  hut  this  I  say,  that  if 
it  bo  a  good  one  there  can  be  no  need  of 
foreign  troops.  If,  on  the  contrary,  it  bo 
a  bad  Government,  and  thnt  bnd  Govern- 
ment have  been  continued  for  seven  years 
without  amendment,  then,  I  ask,  what 
prospect  is  there  that  in  seven  or  fourteen 
years  hence  that  Government  will  be  im- 
proved ?  Sir,  it  ia  necessary  in  treating 
this  subject  to  look  at  the  declarations 
which  were  made  hv  (ho  two  Powers  who 
sent  their  troops  to  Rome  and  to  the  Lega- 
tions in  the  year  1849.  The  House  will 
then  SCO  how  different  wore  ihc  declara- 
tions made  at  that  time  from  those  which 
are  now  made,  and  how  littlo  they  justify 
the  prcM^nt  occupation.  Beginning  with 
the  French.  I  take,  first,  part  of  a  de^ipatch 
to  M.  Do  la  Cour,  who  wa«  then  the  French 
Minister  nt  Viejina,  and  I  find  that  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lbuys  the  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  writing  on  the  1 7th  of  April,  1 84a, 
saj-s— 

"  Tho  GoTcmmotit  of  the  Republic  has  re- 
BOtved  to  lend  (o  Civita  VeccbiB  a  bod;  of  troops, 
commanded  bj  General  Oudinat.  Our  tntentioa 
in  deciding  an  this  meature  baa  been  neither  lo 
impose  on  tbe  Rooiid  people  a  system  or  ulmi- 
nlBtralion  wbich  their  ti'ee  will  would  have  re- 
jected, nor  lo  oonstrnin  the  I'ope  to  adopt,  when 
h«  tliall  be  recalled  Co  the  exercise  at  hii  power, 
tbia  or  that  sj'ateni  of  gOTemment.  We  thought 
—we  more  than  ever  think— thst  by  the  foroe  of 
events — bj  the  etToeC  of  the  uaturHl  diaposition  of 
mca'i  uitndi — the  ifstem  or  adminiatrBtion  which 
the  reTolution  of  laat  November  haa  establiihed 
at  Rome  ia  destined  aoon  to  fall,  and  that  the 
Koman  people  nitl  place  themaelvea  again  under 
the  authority  of  the  Sovereign  Pontiff,  providod 
"" ireU  agaiiiat  the  dnngen  of  a 


;   but  V 


1  this 


renpecC.  especinlly,  our  language  baa  i 
that  that  antborilj  will  not  tahe  deep  root,  and 
can  oply  strengthen  itself  against  freah  storm* 
bjr  the  help  ol'  inatitutioaa  wbiob  may  preteat 
the  return  of  old  abuses,  the  reform  of  which 
Pius  IX.  had  with  such  generous  leal  begun." 

Then,  the  Declaration  to  the  Pope,  dated 
April  IStb,  says — 

"  The  Vope  iDuit  hasten  lo  publiih  a  manife>t«. 
wbicb,  b.T  guanintei'iiig  lo  the  people  liiwral  in- 
Blitutioos,  in  conibrmiiy  wiib  their  wishes,  as  wu'U 
at  with  the  neceaaiticB  of  the  times,  shall  oauss 
the  overthrow  of  alt  resistance. 
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Whiit  we  desire  u,  that  the  Pope,  on  retorniDg  to 
Rome»  shall  find  himself  in  a  position  which,  at 
ouoe  satisfiictory  for  himself  and  for  his  people, 
shall  secure  Italy  and  Europe  from  new  commo- 
tions, and  shall  not  prejudice  either  the  balance 
of  power  or  the  independence  of  the  Italian 
States." 

In  transmitting  those  documents  to  the 
Court  of  St.  James's,  the  French  Minister 
says,  under  date  the  19th  of  April — 

"We  doubt  not  that  the  British  GoTcmment 
will  duly  appreciate  a  determination,  the  object 
of  which  is  at  once  to  maintain,  as  far  as  shall 
depend  on  us,  the  balance  of  power,  to  guarantee 
the  independence  of  the  Italian  States,  to  secure 
to  the  Roman  people  a  liberal  and  regular  system 
of  administration,  and  to  preserre  them  from  the 
dangers  of  a  blind  reaction,  as  well  as  from  the 
frensy  of  anarchy." 

This  took  place  on  the  18th  and  19th 
of  April.  On  the  29th  of  April,  Prince 
Schwarzenherg  writes  to  Count  Colloredo, 
in  the  following  terms : — 

"The  Government  of  the  Emperor  has  sent 
orders  to  Marshal  Count  Radetzky  to  send  troops 
as  well  into  Tuscany  as  into  the  Legations.  In 
deciding  upon  this  measure  we  hsTe  only  com- 
plied with  the  demand  which  has  been  addressed 
to  us  to  this  effect  on  the  part  of  the  Grand  Duke 
of  Tuscany,  as  well  as  on  the  part  of  the  Holy 
Father,  the  latter  haying  at  the  same  time  applied 
for  the  armed  interyention  of  France,  Spain,  and  ' 
Naples.  The  object  of  our  intervention  is  no 
other  than  the  re-establishment  of  legitimate  Go- 
Tcmments  and  social  order.  Whenever  this  ob- 
ject shall  have  been  attained — and  thanks  to  the 
oo-4>peration  of  the  sound  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion we  hope  it  will  soon  be  so— our  troops  will 
retire." 

That,  he  it  ohsenred,  was  seven  years  ago. 
Now,  it  is  iropossihie,  I  think,  to  allow  that 
the  re- establishment  of  social  order  and  the 
restoration  of  the  Sovereign  to  his  power 
can  have  occupied  the  whole  of  those  seren 
years,  unless  there  were  something  so 
vicious  in  the  system  of  administration — 
something  so  much  requiring  the  reforms 
which  Lord  Clarendon  has  pointed  out — 
that  the  Sovereigns  thought  it  necessary 
to  maintain  the  troops  in  the  foreign  terri- 
tory which  they  occupy.  And  here  there 
is  one  ohservatioh  which  I  cannot  help 
making,  because  1  think  it  tends  to  show 
that  even  that  occupation  for  a  time  was 
hardly  necessary.  Among  the  other  States 
which  were  led  hy  the  great  convulsions 
of  1848  to  dispute  the  authonty  of  their 
Sovereign  and  to  proclaim  a  different  form 
of  Government  was  Tuscany;  hut  in  Tus- 
cany the  new  form  of  Government  lasted 
only  two  months — during  February  and 
March.  In  April  the  people  of  Florence, 
mindful  of  a  long  course  of  mild  govern- 
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menty  and  reooHecting  the  wise  maxims 
and  beneficent  rule  of  Leopold,  the  grand- 
father of  the  present  Grand  Duke  of  Tus- 
cany, rose  against  their  republican  rulers, 
and  restored  the  monarchical  Govemmeot 
of  the  Grand  Duke.     Every  great  town  in 
Tuscany,  except  Leghorn,  acted  upon  that 
example ;  men  of  the  most  liberal  charac- 
ter— the  men  most  trusted  in  Florence — 
were  placed  at  the  head  of  affairs,  and  the 
Grand  Duke  came  back.  If  he  had  govern- 
ed according  to  the  constitution  to  which 
he  himself  had  agreed,  there  seems  to  be 
no  reason  to  believe  that  there  would  have 
been  any  outbreak  or  any  disturbance  of 
his  Government.    Unfortunately,  however, 
no  sooner  had  the  commissaries  of  the 
Grand  Duke  taken  possession  of  the  helm 
of  affairs  at  Florence  than  an  Austrian 
general  announced  that  his  corps  was  or- 
dered into  Tuscany.    That  corps  remained 
there  until  the  beginning  of  last  year  ; 
and  since  it  marched  out  there  has  been 
no  disturbance.     I  cannot  but  believe  that 
if  the  rulers  of  Italy,  not  giving  in  at  all 
t6  democratic  ideas,  nor  going  beyond  the 
most  moderate  constitutional  government, 
had  governed  their  States  with  equity  and 
justice,  all  pretence  fur  this  foreign  occu- 
pation would  have  ceased,  even  if  it  had 
ever  arisen.     Be  it  observed  that  the  ex- 
cuse of  its  being  necessary  in  order  to 
support  the  Government,  because  the  Go- 
vernment causes  discontent  and  disaffec- 
tion, gains  strength  from  every  instance  of 
exercise  of  unjust  and  unlawful  powers. 
Take  the  case  of  Bologna.     The  city  of 
Bologna  has  been  in  a  state  of  siege  for 
the  last  eight  years.     If  the  Papal  Go- 
vernment were  to  demand  that  the  heads 
of  100  fismilies  in   that  city  should  be 
arrested  and  sent  to  a  dungeon  ;   there 
would  beyond  doubt  arise  great  discontent 
and  disaffection ;  and  then,  because  there 
was  discontent  and  disaffection,  the  foreign 
Government  and  the  Papal   Government 
would  say  that  it  was  impossible  to  relieve 
this  city  from   the   presence  of   foreign 
troops,  and  that  the  occupation  must  be 
continued.     It  is  an  evil,  therefore,  which 
propagates  itself.  It  is  an  evil  which  gaina 
strength  from  the  very  indulgence  of  it. 
But  are  there  no  reasons  even  stronger 
than  these  general  considerations  of  this 
state  of  things  being  abnormal,  of  there 
being  no  precedent  for  such  an  occupation, 
and   of  the  discontent   which   it  creates 
being  so  great — are  there  no  other  con* 
siderations  which  may  have  induced  GLer 
Majesty's  Government,  at  the  CoofereDces 
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of  Paris,  io  pronounce  themselves  in  so 
decided  a  manner,  irhich  should  still  lead 
them  to  carry  into  effect  the  views  which 
they  there  expressed?     This  House  will 
well  rememher  that  at  the  time  when  we 
vrere  carrying  on  the  struggle  in  the  Cri- 
mea— when  the  troops  of  Great  Britain 
and  France  were  besieging  Sebastopol  and 
were  suffering  every  sort  of  privation,  the 
Powers  of  Europe  generally  stood   aloof 
from  that  struggle*  which   we  had   pro- 
claimed— and  I  believe  justly  proclaimed — 
to  be  a  straggle  for  European  interests. 
At  that  time  there  was  one  State — a  small 
State,  but  with  an  heroic  people  and  an 
heroic  Sovereign— which  came  forward  to 
join  us — to  add  its  troops  to  ours,  and  to 
send  to  the  Crimea  a  part  of  its  small 
army  in  order  to  share  in  the  dangers  and 
glories  of  our  armies — to  stand   side  by 
side  on  the  banks  of  the  Tohernaya  and 
before  the  walls  of  Sebastopol  with  those 
gallant  men  whose  reception  in  this  metro- 
polis a  few  days  ago  roused  every  heart 
and  filled  every  breast  with  emotions  of 
gratitude  and  pride.     That  noble  army, 
by  the  command  of  their  Sovereign,  with 
the  full  assent  of  their  Chambers,  became 
most  willing  associates  of  our  hardships, 
and  partook  of  our  glory  and  of  our  ho- 
nour.    It  would  be  too  much  to  say,  too 
much  to  suppose,  that  the  Government  of 
Sardinia  would  have  added  their  forces  to 
ours  in  that  struggle  from  no  other  motive 
but  regard  to  the  general  interests  of  Eu- 
rope.    Sardinia  had  suffered  much  in  its 
contest  with  Austria,  whose  strength  had 
overpowered  her  in  a  war  of  very  recent 
date, — its  finances  had  been  greatly  bur^ 
dened,  and  its  taxes  had  been  enormously 
increased.    A  Sardinian  Minister  standing 
before  the  Parliament  to  ask  them  to  enter 
into  this  war  with  Russia — a  distant  Power, 
whose  advances  against  Turkey,  however 
menacing  to  Europe  in  general,  did  not 
bea):  on  the  face  of  them  any  immediate 
peril  to  Sardinia — would  have  had  great 
difficulty  in  obtaining  an  assent  to  his 
proposal  had  the   Chambers  thought  of 
nothing  but  the  dangers  of  Europe.  There 
appeared,  however,  to  be  a  general  im- 
pression on  the  part  of  the  Su*dinian  Go- 
yemment — and  from  all  that  I  can  hear  a 
▼ery  justifiable  impression — ^that  if  they 
joined  us  in  that  war  their  position  in  Italy 
-—one  of  continual  sacrifice  and  of  very 
considerable  danger — would  be  very  much 
ameliorated  by  the  acquisition  of  the  friend- 
ship of  two  great  Powers  like  France  and 
England.  .  I  shall  not  be  told,  I  hope — at 
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least,  not  by  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
that  there  are  no  words  in  the  treaty,  no 
specific   article,  binding  us  to  take  into 
consideration  the  state  of  Italy.  The  Pied- 
montese  believe,  and  I  hope  they  believe 
rightly,   that,  although   we  may  not   be 
bound  by  the  letter  of  the  treaty,  yet  that 
its  whole  spirit  would  give  them  as  much 
right  to  expect  this  consideration  at  our 
hands  and  at  the  hands  of  France  as  if  the 
determination  to  consider  the  state  of  Italy 
had  been  specifically  inserted  in  the  treaty. 
It  is,  therefore,  I  think,  so  far  as  Sardinia 
is  concerned,  a  question  of  honour  with 
this  country   and    with    France,    not  to  | 
abandon  the  afiairs  of  Italy.      I  bolievo 
such  an  abandonment  would  be  fatal,  if 
not  in  name,  yet  in  reality,  to  the  inde- 
pendence of    Piedmont.     The  course  of 
affairs  would  be  probably  this.     The  Aus« 
trian  Government,  if  they  were  aware  that 
this  country  and  France  did  not  mean  to 
interfere — that  we  were  content  with  the 
barren  aid  of  protocols  and  notes — would 
increase  their  troops  from  one  end  of  the 
frontier  of   Piedmont  to  the   other,  and 
would  on  every  side  have  legions  pressing 
on  the  independence  of  that  country.  Pied* 
mont  would  be  obliged — she  is  even  now 
obliged — to  keep  up  an  army  larger  than 
her  size  and   resources    would   naturally 
justify.      Discontents  would  arise  there- 
upon.    There  would  be  in  the  Piedmon- 
tese  Parliament — perhaps  in  the  rery  next  ' 
Session— complaints  of  the  Government 
which  had  imposed  such  burdens  upon  the 
country,  and  had  sent  its  army  to  such  a 
distance  without  bringing  back  anything 
but  hostility  on  the  part  of  Austria  and 
indifference  and  disregard  on  the  part  of 
the  Allies  with  whom  they  had   fought. 
It  would  be  said-«-and  very  likely  success- 
fully said — that,   if   this  was  to  be  the 
result,  it  would  be  better  for  Sardinia  to 
diminish  her  army,  to  yield  to  any  demands 
which  Austria  might  make  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  a  free  press  and  the  limitation  of 
the  right  of  free  speaking  in  the  tribune; 
thus,  to  regain  the  good-will  of  Austria, 
and  to  sink  to  that  wholly  dependent  con- 
dition which  existed  for  some  twenty-fire 
years  after  the  peace  of  1815.     If  such 
were  the  arguments  used,   and   if   that 
wise  statesman  and  sincere  patriot.  Count 
CaTour,  should  be  compelled  to  yield  to 
the  storm,  and  be  driven  from  power  be- 
cause England  and  France  had  failed  in 
their  implied  engagements-^if  he  were  to 
be  driven  from  office  amid  the  despair  of 
Italy  and  the  reproaches  of  those  who 
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looked  to  08  and  to  France  for  aasiBtanee 
— fthould  we  not  feel  humiliated  by  the 
reflection  that  we  had  asked  for  the  assis- 
tance of  Sardinia  in  the  late  struggle,  that 
we  had  ever  appeared  at  the  Conferences 
of  Paris  to  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  the 
Italians  ?  There  are  other  considerations 
besides  this  which  immediately  affect  our 
honour  and  our  justice.  I  cannot  but 
think  that  if  France  and  England,  holding 
the  position  they  do  in  Europe,  should  go 
to  a  Conference  of  European  Powers,  and 
declare  that  the  Roman  States  are  mis- 
governed,  and  point  out  a  way  in  which 
that  misgoTornment  can  be  remedied — 
that  if  they  should  denounce  the  King  of 
the  Two  Sicilies  as  a  monarch  whose  rule 
was  so  intolerable  that  even  that  general 
international  law  which  forbids  others  to 
interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  foreign 
nations,  must  be  suspended  against  him— 
that  we  should  do  these  things,  and  yet  in 
the  end  should  allow  the  Austrian  Govern- 
ment to  treat  us  witH  haughty  disdain,  the 
Pope  with  positive  denial,  and  the  King  of 
Naples  with  taunts  and  defiance — I  say 
two  such  great  Powers  would  be  humbled 
to  the  dust  by  receiving  such  answers  as 
these.  I  am  now  putting  the  case  that  it 
was  wise  and  right  to  go  to  the  Conference 
of  Paris  with  these  statements  —  that  it 
was  wise  to  make  this  treaty  with  the 
King  of  Sardinia — I  was  myself  an  earn- 
est advocate  for  that  treaty.  Say,  if  the 
House  chooses  to  say,  that  the  whole  of 
this  policy  has  been  wrong — that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  those  who  support 
such  a  policy,  have  advised  a  rash  and  un- 
due interference  in  the  affairs  of  Italy — 
that  I  can  well  understand.  Go  back, 
then,  in  your  policy,  and  assume  a  totally 
different  attitude.  But  what  I  cannot 
understand  is,  that  you  should  maintain 
the  same  opinions,  that  you  should  retain 
the  same  sentiments,  and  yet  that  you 
should  not  proceed  to  execute  that  which 
you  said  it  was  necessary  to  do  for  the 
security  of  Europe  and  the  well-being  of 
Italy.  Sir,  these  are  questions,  and  ques- 
tions of  great  difficulty,  which  would  arise 
in  the  pursuit  of  the  policy  upon  which  we 
have  set  out ;  but  recollect  that  the  Go- 
Yernment  of  this  country  but  a  short  time 
ago — a  Government  to  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  belong — the  very  pacific  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Aberdeen — sent  a  fleet  to 
Constantinople,  and  ordered  it  to  take  the 
command  of  the  Black  Sea — a  sea  at  that 
time  very  much  unknown  to  us — and  also 
despatched  an  expedition  to  attack  a 
Lord  John  Russell 


fortreu  upon  its  ehoree.  la  aoj  saoli 
effort  necessary  to  accomplish  oar  present 
object  ?  Nothing  of  the  sort.  I  cannot 
for  a  moment  think  that  if  Great  Britaia 
and  France  declared  that  they  eould  no 
longer  permit  the  Austrian  occupation  of 
the  Italian  States,  that  occupation  would 
be  continued.  I  do  not  believe  that  such 
a  declaration  would  lead  to  the  slightest 
danger  of  war.  Italy  is  accessible  at  all 
points.  Great  Britain  and  France,  with 
the  goodwill  and  hearty  concurrence  of 
the  whole  Italian  people,  would  surely  be 
more  than  a  match  for  any  force  that  the 
Emperor  of  Austria  could  bring  against 
them.  Well,  then,  you  may  depend  upon 
it  that  the  Austrian  GoTemment  would 
yield  at  once  to  such  a  determination. 
And,  be  it  observed,  that  what  I  am  uov 
speaking  of  is  not  an  interference  in  the 
internal  concerns  of  foreign  nations.  I 
will  say  a  few  words  upon  that  question 
hereafter.  What  I  am  now  speaking  of 
is  a  declaration  to  Austria  that  ahe  shall 
no  longer  interfere.  I  do  not  propose 
that  there  should,  with  regard  to  the 
Roman  States,  be  any  authoritative  inter- 
ference for  the  secularisation  of  the  Go- 
vernment, or  for  effecting  any  of  those 
improvements  of  which  Lord  Clarendon 
spoke.  I  am  quite  satisfied  to  leave  that 
question  to  the  Roman  people.  Let  the 
people  of  the  Roman  States  be  freed  from 
this  incubus  of  foreign  occupation,  and  let 
them  settle  with  their  rulers  what  ahall  in 
future  be  the  form  of  Government.  If 
they,  as  Milton  says  that  "  nations  grown 
corrupt'*  are  apt  to  do,  prefer  *'  bondage 
with  ease  to  strenuous  liberty,"  let  them 
haye  their  preference.  Far  be  it  from  as 
to  order  them  to  be  free,  or  to  command 
them  to  enjoy  any  of  the  liberties  of  which 
we  are  ourselves  so  proud.  But  do  not  let 
a  foreign  force  interfere.  Let  not  a  man 
who  prefers  not  to  be  sent  to  a  dungeon 
because  he  wears  a  particular  sort  of  hat, 
or  has  been  suspected  by  some  worthless 
and  villanous  spy,  who  gains  his  livelihood 
by  the  betrayal  of  the  upright  and  good — 
let  not  a  man  who  has  such  a  preference, 
and  feels  that  his  fellow-countrymen  like* 
wise  entertain  it,  be  met  by  foreign  troops, 
and  forced  to  submit  to  the  misgoyernment 
which  he  detests.  With  regard  to  Naples 
the  case  is  different.  Lord  Clarendon  haa 
stated  that  there  the  circumstances  are  so 
£;rave  that  even  internal  interference  may 
be  justified.  What  may  be  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  I  know  not,  nor  is  it 
for  me  to  say  whether  the  case  ia  really  so 
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strong  as  to  justify  this  interference.     If 
it  is,  I  should  much  doubt  the  efficiency  of 
an  J  new  laws  or  the  permanency  of  any 
constitution  granted  under  such  pressure. 
If  it  merely  means  that  those  YJrtuous 
and  good  men  who  have  been  pining  in 
dungeons    for  years,   because    they   had 
the  audacity  to  devise  for  their  country 
something   better  than  its  former  niisgo- 
vernment,  should  be  released,  I  can  well 
understand  that  some  interference  may  be 
justified.     What  I  want  to  lay  stress  upon 
now  is,  that  we  ought  not  to  allow  this  foreign 
occupation   to  be  continued.      There  is, 
however,  one  part  of  this  subject  of  which 
we  must  not  lose  sight,  because  it  some- 
what concerns  the  character  of  this  country. 
In  the  year  1812,  we  were  the  patrons  of 
every  people  in  Europe  who  rose  against 
what  was   then  the  foreign  occupation  of 
the  French  army.     That  army,  extending 
from  Florence  to  Hamburg,  excited  every- 
where a  strong  feeling  of  repugnance  to 
foreign  domination  and  a  strong  wish  for 
independence.   We  favoured  that  wish.    In 
Sicily  especially — Sicily,  which  it  was  the 
last  object  and  concern  of  the  public  life 
of  Mr.  Fox  to  preserve  for  the  House  of 
Bourbon — in  Sicily  we  aided  to  establish  a 
free  constitution,  and,  by  means  of  that  con- 
stitution, as  Lord  William  Bentinck  stated 
in  this  House,  everything  gained  a  new  as- 
pect ;  the  country  which  had  been  miser- 
ably weak  became  strong,  troops  and  mili- 
tia were  forthcoming,  and  the  commander 
in  chief  in    Sicily  was  enabled  to  send 
6,000  British  troops  to  Spain,  to  aid  in  the 
contest  there.     The  people  enjoyed  an  un- 
wonted degree  of  prosperity  and  liberty — 
liberty   unwonted   in   modern  times,   but 
not  discordant  with  their  ancient  constitu- 
tion.     In    1814,   the  British   troops  left 
Sicily;  and  in  that  or  the  following  year 
it  was  stated,  on  the  part  of  the  British 
GoTemment,   that  although  we    did   not 
pretend  to  say  that   there   should  be  no 
changes  in  the  constitution,  yet  that  the 
Prince  Regent  would  think  himself  justified 
in  interfering  if  either  those  persons  who 
had  appealed  to  British  protection  duriug 
our  stay  in  the  island  should  be  molested, 
or   the  prosperity   and  liberty   of    Sicily 
should  be  materially  altered  for  the  worse. 
The  Sicilian   Minister,  in  vaguer  terms. 
learin^  out  especially  the  word  **  liberty," 
accepted  that  declaration,  and  engaged  the 
honour  of  his  Government  to  its  perform- 
ance.      In  1815,  the  General  Treaty  of 
Peace    was  concluded  at  Vienna ;  but  on 
the   12th  or  18th  of  June,  in  the  same 


year,  the  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies  signed 
a  treaty  with  the  Emperor  of  Austria,  by 
which  he  engaged  that  no  government 
should  be  permitted  in  Naples  or  Sicily 
which  was  not  in  conformity  with  that  of 
the  Austrian  empire.  The  Sicilians  were 
of  course  treated  with  bad  faith.  They 
complained  that  England  had  deserted 
them  ;  and,  without  entering  into  the 
policy  of  those  days,  it  is  sufficient  to  say 
that  Lord  Castlereagh  was  disposed,  as  was 
declared  by  some  one  to  be  the  policy  of 
the  time,  to  trust  rather  to  sovereigns  with 
large  armies  at  their  command  than  to 
popular  efforts  or  popular  sympathies.  A 
few  years  ago  another  effort  was  made  by 
Sicily.  At  the  request  of  the  King,  Lord 
Minto  went  over  from  Naples  with  terms 
which,  after  long  discussion,  it  was  thought 
might  at  once  assure  the  privileges  of  the 
Sicilians  and  maintain  the  union  between 
Naples  and  Sicily.  But,  before  he  could 
make  his  communication  to  the  leaders  of 
the  Sicilian  Parliament,  the  Neapolitan 
Government,  under  the  direction  of  the 
King,  had  circulated  through  the  island 
intelligence  of  these  terms,  and  bad  pro- 
voked so  much  opposition  and  resistance 
that  it  was  found  impossible  to  obtain  assent 
to  them.  Another  effort  was  made,  hav- 
ing for  its  object  to  raise  the  Duke  of 
Genoa  to  the  throne  of  Sicily.  We,  for 
our  parts,  should  have  been  happy  if  that 
effort  had  succeeded ;  but  we  did  not  think 
ourselves  entitled  to  interfere  between  the 
King  of  Naples  and  his  Sicilian  subjects, 
and,  in  a  manner,  to  divide  the  kingdom  of 
Sicily  from  that  of  Naples.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  in  that  instance,  and  likewise 
in  another  part  of  Italy,  our  conduct  has  to 
a  certain  degree  excited  the  suspicion  and 
the  anger  of  the  Italians.  Lord  William 
Bentinck— than  whom  no  juster  or  more 
sincere  man  ever  stood  forth,  either  in 
command  of  an  army  or  as  a  Member  of 
this'  House — when  he  went  to  the  coast  of 
Italy,  promised  aid  to  the  people  of  Lom- 
hardy.  That  promise  likewise  was  not 
carried  into  effect.  Some  of  these  are 
certainly  old  reminiscences — some  of  them 
are  connected  with  the  period  when,  the 
whole  of  Europe  being  convulsed,  it  was 
desirable  to  obtain,  if  possible,  the  bless- 
ings of  order  and  tranquillity  even  at  a 
great  sacrifice.  But  at  the  present  time, 
after  standing  forward  at  the  Conferences 
of  Paris — after  making  large  professions  and 
exciting  gi^eat  expectations — after  inducing 
the  Italians  to  think  that  a  great  effort 
was  about  to  be  made  in  their  favour,  if  we 
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confine  oonelves  to  notes  and  paper  pro- 
testations, I  am  afraid  that  we  shall  alto- 
^ther  lose  the  confidence  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  peninsola  ;  that  25,000,000 
of  people,  who  well  deserve  good  goTern- 
ment,  will  have  occasion  to  roe  the  day 


interfered  with  bj  the  Government.  If 
this  be  BOy  it  is  a  very  welcome  symptom 
not  only  of  approbation  of  liberty  of  coo- 
science,  but  of  a  rising  spirit  of  independ- 
ence.  We  are  further  told  that  the  haughtj 
and  insolent  manner  in  which  the  Aostrian 


when  Great  Britain  ever  interfered  in  their  troops  have  treated  the  independent  So- 
aifairs.  Seeing,  then,  that,  while  Austria  vereign  of  Parma  has  excited  resistance 
is  taking  fresh  precautions  and  sending  an  and  disgust  in  that  State.  I  trust  that 
increased  military  force  into  Italy,  tDtss  this  may  be  the  case ;  and  wherever  it  is 
Roman  Government  is  more  severe  than  ^o,  I  think  the  influence  of  the  British  Go- 
ever  in  its  system  of  repression  and  sus-  i^ernment  should  be  ezercised  to  confirm 


picion,  I  think  it  incumbent  upon  us,  in 
concert  with  the  Emperor  of  the  French, 
to  consider  what  further  we  can  do  to 
remove  these  evils.  Upon  that  which  does 
not  properly  belong  to  me,  but  devolves 
more  legitimately  on  the  Executive,  I 
wish  to  offer  a  few  words.  I  may  be  asked, 
'*  How  is  it  possible  to  carry  your  views 
into  effect?  True,  we  have  made  these 
declarations,  but  how  can  we  act  in  accord- 

''  ance  with  them  ?"  I  say,  in  the  first  place, 
that  you  are  bound  at  whatever  risk  to  sup- 
port the  King  of  Sardinia.  I  do  not  think 
you  can  possibly  allow  his  independence  to 
be  assailed  or  his  means  of  free  government 
to  be  taken  away  from  him  without  declar- 
ing that  we  are  ready  at  any  sacrifice  to 
uphold  the  cause  of  one  who  has  so  nobly 

' '  stood  by  us.  In  the  next  place,  there  is 
something  more  that  we  can  do.  Among 
some  of  the  Sovereigns  of  Italy,  there  is 
a  growing  feeling  that  dependence  on 
foreign  bayonets  is  not  a  proper  position 
for  a  ruler — that  a  Eine  who  enjoys  the 
love  of  his  people  stands  higher,  is  more 
respected  in  the  world,  and  more  respects 
himself,  than  one  who  sends  for  foreign 
generals  and  has  his  subjects  brought  be- 
fore a  court-martial  and  shot  for  disobedi- 
ence of  the  orders  of  those  foreign  gene- 
rals. Wherever  we  find  this  feeling  spring- 
ing up  we  ought,  I  think,  to  encourage 

'  it.  There  is  another  point  on  which  I 
dare  say  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  is  better  informed 
than  I  am.  It  is  stated  that  that  spirit  of 
persecution  which  revolted  the  people  of 
England  in  the  case  of  the  Madiai,  and 
also  prompted  the  King  of  Prussia,  out  of 
regard  to  the  reformed  faith,  to  interfere 
with  the  Grand  Duke  of  Tuscany,  has 
lately  received  a  check  ;  and  that,  in  the 
last  instance  in  which  an  attempt  was 
made  to  convict  a  person  for  endeavouring 
to  proselytize  from  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  to  the  Protestant  the  prosecution 
has  failed,  and  the  verdict  of  the  tribunal 
before  which  it  was  brought  will  not  be 
Lord  John  Eussell 


those  growing  feelings  and  to  nourish  this 
rising  spirit  of  independence.  I  remember. 
Sir — it  is  now  very  long  ago — having  the 
honour  of  an  interview  in  the  Isle  of  Elbs 
with  the  first  Napoleon.  The  Emperor 
talked  much  of  the  States  of  Italy,  and 
agreed  in  the  observation  which  I  had  made 
that  there  was  no  union  among  them,  and 
no  likelihood  of  any  effectual  resistance  by 
them  to  their  oppressors ;  but  when  I  asked 
him  why  Austria  was  so  unpopular  in  Italy 
he  replied  that  it  was  because  she  govern- 
ed, not  with  the  sword  (that  was  a  reflec- 
tion which  that  great  man  was  not  likely 
to  make),  but  that  she  had  no  other  means 
of  governing  except  by  the  "stick."  I 
believe,  Sir,  that  that  is  the  secret  of  the 
whole  disfavour  with  which  Austria  is  view- 
ed in  Italy.  Taking  this  to  be  the  fact,  I 
say  that  you  have  a  means  ready  to  your 
hands  for  rousing  the  feelings  of  the  Ita- 
lian people,  and  that  if  we  and  the  Emperor 
of  the  French  once  declare  that  we  shall 
not  allow  the  States  of  the  Pope  to  be 
occupied  by  Austria  beyond  a  certain  fixed 
date — if  we  fix  a  certain  date,  beyond 
which  we  will  not  allow  that  occupation  to 
be  continued — the  attainment  of  their  eva- 
cuation will  be  a  matter  of  comparative 
ease.  One  thing,  indeed,  I  have  beard, 
and  it  is  a  mere  whisper — a  surmise — 
namely,  that  the  Government  of  the  Em- 
peror of  the  French,  which  agreed  with  as 
so  much  at  Paris  that  its  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs  took  the  initiative,  is  not 
prepared  at  present  to  protest  any  further 
against  the  foreign  occupation  of  Italy. 
I,  for  one.  Sir,  cannot  believe — I  think 
it  is  impossible  to  believe— that  a  Sove> 
reign  who  was  so  faithful  an  ally  to  thii 
country — who  during  the  late  war  proved 
himself  so  ready  to  aid  us*  and  to  oct  in 
every  way  as  became  a  Monarch  true  to 
bis  engagements,  would  ever  lead  the  King 
of  Sardinia  to  rely  on  his  support,  sod 
then  allow  that  hope  to  be  disappointed. 
The  matter  to  which  I  allude  may  be  one 
of  some  time—it  may  require  the  adapta- 
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lion  of  various  means  to  the  end  in  view. 
It  18  for  Her  Majesty *&  GoTemment  to 
carry  on  communications  for  the  attain- 
ment of  this  end.  They  have  the  time 
before  them  in  which  to  do  so ;  hut  this  I 
will  say — I  cannot  but  think  that,  if  having 
done  and  having  proclaimed  so  much  we 
are  contented  with  the  refusal  of  all  that 
we  propose— if  we  sit  down  quietly  without 
obtaining  any  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  Italy,  it  will  be  to  us  a  ground  of  ever- 
lasting reproach.  I  trust,  therefore,  that 
in  the  course  of  the  autumn,  or  at  least 
before  the  next  meeting  of  Parliament,  the 
object  which  Lord  Clarendon  had  in  view 
at  Paris  will  be  effected.  I  know  that  no 
greater  object  can  be  aimed  at  by  a  states- 
man. When  Lord  Byron  was  in  Italy  in 
1821,  and  had  become  enthusiastic  in  her 
cause,  he  said  that  the  cause  of  Italian 
freedom  was  "the  very  poetry  of  politics. 
I  believe  it  is  "  the  poetry  of  politics ; 
but  I  believe,  at  the  same  time,  that  it  is 
also  a  practical  question.  I  am  sure  it  is 
one  on  which  our  character  and  credit  de- 
pend. I  express  no  want  of  confidence 
in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  I  do  think 
that,  before  Parliament  separates,  this 
House  ought  to  have  from ^ the  Qovernment 
some  declaration  of  the  one  kind  or  the 
other-^either  that  they  are  not  prepared  to 
carry  any  further  their  interference  in  the 
affairs  of  Italy,  or  that,  using  whatever 
means  they  deem  best,  adopting  whatever 
measures  they  think  most  adequate  to  the 
occasion — they  do  mean  to  attain  this  end 
— ^the  independence  of  the  Italian  States. 
Motion  made,  and  Question — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this 
JLioute,  Copies  or  Extracts  of  any  recent  Com- 
munications which  have  taken  place  between  Uer 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Governments  of 
Austria,  Rome,  and  the  Kingdom  of  the  Two 
Sicilies,  relating  to  the  affairs  of  Italy." 

ViscodntPALMERSTON  :  Sir,  I  think 
the  House  will  not  be  surprised  that  my 
noble  Friend,  who  has  taken  so  great  an 
interest  in  so  many  important  transactions 
of  history,  should  have  deemed  it  his  duty, 
before  the  present  Session  closes,  to  draw 
the  attention  of  this  House,  and,  through 
this  House,  the  attention  of  the  country  to 
the  interesting  matters  which  he  has  just 
brought  under  our  consideration.  It  is 
impossible  to  overstate  the  importance  of 
these  subjects  in  the  present  condition  of 
the  world.  We  have  just  seen  the  termi- 
nation of  perhaps  one  of  the  greatest,  al- 
though certainly  one  of  the  shortest,  wars 


in  which  this  country  was  oyer  engaged 
— a  war  which  involved  interests  of  the 
highest  magnitude,  and  which,  if  had  con- 
tinued, might,  under  certain  circumstances, 
have  extended  itself  over  a  large  portion  of 
the  surface  of  Europe.  That  contest  has 
happily  been  concluded,  and  the  questions 
which  provoked  it  and  threatened  in  iheir 
consequences  to  bring  great  calamities 
upon  the  world  have  been  settled  in  a 
manner,  which,  I  trust,  will  ward  off  for 
a  long  time  to  come  those  dangers  which 
Europe  recently  had  cause  to  apprehend. 
When  the  representatives  of  the  great 
Powers ,  assembled  in  Conference  at  Paris 
to  discuss  and  determine  the  conditions  of 
peace,  it  was  natural  they  should  not  se- 
parate without  directing  their  attention  to 
other  matters  of  European  interests  be-* 
sides  those  which  were  the  immediate  ob- 
jects of  consideration.  My  noble  Friend 
has,  I  think,  assigned  ample  reasons 
why  that  course  ought  to  have  been 
pursued.  It  would  indeed  have  been  a 
reproach  to  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  the 
great  Powers  if,  when  they  had  met  to 
accomplish  the  great  purpose  of  a  Eu-  ' 
ropean  pacification,  they  had  shut  their 
eyes  to  circumstances  which  might  bring 
about  further  complications  as  menacing, 
perhaps,  to  the  tranquillity  of  Europe  as 
those  to  which  it  had  been  their  gratifying 
duty  to  put  an  end.  Well,  Sir,  the  affairs 
of  Italy  naturally  attracted  attention.  My 
noble  Friend  has  well  remarked  that  the 
occupation  of  independent  States  by  foreign 
troops  is  a  departure  from  the  ordinary 
and  proper  condition  of  things,  only  to  be 
justified  by  immediate  and  pressing  neces- 
sity, which  ought  not  to  be  continued  be- 
yond the  existence  of  that  necessity,  and 
for  the  unnecessary  oontinuanqe  of  which, 
without  sufficient  reason,  those  under  whose 
authority  such  occupation  takes  place  incur 
serious  responsibility.  The  occupation, 
therefore,  of  the  Roman  States  by  foreign . 
troops  naturally  attracted  the  attention  of 
the  representatives  at  the  Congress,  and 
no  member  of  that  Congress  was  better 
fitted  to  draw  the  attention  of  his  col- 
leagues, and,  through  them,  the  attention 
of  the  Governments  of  Europe,  to  the 
subject  than  the  representative  of  the 
Emperor  of  the  French,  who  was  partly 
concerned  in  the  continuance  of  that  occu- 
pation. Most  honourable  it  was,  I  think, 
to  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  that  he 
should  have  taken  that  opportunity,  through 
his  representative  in  the  Congress,  of  ex- 
pressing a  desire  that  the  occupation  should 
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cease,  providing  that  the  auent  of  Aus- 
tria khould  be  obtained  to  the  cessation  of 
f>ach  a  state  of  things.     Mj  noble  Friend 
has  stated   that  this  discassion   did  not 
lead  to  a  satisfactory  result.     The  repre- 
sentative of   Austria  could  hold  ont  no 
expectation    that  his  Government  would 
take  anj  step  in  that  direction ;  he  pro- 
fessed himself  to  be  without  instructions 
on  the  subject.     Mj  noble  Friend  wishes 
to  know,  with  regard  to  that  matter,  as 
well  as  to  others,  what  are  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? — whether 
we  mean  to  let   the   subject  drop   alto- 
gether, or,  if  we  think  it  our  duty  to  con- 
tinue to  urge  it,  what  steps  it  is  oar  inten- 
tion  to  take?     I   think  that  mj  noble 
Friend  and  the  House  must  feel  that  when 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  conjunction 
with  the  Government  of  the  Emperor  of 
the  French,  have  made  themselves  parties 
to  a  public  and  official  representation,  with 
a  view  of  inducing  the  cessation  of  that 
abnormal  occupation,  it  is  not  a  momentary 
repulse,   and  it  is  not  the  casual  disap- 
pointment of  an  expectation  that  reason 
would  prevail  over  prejudice,  that  will  in- 
duce the  Governments  of  two  great  coun- 
tries to  desist  from  endeavouring  to  accom- 
plish a  result  which  they  think  right  in 
principle,  sound  in  policy,  and  conducive 
to  the   interests  of  Europe.     I  am  sure 
my  noble  Friend,  above  all  men,   must 
feel  that  it  would  be  unbecoming  for  me 
to  state  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment may  deem  it  right  to  take,  but  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  we  think  the 
object  one  of  great  and  general  import- 
ance, and  that  we  do   not  abandon   the 
hope  that  that  object  may  ultimately  be 
accomplished.    It  is  said,  on  the  one  hand, 
that  if  the  occupation  were  to  cease,  re* 
volts,  revolutions,  and  scenes  of  the  most 
disastrous  descriptions  would  occur  in  the 
Roman  States.     It  is,  of  course,  impos- 
sible, as  it  would  be  unbecoming,  for  those 
who  are  mere  spectators  at  a  distance  to 
pronounce  an  opinion  on  the  value  of  such 
assertions ;   but,   reasoning  upon  general 
principles,   I   think   it    is    impopsible    to 
believe  that  these  anticipations  of  evil  are 
not  exaggerated.     One  cannot  bring  one's 
self  to  think  that  a  Government  like  that 
of  the  Pope — at  the  head  of  which  is  a 
man  of  whose  benevolent  intentions  and 
enlightened  ideas  the  past  has  given  us 
sufficient  proof — will   not  be  able  so  to 
conduct  the  administration  of  affairs  as  to 
remove   the  causes  of  violent  discontent 
which  alone  produce  con volsions  in  nations. 
7t«coun(  Palmersion 


I  will  not  go  back  to  the  advice  which  was 
given  to  the  Pope  in  1831  by  the  repre- 
sentatives unanimously  speaking  on   be- 
half of  the  five  great  Powers  of  Europe ; 
but  I  will  observe  that  no  later  than  1849, 
when  the  Pope  returned  to  his  dominions, 
he  isaused  what  is   technically   called  a 
motu  proprio,  in  which  he  announced  his 
intention  of  establishing  institutions — not 
indeed  on   the  system   of  representative 
government — but  still,   institutions  based 
upon   popular  election ;   and  I  believe  if 
that  scheme  had   been  carried  into  full 
effect  it  would   have  afforded  such  con- 
tentment to  his   subjects  that  the  inter- 
ference of  foreign  troops  would  have  been 
rentlered  wholly  unnecessary.     That  moiu 
proprio   professed  to  establish  municipal 
councils    founded    upon   election,   with  a 
franchise  of  the  most  extended  description. 
These  municipal  councils   were  to  elect 
members  to  form  provincial  councils;  and 
those  provincial   councils  again   were  to 
elect  members  to  form  what  was  called  a 
Council  of  State  in  Rome.     There  was 
also  to  be  a  Council  of  Finance  in  the 
capital,  to  regulate  and  advise  upon  the 
financial   arrangements  of  the  State.     I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  if  the  Pope  were 
advised  by  those  whose  counsels  he  follows 
to  put  in  force  even  the  limited  arrange- 
ments of  that  motu  proprio  such  security 
would  bo  afforded  for  the  tranquillity  of 
his  dominiops  that  the  continuance  of  any 
foreign    force    in    his    dominions    would 
no  longer  be  necessary  ;   but  upon  that 
point    I    can     only    say    what    I    have 
already  stated  to   my  noble  Friend,  that 
Her  Majesty's    Government    think    that 
the    cessation    of    that    foreign    occupa- 
tion,  and  the  prevention   of  any  future 
foreign  occupation  in  Italy  by  troops  of 
other  States  are  objects  of  great  £aro- 
pean  interest,  and  which  it  becomes  the 
Government  of  this  country  and  of  France, 
if  possible,  to  accomplish.     With  regard 
to  the  affairs  of  Naples,  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that    the   friendly   representations   which 
have  been  made  by  the  Government  of 
France  and  of  this  country  to  the  King  of 
Naples,  as  to  the  condition  of  his  kingdom, 
have  not  hitherto  been  attended  with  any 
successful   result.     My   noble  Friend  has 
expressed  an  opinion  that,  although  it  is  a 
departure  from   general  principles  for  fo- 
reign Governments  to  interfere,  even  by 
tendering  advice,  with  respect  to  the  inter- 
nal affairs  of  other  States,  there  are  in 
the  condition  of  the  kingdom  of  Naples 
sufficient  grounds  for  a  departure  from  the 
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general  rule.     The  grounds  upon  which 
that  exception  rests  mast  be  evident,  I 
thiuk»  to  the  miod  of  any  one  who  casts  a 
glance  over  the  map  of  Europe,  and  who 
views  retrospectively  the  affairs  of  Europe. 
Whj,  Sir,  if  the  severity  and  the  injustice 
of  the  administration  of  the  kingdom  of 
Naples  led  to  such  outbreaks  and  resist- 
ances as  have  occurred  elsewhere  under 
similar  circumstances,  and  if  the  King  of 
Naples  found  himself  unable  by  means  of 
his  own  troops  to  restore  his  authority,  it 
is  obvious  that  he  would  apply  to  Austria 
for  assistance.     Would  the  rest  of  Europe 
stand  passive  spectators  of  such  additional 
interference  on  the  part  of  Austria?    If 
they   were  not  to  do  so,  would  not  the 
peace   of  Europe  be  endangered  by  the 
complications  and  difficulties  which  such  a 
state  of  things   must  create,   and  which 
must  seriously  affect  the  interests  of  other 
continental   countries?   Is  not   that  con< 
sideration,    therefore,    a    justification    of 
friendly  endeavours   on   the  part  of  the 
English  and  French  Governments  to  in- 
duce the  King  of  Naples  to  prevent,  by  his 
own  means,  the  occurrence  of  events  which 
would  U^^o  great  a  degree  complicate  and 
embarrass  the  interests  of.  other  European 
Paw^rs  ?  I  have  said,  that  hitherto  no  suc- 
cess has  attended  the  friendly  representa- 
tions which  have  been  made  to  the  King  of 
Naples.     The  King  of  Naples,  probably, 
or  those  who  advise  him — the  Government 
of  Naples — may  have  looked  with  jealousy 
and    suspicion    upon  advice   tendered   by 
England  and  France  alone ;  but  we  do  not 
despair  that  advice  of  the  same  kind  may 
reach    the  Neapolitan   Government   from 
other   quarters,  whence  they  will  receive 
it,  perhaps,  with  more  confidence.     There 
is,   I   think,   no  reason    to   despair,  that 
if  auefa  additional  representations  were  to 
reach    the  Neapolitan   Government,   they 
might  produce  an  effect  which  the  counsels 
of  England  and  of  France  have  hitherto 
failed  in  accomplishing.     One  of  the  mis- 
fortunes   arising    from    the  language   of 
calumny  and  vituperation  which  has  been 
applied  to  England  and  France — and  par- 
ticularly to  England,  which  has  been  de- 
nounced as  the  protector  of  revolutionists, 
as  the  fermenter  of  disorder,  as  a  Power 
which  desires  td  overturn  and  subvert  in- 
stitutions wherever  its  influence  extends — 
I  saj  it  has  been  one  of  the  misfortunes 
arising  out  of  these  calumnies  that  they 
have  tended  to  prevent  the  good,  sound, 
and   Qseful  advice  which  the  British  Go- 
vernment may,  from  time  to  time,  think 


itself  authorised  to  tender  to  foreign  Go- 
vernments from  producing  the  fruit  which 
might  otherwise  have  been  anticipated.  I 
say,  therefore,  that  I  do  not  despair  that 
the  evils  which  still  exist  in  the  kingdom  of 
the  Two  Sicilies  may,  by  the  interference 
of  those  in  whom  the  King  of  Naples  and 
his  councillors  repose  more  confidence  than 
they  place  in  the  Governments  of  England 
and  France,  produce  better  results  than  we 
have  hitherto  been  able  to  accomplish. 
With  regard  to  Naples,  then,  as  with  re- 
gard to  Rome,  we  do  not  despair.  We 
see  a  state  of  things  existing  which  we 
think  threatening  to  the  interests  of  Eu- 
rope, but  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
British  Government  have  given  up  all 
hopes  that  it  may  succeed  in  producing  an 
improvement  in  that  condition  ;  but,  with 
regard  to  that  point,  as  to  others,  my  noble 
Friend  must  excuse  me  if  I  do  not  follow 
him  into  details.  On  one  point  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  giving  a  full  assent  to  the 
views  of  my  noble  Friend.  He  has  said 
that  the  fact  of  the  King  or  Sardinia  hav- 
ing BO  nobly  and  gallantly  associated  him- 
self with  France  and  England  in  the  war 
which  has  just  been  brought  to  a  close  has 
given  him  a  right,  a  moral  right,  to  the 
support  and  protection  of  those  countries 
should  any  danger  assail  him,  not  brought 
about  by  provocation  on  his  own  part.  I 
think  he  is  too  well  advised  to  give  such 
provocation  ;  and,  therefore,  if  ever  he 
should  be  in  circumstances  of  danger,  I 
agree  with  my  noble  Friend,  that  the  Go- 
vernments of  England  and  France  would 
be  bound  by  every  tie  of  honour,  as  repre- 
senting these  two  great  nations,  to  assist 
him  to  the  utmost  of  their  power.  I  am 
satisfied,  however,  that  the  knowledge  of 
such  ties  existing  between  Sardinia  and 
England  and  France  will  of  itself  be  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  Sardinia,  if  not  from  being 
threatened — and  I  believe  it  will  never  bo 
more  than  threatened — at  least  from  being 
assailed  with  such  dangers  as  will  render 
it  necessary  for  us  to  interpose  in  order  to 
repel  them.  My  noble  Friend  has  said, 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  encourage 
those  Sovereigns  of  Italy  whose  territories 
are  either  free,  like  those  of  the  Grand 
Duke  of  Tuscany,  or  occupied,  like  those 
of  Parma,  and  who  wish  either  to  retain 
or  regain  their  independence  ;  and  that  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  settled  Governments, 
like  those  of  England  and  France,  who  ob- 
ject in  general  to  these  occupations-^to 
encourage  those  Sovereigns  in  maintain- 
ing their  independence.     It  is  true^  Italy 
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is. removed  by  diBtance  from  this  country  ; 
but  it  is  also  true — and  the  history  of  Eu- 
rope is  full  of  examples  of  the  fact — that 
it  is  not  possible  for  great  commotions  to 
take  place  in  Italy,  and  opposing  armies 
to  meet  there  without  the  evil  spreading 
far  beyond  the  limits  of  that  peninsula  and 
embroiling  other  nations  in  the  conflict. 
Therefore,  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
in  thinking  that  every  wise  and  enlighten* 
ed  Government  of  this  country  would  think 
that  the  affairs  of  Italy  required  its  con- 
stant and  urgent  attention,  and  that  the 
interests  of  England,  as  connected  with 
the  general  interests  of  Europe,  must  be 
best  consulted  by  securing  to  the  several 
States  that  independence  within  their  own 
limits,  which  is  the  best  security  for  the 
good  understanding  of  their  respective  Go- 
vernments and  the  people,  and  for  esta- 
blishing that  state  of  things  which  is  best 
calculated  to  make  those  fertile  countries 
prosperous  as  they  ought  to  be,  and  to  pre- 
vent them  becoming  the  source  of  danger 
and  calamity  to  Europe.  My  noble  Friend 
has  moved  for  the  production  of  papers, 
but  he  has  stated  that  he  was  willing  to 
accept  the  assurance  of  the  Government, 
that  in  the  present  state  of  things  the  pro- 
duction of  those  papers  would  not  be  con- 
ducive to  the  interests  of  the  public  ser- 
vice. I  am  bound  in  duty,  then,  to  tell 
him  that  their  production  in  the  present 
state  of  the  correspondence  would  not  be 
conducive  to  the  interests  he  has  so  much 
at  heart,  and  that  I  cannot  therefore  as- 
sent to  his  Motion.  The  papers  he  asks 
for  relate  to  a  correspondence  still  going 
on,  and  their  publication  at  the  present 
moment  might  prevent  the  attainment  of 
the  end  for  which  it  has  been  commenced. 
Lean  only  say  that,  concurring  with  my 
noble  Friend  in  the  general  views  he  has 
so  well  developed,  but  reserving  to  the  Go- 
vernment the  discretion  of  pursuing  their 
functions  in  the  manner  which  they  think 
best  calculated  to  accomplish  the  purpose 
he  aims  at,  without  any  unnecessary  de- 
parture from  those  general  principles  that 
ought  to  regulate  the  intercourse  of  na- 
tions, I  hope  my  noble  Friend  will  be 
satisfied  with  the  statement  I  have  made, 
and  not  press  for  the  production  of  these 
papers.  And  let  my  noble  Friend  rest  as- 
sured that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
occupied  steadily  in  promoting  the  objects 
he  has  in  view,  and  that  we  concur  with 
him  in  the  propriety  of  making  every  effort 
to  secure  to  the  Governments  of  Italy  that 
free  action  in  their  internal  affairs  which  is 
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1  best  calculated  to  promote  the  prosperity 
of  Italy,  and  which  alone  can  secure  that 
country  from  becoming  a  source  of  danger 
to  the  rest  of  Europe. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  has  this  evening  called 
our  attention  to  a  subject  of  the  greatest 
interest  and  importance.  Of  Italy  it 
may  be  said  that  it  must  either  be  con- 
sidered in  a  theoretical  or  practical  point  of 
view.  No  doubt  there  is  no  Gentleman  in 
this  House  who  does  not  feel  the  greatest 
sympathy  with  Italy  and  the  fortunes  of 
the  Italians.  When  we  remember  how 
much  we  owe  to  that  country,  that  in 
ancient  times  it  gcave  us  our  laws,  and  in 
modem  times  our  arts,  it  is  totally  impos- 
sible that  its  condition  can  ever  be  brought 
before  us  without  exciting  a  lively  interest 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  But  that  is 
**  the  poetry  of  politics,"  as  the  noble  Lord 
has  reminded  us,  and  I  cannot  think,  not- 
withstanding the  high  authority  he  quoted 
on  the  subject  of  poetry,  that  the  House 
to-night  will  feel,  on  a  discussion  that  may 
involve  immediate  consequences  of  the  ut- 
most importance  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  that  we  should  indulge  merely  in 
*'  the  poetry  of  politics"  on  the  one  hand,  or 
on  the  other  be  satisfied  with  those  vague 
expressions  which  we  have  just  heard  from 
the  lips  of  the  First  Minister.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
compensated  us  for  dwelling  on  the  poetry 
of  the  question,  when  he,  in  a  very  busi* 
ness-like  manner,  becoming  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  reminded  us  of  what 
occurred  at  the  recent  Conference  at  Paris, 
and  of  the  important  State  papers  to 
which,  at  that  Conference,  the  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  England  had  afiixed  his  signature. 
The  noble  Lord  introduced  the  question  to 
us  with  details  which  the  House  clearly 
understood,  and  made  us  feel  that,  by 
the  conduct  of  the  English  Minister  at 
Paris,  this  country  had  entered  into  en- 
gagements which,  not  only  according  to 
the  version  and  interpretation  of  the  noblo 
Lord,  but  according  to  the  feeling  of  every 
Gentleman  present,  have  placed  this  coun- 
try in  a  position  of  grave  responsibility. 
I  cannot  understand  from  the  observations 
of  the  Minister  who  has  just  sat  down, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  dqne, 
or  intend  to  do,  anything  which  could 
have  justified  those  protocols  or  the  tone 
which  the  Plenipotentiary  of  this  country 
assumed  on  the  occasion  when  the  affairs 
of  Italy  were  discussed  at  the  Congreas  of 
Paris.     If  all  that  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
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ter8  have  done  or  iDtend  to  do  are  merely 
these  roatine  representations  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  jast  referred,  and  which 
he  has  promised,  it  does  not  appear  to  me 
that,  at  a  Conference  called  to  settle  ques- 
tions of  a  Tery  different  character,  it  was 
necessary,  or  expedient,  or  politic,  to  in- 
troduce the  question  of  Italy  as  it  was  intro- 
duced at  the  Congress  of  Paris — to  have 
drawn  up  and  signed  these  protocols — if  all 
that  has  been  done,  or  is  to  be  done,  is,  in 
fact,  merely  that  diplomatic  action  which,  as 
I  humbly  conceive,  might  have  taken  place 
without  so  much  ceremony,  and  without 
having,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  said,  roused  the  passions  of  the 
population  of  Italy.    I  want  to  know  what 
is  the  deduction  we  are  to  draw  from  tho 
inquiries  of  one  Member  of  this  House, 
who  has  been  First  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
and  from  the  answer  of  another  Member 
of  this  House  who  is  the  First  Minister 
now,  on  a  question,  that  is  indeed  truly 
described  as  one  interesting  and  important 
from  its  peculiar  and  essential  character, 
but  one  in  the  treatment  of  which,  let  me 
tell  the  House,  are  involved  urgent,  per- 
haps immediate,  consequences  to  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country — to  the  state  of  their 
indastrj  and  the  state  of  their  commerce, 
the  questions  of  peace  and  war,  and  all  the 
most  vital  subjects  that  can  engage  the 
attention  of  this  House  or  the  considera- 
tion of  statesmen.     When  I  listened  to 
the  first  observations  of  the  noble  Lord,  I 
thought  he  was  about  to  counsel  action  of 
the  most  decisive  and  energetic  character. 
The  noble  Lord  said  it  was  the  duty  of 
this  country  not  to  abandon  the  cause  of 
Italy.     He  laid  down  that  position  with 
the  utmost  precision.  Now,  I  could  hardly 
auppoae  that  the  noble  Lord,  in  declaring 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  this  country  not  to 
abandon  tho  cause  of  Italy,  could,  after 
all  that  has  occurred  on  the  subject,  have 
confined  his  meaning  merely  to  the  com- 
munication of  a  note  from  a  Minister  to 
the  Court  of  Naples  or  of  Turin.     The 
noble  Lord,  indeed,  stated  there  were  cir- 
cumstances which  might  demand  the  most 
decided  conduct  on  the  part  of  this  coun- 
trj.      He  said,   if  Austria,  for  example, 
required  the  suppression  of  the  liberty  of 
the  press  on  the  part  of  Piedmont,  then 
there  ia  no  step  which  he  should  not  be 
prepared  to  take  on   such  an  occasion. 
But,  strange  to  say,  the  only  formal  pro- 
po;»ition    that  I  find   id  the  papers  upon 
which  tbe  noble  Lord  founded  all  his  ob- 
serraiionA— the  only  formal  proposition 


for  repressing  the  liberty  of  the  press  does 
not  emanate  from  the  Austrian  plenipo- 
tentiary, but  from  the  representative  of 
our  great  Ally  the  Emperor  of  the  French, 
by  whose  aid,  and  whose  aid  alone,  these 
magnificent  visions  of  Italian  regeneration 
are  to  be  realised.  Now,  Sir,  if  I  look  to 
the  papers  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
referred,  I  find  language  of  a  very  precise 
character  upon  the  subject  of  interference. 
The  House  will  recollect  that  when  the 
protocols  of  the  Conferences  at  Paris 
were  first  laid  on  the  table,  it  appeared 
that  upon  the  8th  of  April  it  was  Count 
Walewski,  the  French  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  who,  when  the  treaty 
had  been  signed  for  the  settlement  of  the 
Eastern  question,  and  when  all  those 
points  were  arranged  which  hod  given  rise 
to  the  Conferences,  introduced  in  a  formal 
manner  to  the  consideration  of  the  Pleni- 
potentiaries questions  which  had  no  imme- 
diate reference  to  the  principal  cause  of 
their  assembling.  The  House  will  recol- 
lect that,  so  far  as  the  protocols  would 
show  us  when  they  were  laid  on  our  table, 
the  responsibility  of  that  introduction, 
which  many  thought  not  very  adroit,  rest- 
ed with  the  French  Minister.  But  there 
were  subsequent  papers  placed  on  the  table 
of  the  House  which  threw  considerable 
light  upon  this  point,  and  proved  that  it 
was  not  Count  Walewski  who  really  was 
the  cause  of  the  subject  being  brought 
forward.  It  was  upon  the  8th  of  April 
that  Count  Walewski,  after  the  settlement 
of  the  main  question,  said — 

*<  It  was  desirable  that  the  Plenipotentiaries, 
before  they  separated,  should  interchange  their 
ideas  on  different  subjects  which  required  to  be 
settled" — I  beg  the  House  will  mark  the  words — 
they  are  important — "  and  which  it  might  be  ad- 
vantageous to  take  up  in  order  to  prevent  fi^sh 
complications." 

Then  Count  Walewski  went  on  with  that 
remarkable  exposition — fresh,  I  am  sure, 
in  the  memory  of  every  Gentleman  who 
hears  me — ift  which  he  showed  that  Greece 
was  in  what  is  called  an  "  abnormal  state," 
that  the  Roman  Legations  were  also  in  an 
*' abnormal"  condition,  and  that  the  affairs 
of  Naples  were,  not  in  an  "abnormal,'* 
but  in  an  •*  exceptional "  state.  Now,  g 
when  those  papers  were  laid  on  the  table, 
many  Gentlemen,  while  wondering  at  the 
indiscretion  committed  by  Count  Walewski, 
must  have  felt  that  a  Minister  of  expe- 
rience and  high  character  coald  never  have 
introduced  at  a  Conference  for  the  settle- 
ment of  terms  of  peace  with  Russia  ques- 
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tioDs  of  tbis  TAst  iiDporUnee,  withoot 
having  previoo^ly  eomrouoicated  with  liis 
Colleagoes,  and  felt  the  pulse  of  the  re- 
pre«eiitative»  of  the  different  Courts.  That 
was  the  eonciusion  which  everjhodj  niust 
have  drawn  from  the  protocols  of  the  Con- 
fereoces ;  hut  a  short  tirae  afterwards 
papers  were  laid  on  our  tahle,  which  com- 
pletely explained  the  cause  of  this  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  French  Minuter,  and 
the  means  bj  which  the  attention  of  the 
Congress  was  directed  to  these  extraneous 
and  extraordinary  subjects.  It  then  ap- 
peared that  on  the  27th  of  Mareh,  ten 
days  before  the  exposition  of  Count  Wa- 
lewski,  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  Sardinia 
placed  in  the  hands  of  Lord  Clarendon  a 
memorandum  which,  if  it  be  anything,  is 
an  act  of  impeachment  against  Austria 
and  Austrian  rule  in  Italy,  which  proposes 
for  the  Roman  States  a  Secular  Govern- 
ment, the  Code  Napoleon,  and  other  re- 
medies, and  which  in  spirit  was  the  basis 
of  the  obsenrations  that  Lonl  Clarendon 
made  on  the  8th  of  April.  Therefore  it 
is  quite  clear  that  there  was  an  under- 
Btandin|r  among  the  Plenipotentiaries  in 
Paris  that  at  their  meeting  on  the  8th  of 
April  all  these  extraneous  questions,  in- 
cluding that  of  Italy,  were  to  be  brought 
forward ;  that  the  movement  came  from 
Piedmont ;  and  in  the  memorandum  of 
the  27th  of  March  may  be  found  the  mo- 
tive spring  of  all  that  has  occurred.  Now, 
to  proceed  a  step  further — ^to  follow  this  up 
—what  are  the  engagements,  as  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  interprets 
tbem,  what  are  the  representations — which 
with  the  laxest  interpretation  of  the  words 
we  might  call  them— of  Lord  Clarendon  ? 
Our  Foreign  Secretary  agrees  that  the 
state  of  Greece  is  *'  abnormal  ;**  he  agrees 
that  the  condition  of  the  Roman  States 
also  is  **  abnormal  ;*'  but,  as  regards  the 
Neapolitan  Government, 

"  He  is  of  opinion  that  it  must  doubtless  he 
admitted  in  prinoiple  that  no  Government  has  the 
right  to  interfere  in  the  internal  'kffiiirs  of  other 
States,  but  he  considers  there  are  cases  in  which 
the  exception  to  this  rule  becomes  equally  a  right 
and  a  duty.  The  Neapolitan  Government  seems 
to  him  to  have  conferred  this  right  and  to  have 
imposed  this  duty  upon  Europe." 

#  Now,  I  ask  the  House  whether  that  is  lan- 
guage that  could  have  been  used,  or  ought 
to  have  been  used,  without  having  some 
foregone  conclusion  as  to  the  policy  of 
which  it  was  to  be  the  indication.  Though 
I  may  not  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  that  the  language  of 
a  protocol  of  this  character  is  an  engage- 
Mr,  Disraeli 


j  ment  which  may  bind  us  with  the  formality 
I  of  a  treaty,  still  it  is  impossible  to  read  it 
without  feeling  that  we  have  a  right  to 
expect  firom  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  without  revealing  the  secrets  of 
Cabinets  or  the  mvsteries  of  States, 
some  explanation  of  the  declarations  of 
the  English  Plenipotentiary  more  satis- 
factoij  than  those  phrases  with  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  favoured  ns  to-night,  aod 
to  which  I  confess  I  am  at  a  loss  to  annex 
'  any  other  meaning  than  that  which  I  had 
the  misfortune,  years  ago,  to  attach  to  the 
statements  of  the  noble  Lord  with  respect 
to  the  affairs  of  Italy.  The  noble  Lord  has 
explained  to  the  House  what  is  the  mean- 
ing he  attaches  to  the  exceptional  charac- 
ter of  the  Neapolitan  Government,  and 
why  there  should  be  a  departure,  in  the 
case  of  Naples,  from  that  golden  rule  of 
non-interference,  to  which  I  trust  the 
House  will  adhere,  or  which  it  will  never 
quit  without  the  most  urgent  necessity. 
The  noble  Lord  said  the  position  of  Na- 
ples was  remarkable,  because,  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  conduct  itself  so  as  to 
give  rise  to  any  revolutionary  movement 
in  the  country,  the  armed  forces  of  a  great 
military  Power — Austria — were  at  hand, 
**  and  you  may  depend  upon  it, "added  the 
noble  Lord,  '*  Austria  would  occupy  Na- 
ples, thus  producing  a  state  of  things  that 
would  not  only  endanger  the  peace  of  Eu- 
rope, but  might  bring  about  calamities 
which  it  is  difficult  to  measure  or  foresee.** 
But  when  the  noble  Lord  defends  himself 
from  the  charge  of  doing  nothing  to  miti- 
gate the  evils  which,  according  to  him, 
render  the  state  of  Naples  so  exceptional, 
and  which  require  our  interference,  be  in- 
timates that,  though  England  and  France 
may  not  succeed — have  not  succeeded — in 
any  way  in  obtaining  that  mitigation  of 
Neapolitan  rule  which  he  thinks  so  neces- 
sary, yet  some  other  influence,  not  less 
powerful,  and  which  will  be  received  in  a 
far  more  friendly  spirit  by  the  Neapolitan 
Government,  may  be  brought  into  requisi- 
tion with  more  success.  The  House  cleariy 
understood  the  noble  Lord  to  mean  the 
mediation  of  Austria.  It  was  the  action 
of  Austria  upon  Naples  that,  according  to 
the  noble  Lord,  was  to  induce  the  Neapo- 
litan Government  to  oea&e  fh)m  its  ill  doing 
and  to  adopt  that  remedial  course  which 
seemed  so  expedient.  But  how  extremely 
inconsistent  is  it  to  hold  Austria  up  to  us 
as  the  Power  which,  by  its  beneficent  in- 
terference with  Naplef*,  is  to  put  an  end  to 
the  iniquitous  rule  which  you  deplore,  and 
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at  the  same  time  to  say'that,  in  the  event 
of  any  revolutionary  movement  in  Naples, 
Austria  will  occupy  the  kingdom  in  order 
to  nphold   the  very   misrule  to   mitigate 
which   Austria^   mediation,   according  to 
your  own  account,  is  now  the  only  means 
to  which  you  can  resort !    Sir,  I  cannot 
have  much  hope  that  the  influence  of  Aus- 
tria will  be  of  the  nature  which  the  noble 
Lord  supposes,  if,  as  we  are  assured  at  the 
same  time  by  the  noble  Lord,  we  have 
reason  to  anticipate  and  fear  Austrian  in- 
vasion in  order  to  support  the  misgovern- 
nicnt  which  Austrian  mediation  is  to  miti- 
gate and  remove.     But,  Sir,  in  what  way, 
viewing  this  question  practically,  are  we 
to  put  an  end  to  the  occupation  of  Italian 
States  by  foreign  Powers  ?  The  noble  Lord 
who  began  the  debate,  confined  the  whole 
of  his  observations  to  the  Austrian  occu- 
pation of  part  of  the  Roman  States.     The 
noble   Lord   must  have  felt  the  extreme 
awkwardness  of  his  position,  because  when 
he   assured   the  House  of  his  confidence 
that,  with  the  aid  of  our  great  Ally,  Aus- 
trian occupation   might  be  terminated  in 
the  Roman  States,  he  must  have  remem- 
bered that  another  part  of  the  same  States 
is'  occupied  by  the  troops  of  that  very  au- 
gust Ally  by  whose  co-operation  we  were 
to  put  an  end  to  the  occupation  of  the  Le- 
gations by  Austria.  The  noble  Lord  touch- 
ed very  lightly — or,  rather,  did  not  touch 
at  all — upon  the  fact,  that  the  capital  of 
the  Roman  States  is  occupied  by  French 
troops  ;  though  he   must  be  aware  that 
nothing  can  be  more  irrational  than  to  ad- 
dress violent  representations  to  Austria,  in 
order  to  terminate  the  occupation  of  the 
Legations  by  Austrian  troops,  unless,  at 
the  same  time,  our  Ally  is  prepared  to  take 
steps  by  which  the  occupation  of  the  Ro- 
man   metropolis  itself  by  French  troops 
shall  cease.    I  know  that  this  question  has 
been  settled  by  Count  Cavour  in  a  very  in- 
genious manner;  he  insists  upon  it  as  a 
iirst    condition,   that  Austria  should  quit 
the  Legations,  and  that  the  French  army 
should  quit  Rome,  but  should  remain  in 
the  Legations  until  everything  is  settled. 
Now,  I  ask,  what  is  the  use  of  doing  ^hat 
the  noble  Lord  has  done  to-night — what  is 
the  use — to  employ  his  own  language — of 
**  roasing  the  passions"  of  the  Italians,  un- 
less we  have  a  practical  object  before  us, 
and  unless  the  opinion  of  Parliament  can 
support  the  policy  of  the  Minister  ?   Never 
is  this  House  justified  in  entering  into  dis- 
cussions upon  external   policy  unless  we 
arc  prepared  to  impugn  the  conduct  pur- 
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sued  by  the  Minister  as  injurious  to  the 
country  ;  or,  unless  we  can,  by  the  expres- 
sion of  our  opinion,  support  the  Minister 
in  a  policy  which  will  be  beneficial  to  the 
country  and  to  Europe.  So  far  as^the 
theoretical  part  of  the  question  goes,  so 
far  as  sympathy  for  Italy  goes,  so  far  as 
"  the  poetry  of  politics"  is  concerned — there 
being  but  one  feeling  in  this  House — I 
want  to  know,  when  we  turn  to  the  prac- 
tical question,  what  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  will  do,  or  what  anything  we  can  say 
will  do,  to  support  the  policy  of  the  Minis- 
try ?  Why,  Sir,  what  is  the  policy  of  the 
Ministry?  It  is  the  very  point  which, 
throughout  this  whole  discussion,  has  been 
mysteriously  withheld  from  us.  I  do  not 
expect  the  noble  Lord  to  tell  us  the  means 
by  which  the  Cabinet  is  prepared  to 
carry  out  his  policy  ;  but  we  ought  to 
know  from  the  noble  Lord  what  are  their 
general  opinions  on  the  subject  of  the  oc- 
cupation of  Italy  by  foreign  troops,  and 
whether  they  are  prepared  to  take  steps 
to  put  an  end  to  that  occupation  or  not  ? 
Now,  Sir,  there  are  two  modes  in  which 
we  can  deal  with  this  question,  and  as 
they  are  both  practical  modes,  I  will,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  and  with  as 
much  brevity  as  I  can  command,  slightly 
advert  to  them.  We  can  go  to  war  with 
Austria,  no  doubt ;  we  can  send  a  fleet  to 
the  Bay  of  Naples  or  to  the  Bay  of  Genoa; 
in  co-operation  with  our  great  Ally,  we  can 
transport  a  French  army  to  some  part  of 
Italy  ;  as  we  moved  another  French  army 
to  the  Turkish  dominions  :  we  may  em- 
bark in  a  great  struggle,  the  object  of 
which  will  be  entirely  to  change  the  face 
of  Italian  life  and  the  spirit  of  its  Govern- 
ment; to  emancipate  —  according  to  our 
views — its  people,  and  to  efiect  a  great  re- 
volution,  which  may,  perhaps,  be  accom- 
plished after  one  of  those  long  wars  like  the 
Punic  war,  or  the  thirty-years'  war,  or  the 
war  of  the  French  Revolution — after  one  of 
those  struggles  which  always  occur  when 
such  immense  consequences  are  aimed  at 
and  attained.  On  that  policy,  Sir,  I  will  not 
presume  to  give  an  opinion ;  because  I  feel 
that  it  is  a  subject  which  would  require  a 
discussion  worthy  of  its  importance  in  this 
House  before  we  embarked  on  it.  I  will 
make  only  one  remark  with  regard  to  it, 
and  I  say,  if  that  be  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country,  they  are  bound 
frankly  to  announce  it.  They  are  bound 
to  submit  such  a  policy  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Parliament,  and,  if  sanctioned  and 
ratified  by  Parliament,  the  people  of  this 
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country  will,  at  least,  have  the  satisfactioQ 
of  knowing  that  thej  hare  not  been  drawn 
into  a  great  struggle,  without  being  aware 
of  it,  and  their  minds  will  be  prepared — 
as  the  mind  of  a  nation  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared— for  so  vast  a  stake,  by  those  dis- 
cussions in  the  House  of  their  representa- 
tives which  will  direct  their  attention  to 
the  great  issue  before  them.  By  this 
means  they  will  be  enabled  to  brace  their 
energies  to  the  occasion,  and  they  will 
have  no  grounds  for  accusing  the  Queen's 
Ministers  or  their  own  representatives  of 
having  embarked  in  a  conflict  of  such  dif- 
ficulty and  duration  without  fair  advice 
and  warning.  I  think  all  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  agree  that  if  that  be  the  policy  of  the 
Ministry — that  if  they  are  prepared  to  go 
to  war  to  emancipate  Italy  from  Austrian 
rule,  they  are  at  least  bound  frankly  to 
explain  their  policy,  to  appeal  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  to  take  the  verdict  of  the  coun- 
try upon  its  expediency.  There  is  another 
2,.  practical  mode  by  which  you  may  proceed 
to  attain  your  object.  I  remember  that, 
some  years  ago,  in  1 848,  at  the  end  of  the 
Session,  later  even  than  the  present,  be- 
cause, I  believe,  it  was  at  the  end  of  Au- 
gust, it  was  my  fate,  as  it  has  been  the 
fate  of  the  noble  Lord  to-night,  to  bring 
before  the  consideration  of  Parliament  the 
question  of  interference  in  Italy.  I  have 
in  my  mind  a  fresh  recollection  of  the 
events  which  took  place  in  1847  and 
1848,  and  although  the  noble  Lord  may 
not  condescend  to  profit  by  the  expe- 
rience of  that  period,  I  confess  myself, 
that,  when  I  look  back  to  what  followed, 
the  consequences  were  so  sad,  and  have 
been  so  opposed,  in  my  opinion,  to  the  pro- 
gress of  Italy,  and  to  the  amelioration  of 
the  condition  of  Italian  society,  that  I 
tremble  lest  we  should  embark  in  a  like 
enterprise  again,  and  lest  we  should  reap 
from  that  conduct  the  same  bitter  and 
desolating  fruits.  It  is  for  this  reason, 
Sir,  that  I  have  taken  the  liberty  of  en- 
tering thus  early  into  this  debate.  This 
leads  me  to  the  second  practical  means  by 
which  you  may  attempt  to  emancipate — as 
it  is  termed — Italy.  Sir,  wo  may  do  this 
by  rousing  the  passions  of  the  Italian  peo- 
ple. Without  declaring  war  you  may  have 
diplomatic  communications — you  tnay  have 
what  you  had  in  1847  —  first,  friendly 
Advice,  and  afterwards,  what  are  call- 
ed "admonitions'*  to  the  ruling  Powers; 
and  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt,  that 
without  declaring  war,  and  without  the 
active  co-operation  of  fleets  and  armies, 
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you    may    thus   set  a   great   portion  of 
Italy  in    flames,    and    may   reap   conse- 
quences which  we    may  all  have   deeply 
to   deplore.      I   will   try   for    a    moment 
to  trace  what  would   be  your  diplomatic 
action    under    that  second  system   upon 
Naples.     But  before  I  do  that,  there  is 
one  observation  which  I  cannot  help  im- 
pressing   on    the   House.     The   state  of 
Naples  is  declared  by  Lord  Clarendon  to 
be  so  exceptional  as  even  to  justify  the 
violation   of    the   golden  rule   of  foreign 
policy — namely,   non-intervention.     Now, 
it  would  be  very  desirable  to  have  before 
us,  on  authority,  some  description  by  the 
Government  of  what  the  state  of  Naples  is. 
I  will,  for  the  moment,  assume  that  all 
those  tales  which  have  reached  us  of  ruth- 
less  and    savage  imprisonment   are   per- 
fectly authentic ;  but,  if  authentic,  in  all 
probability   they  are   in  a   great   degree 
the    consequence    of    the    panic-stricken 
councils  of  a  small  Sovereign  surrounded 
by  conspirators,  encouraged  by   the  me- 
nace of  foreign  interference.     I  will  admit 
all  we  hear  to  be  perfectly  authentic — the 
ruthless  imprisonments,  and  the  cruel  and 
even  Sanguinary  punishments.     Well,  but 
I  remember  that  a  few  years  ago,  there  were 
alleged  against  Austria  the  same  horrible 
stories  of  the  imprisonment  of  citizens — 
the  flower  of  the  North  of  Italy — in  dis- 
tant fortresses.     Who  has  not  heard  of 
the  names  of  men  in  the  highest  walks 
of  literature  and  science  who  have  been 
the  inmates   of    Austrian   dungeons!     I 
care    not    now    to    inquire     what    were 
the  particular  causes  which  induced  those 
imprisonments.      But    was    it    not   then 
felt  that  if  we  entered  into  that  question 
we  should  be  entering  into  the  mtemal 
affairs  of  another  country,  and  that  the 
principle'  of   non-interference    in  foreign 
countries   would    be    much   endangered? 
But   I  want  to  know   what  there  is   in 
the  state  of  Naples,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment,  that  did  not  apply  to    the   con- 
dition of  Austria  at  the  time  of  which  we 
are  speaking  ?     If  the  cruel  imprisonmcot 
of  citizens  by  a  Sovereign  is  considered  so 
exceptional  a  thing  as  to  permit  the  viola- 
tion of  the  cardinal  principle  of  the  policy 
we  have  adopted,  why  did  we  not  violate 
it  in  the  instance  of  Austria  ?    Why,  when 
we  hear  of  those  dreadful  banishments  to 
Siberia  with  which  hon.  Gentlemen  are  so 
familiar,  do  we  not  consider  that  an  ex- 
ceptional case  ?     And  what  other  differ- 
ence is  there  between  Naples,  and  Aus- 
tria, and  Russia  than  this — that  Naples  is 
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a  weak  Power,  and  that  Austria  and  Rus- 
sia are  very   strong   Powers  ?     I   would 
impress  upon  the  Ilouse,  therefore,  that 
it    should   he    very    cautious    upon    this 
head.    Now,  let  us  see  what  will  be  the 
action  of  the  second  practical   course   in 
the  case  of  Naples  if  we  pursue  it.     We 
determine  not  to  go  to  open  war  to  eman- 
cipate Italy ;    hut   still    the   condition   of 
Naples  is  so  intolerable  as  to  he  an  excep- 
tion to  the  principle  of  our  policy — so  in- 
tulerable  as  to  warrant  interference,  though 
not  in  a  military  form.     Then,   Sir,  we 
hare  an  admonition — England  and  France 

Sublish  an  admonitory  note  to  the  King  of 
[^aples,   and,   perhaps*   an    English  fleet 
rides  in  the  Bay  of  Naples.     E?eryhody 
knows    what    the    consequence    of    that 
would  be.     The  instant  that  the  discon- 
tented portion  of  the  population  of  that 
kingdom  find   that   Naples  ,has  ;lo&t   the 
good  offices  of  the  great  Western  Powers, 
that  process  takes  place  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  referred  to — the  passions  of  the 
Italian  population  are  roused.     They  will 
reason  thus.     They  know  well,  when  their 
own  Sovereign  is  lectured  by  England  and 
France,   and  an  English  fleet  is  in  the 
offing,  that  if  they  rise,  and  rise  succebs- 
fully  against  their  Sovereign,  Austria  dare 
not  interfere.     I  deny  the  proposition   of 
the  noble  Lord,  that  an  insurrection  in 
Naples  is  necessarily  a  prelude  to  an  Aus- 
trian occapation.     If  England  and  France 
arouse  the  passions  of  the  Italian  popu- 
lation by  proclamations  and  by  lecturing 
the  King  of   Naples,   and  if  an  English 
fleet  is  in  the  bay,  Austria  will  not  occupy 
Naples.     The  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
this  question  seems  to  think  that  the  revo- 
lutionary spirit   in  Italy  is  obsolete  and 
worn  oat — that  there  is  no  contest  going 
on  in  Italy  but  between  worn-out  dynasties 
and  some   intelligent    and   well-educated 
persons  of  the  superior  classes,  who  de- 
hiTe  his  great  specific  for  all  evils — consti- 
tutional govern  men  t.     I  do  not  think  that 
that  this  is  a  true  judgment  of  the  Italian 
people  or  of  Italy.     There  is  in  Jtaly  a 
power  which  we  seldom  mention  in  this 
House,  but   without  considering  and  un- 
derstanding which  wo  shall  never  rightly 
comprehend  the  position  of  Italy — I  mean 
the    secret    societies.     The   secret  socie- 
ties do  not  care  for  constitutional  govern- 
ment.    They  do  not  want  existing  society 
ameliorated,  they  want  it  changed ;  and 
they   seek     objects   from    such    changes 
such    as    can   never  he    obtained   or   se- 
cured by  those  enlightened  institutions  to 


which  the  noble  Lord  V^rs.  We  kuuw 
something  more  of  thcso  societies  than  \vc 
did.  Since  the  outbreak  of  1848  wc  have 
had  means — not  sufficient,  but  still  wc  have 
had  means  of  obtaining  a  kuowledgo  uf 
their  numbers,  organisation,  principles,  and 
objects;  and  without  some  considcratiuu 
of  these  it  would  ho*  absolutely  inipossiblo 
for  us  to  form  a  conception  of  what  would 
be  the  consequence  of  our  interference  in 
the  affairs  of  Italy.  It  is  useless  to  deny, 
because  it  is  impossible  to  conceal,  that  a 
great  part  of  Europe — the  whole  of  Italy 
and  France  and  a  great  portion  of  Germany, 
to  say  nothing  of  other  countries — arc  co- 
vered with  a  network  of  these  secret  socie- 
ties, just  as  the  superficies  of  the  earth  is 
now  being  covered  with  railroads.  And 
what  are  their  objects?  They  do  not  at- 
tempt to  conceal  them.  They  do  not  want 
constitutional  government;  they  do  not 
want  ameliorated  institutions ;  they  do  not 
want  provincial  councils  nor  the  recording 
of  votes; — they  want  to  change  the  tenure 
of  land,  to  drive  out  tho  present  owners  of 
the  soil,  and  to  put  an  end  to  ecclesiastical 
establishments.  Some  of  them  may  ^o 
further.  These  are  men  of  energy  and 
determination ;  and  do  you  think  that,  with 
their  complete  organisation,  when  Austria 
cannot  interfere  to  occupy  the  kingdom  of 
Naples,  when  the  King  is  lectured  on  his 
throne  by  the  Western  Powers,  and  when, 
as  the  noble  Lord  says,  the  passions  of  the 
Italian  people  are  roused,  those  societies  will 
be  quiet  ?^  We  know  what  they  did  before. 
They  rose,  and  their  energy  and  their  or- 
ganisation carried  everything  before  them. 
1  am  told  that  a  British  Minister  has  boast- 
ed— and  a  very  unwise  boast  it  was— that 
he  had  only  to  hold  up  his  hand  and  ho 
could  raise  a  revolution  in  Italy  to-morrow. 
It  was  an  indiscreet  buast,  but  I  believe 
it  not  impossible,  with  the  means  at  his 
disposal,  that  he  might  succeed.  What 
would  happen  ?  You  would  have  a  republic 
formed  on  extreme  principles,  and  there 
may  be  many  intelligent  and  well-meaning 
persons — 1  do  not  say  in  this  House — who 
would  say,  *•  And  what  then  ?*'  "  No- 
thing can  be  worse,'*  they  would  suy, 
"  than  the  present  state  of  Italy ;  let  us 
try  a  Red  Republic,  or  even  a  republic  of 
a  still  more  fiery  colour."  But  the  ques- 
tion of  Italian  politics  is  not  of  that  simple 
character.  Rome  is  not  far  distant  fruni 
Naples.  The  passage  from  Naples  to  the 
States  of  the  Church  is  not  difficult.  You 
may  have  triumvirs  again  cbtablished  in 
Rome ;  the  Pope  may  again  be  forced  to 
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flee ; — and  my  l||o.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Spooner)  may  say,  **  So  much  the  better" 
— and  not  a  cardinal  may  be  left  in  Rome. 
What  will  be  tlio  consequences  of  that? 
You  forget  tliat  the  two  great  Catholic 
Powers  of  Europe — Franco,  whose  Em- 
peror boasts  in  these  very  protocols  of  being 
the  eldest  son  of  the  Church — that  Ally 
with  whose  beneBcent  co-operation  Italy 
is  to  be  emancipated — if  such  a  catastrophe 
should  occur,  France  and  Austria  will  pour 
their  legions  over  the  whole  surface  of  the 
Peninsula.  You  will  have  to  withdraw 
the  British  fleet ;  your  admonitions  will  be 
tlirown  into  the  mud  (as  they  deserve), 
and  your  efforts  to  free  Italy  from  the 
occupation  of  foreign  troops  will  terminate 
— OS  it  terminated  before — by  rendering 
the  thraldom  a  thousand  times  more  severe, 
and  by  aggravating  the  miseries  of  the 
unfortunate  people  whose  passions  you  have 
fired,  and  whose  feelings  you  have  this 
night  commenced  to  rouse.  But  is  that 
all  the  evil?  If  the  movement  which  com- 
menced at  the  Conference  of  Paris  is  to  be 
followed  up  ;  if  the  protocols  are  to  be  suc- 
ceeded by  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  while  Parliament  is 
sitting,  and  by  admonition  and  written  lec- 
tures by  our  foreign  Minister  And  by  our 
representatives  abroad  during  the  autumn, 
in  all  probability  you  will  again  have  Italy 
in  flames,  you  will  again  crush  that  pro- 
gress which  has  been  always  going  on  in 
time  of  peace ;  ihid  when  we  meet  again 
we  may  find  the  position  of  the  Pen- 
insula infinitelv  worse  than  before.  But 
do  not  suppose  that  the  danger  terminates 
here.  What  I  have  said  I  consider — so 
far  as  the  future  can  bo  certain — to  be  the 
certain  consequences  of  the  policy  which 
you  are  puri^uing.  What  I  am  now  going 
to  refer  to  are  merely  possible  results,  but 
they  are  results  of  so  terrible  a  character 
that  it  is  my  duty  to  refer  to  them,  though 
I  do  80  with  reserve  and  some  feeling  of 
awe.  The  secret  societies  arc  not  confined 
to  Italy,  AS  I  have  ventured  to  remind  the 
House.  They  arc  at  this  moment  more 
numerous,  more  active,  and  in  a  higher 
state  of  organisation  in  France  than  in 
any  other  State  of  Europe.  If  Italy  be 
in  flames,  and  if  the  Italian  secret  societies 
be  successful,  do  you  think  that  it  will 
have  no  eflToct  on  the  secret  societies  of 
France  ?  They  are  always  in  a  state 
of  organisation  and  ready  to  act  upon 
every  occasion.  Parliament  and  the  coun- 
try have  confidence,  and  have  justly  con- 
fidence, in  the  character  of  the  great  prince 
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who  now  rules  France.  He  is  a  man  of 
rare  sagacity,  ho  has  been  schooled  in  ad- 
versity, and  he  is  at  this  moment  at  the 
head  of  a  numerous  and  triumphant  army 
devoted  to  him.  You  may  therefore  allow 
Parliament  to  be  prorogued  with  little  fear 
as  to  the  consequences  to  France  of  the 
system  in  which  you  are  now  about  to 
engage  in  Italy.  But  yoa  will  allow  mo 
to  remind  you  that  we  all  remember 
another  great  prince  who  sat  upon  the 
French  throne,  whose  sagacity  during  his 
reign  was  also  a  proverb,  who  was  never 
mentioned  in  this  House  but  in  tenns  of 
panegyric  on  both  sides,  who  also  had  been 
schooled  in  adversity,  and  who  was  also 
seconded  by  an  army  which  he  and  the 
princes  of  his  House  had  themselves 
formed,  which  was  fresh  and  flushed  with 
victory,  and  which  was  led  by  able  generals 
devoted  to  him  and  eager  to  prove  their 
devotion  by  the  assertion  of  his  rights  and 
the  maintennnce  of  his  throne.  But  that 
great  prince  fell  suddenly,  and  he  fell 
solely  and  entirely  by  the  action  of  the 
secret  societies.  That  I  apprehend  is  a 
fact  which  no  man  acquainted  with  the 
events  of  1848  will  deny.  No  doubt  that 
terrible  catastrophe  was  assisted  by  a  great 
misfortune  which  then  occurred  to  France. 
In  1847,  when  a  Member  of  the  British 
Cabinet  (whose  career  I  have  commemo- 
rated in  this  House  already)  was  sent  to 
give  advice  and  counsel  to  the  Italian 
princes,  there  happened  to  be  a  season  of 
unexampled  want  in  Europe,  and  especially 
in  France.  At  no  time  within  the  follow- 
ing year  were  the  means  of  sustenance 
and  of  employing  labour  so  deficient. 
What  is  the  condition  of  Franco  at  this 
moment  ?  A  terrible  visitation  has  fal- 
len upon  that  country.  The  charity  of 
more  than  one  nation  and  the  admirable 
measures  adopted  by  the  ruler  of  France  to 
mitigate  the  consequences  of  that  visi- 
tation may  enable  the  next  season  to  be 
passed  without  that  misery  which  fell  upon 
the  country  in  1848.  But  the  prospect  of 
that  country,  in  a  material  point  of  riew, 
is  vQrj  grave,  and  if  you  commence  an- 
other campaign  of  Liberalism — the  expres- 
sion of  vaguo  opinions  and  sympathies 
without  being  prepared  to  support  them  by 
acts — a  policy  convenient  for  a  Minister  or 
a  public  man  who  wishea  to  make  a  poli- 
tical demonstration,  or  to  an  ambitious 
monarch  who  wishes  to  increase  his  ter- 
ritories, but  one  which  a  wise  Parlianient 
will  hesitate  to  sanction  with  its  ratifica-> 
tion — if  you  once  embark  in  this  scheme 
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kecnljr  na  any  Gentleman  in  this  Ilouoe, 
wbetlicr  he  be  a  First  MiniBlcr  or  an  ex- 
First  Minister.  I  hope  and  believe  that 
the  time  will  come  when  in  Italy  there  will 
be  neither  secret  sociotiea  nor  crowned 
despots.  But  these  are  questions  for  the 
closet,  not  for  a  practical  and  popular 
osaembly.  We  have  to  deal  with  the  focts 
before  us,  and  if  we  raise  up  nn  ajjitnlion 
against  Austrian  rule  without  baring  a  dis- 
tinct conception  in  our  niiuds  of  the  objects 
at  which  wc  aim  and  the  line  of  conduct 
which  we  intend  to  pursue,  we  shall  be 
arresting  the  progress  of  Italv  and  aggra- 
vating every  misfortune  which  has  been 
brought  under  our  notice.  It  is  impossible 
to  deny  the  fact  that  the  great  power  of 
Italy  is  Austria.  Both  the  noble  Lords 
have  admitted  that,  unless  we  are  prepared 
to  enter  into  an  internecine  struggle  with 
Austria,  our  object  ought  to  he  to  render 
the  Austrian  rule  as  mild  and  bcuefiecnt 
as  we  can.  At  least  wo  ought  not  to 
encourage  those  who  are  prepared  to  con- 
spire against  that  rule,  but  who  are 
prepared  to  do  nothing  else.  Sir,  I 
was  in  Italy  long  before  the  affairs  of 
1848;  and  although  unquestionably  the 
QoTerament  of  Austria  was  not  that 
Italian  OoTernment  which  poets  would 
picture  in  their  dreams,  though  it  was 
not  a  system  of  government  under  which 
Petmrcha  were  crowned  with  laurels  iu 
the  cnpitol,  yet  it  was  distinguished  from 
the  olfaer  GoTernments  of  Italy  by  a  vast 
expenditure  of  Imperial  —  not  Italian — 
treasure  upon  public  works,  by  the 
light  taxation  of  the  people,  and  by  the 
progressive  material  iniprovement  of  tho 
country.  That  is  aomelhing.  It  is  good 
to  have  a  country  with  roods  unrivalled, 
with  means  of  communication  yearly  in- 
creasing. That  is  not,  it  is  true,  the  only 
object  ef  life  ;  but  I  need  not  inipresa 
upon  hen.  Gentlemen  that  material  pros- 
perity is  a  basis  on  which  you  may,  and 
in  time  probably  will,  establish  civil  and 

Eolitical  rights  ;  that  the  richer  a  people 
ecome  the  more  anxious  they  are  to  guard 
that  wealth  ;  and  that,  whatever  we  may 
say  of  the  Austrian  rule,  it  was,  so  far  as 
Lombardy  was  concerned,  a  rule  under 
which  at  least  tho  material  character  of  tho 
country  was  greatly  improved.  I  bavo 
not  been  in  Lombardy  since  that  unfortu- 
nate year,  I84S,  hut  1  have  heard  that  the 
picture  of  society  is  now  of  a  very  dif- 
ferent character.  I  hear,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  affairs  of  1848,  taxes 
havo  greatly  increased,  public  works  bare 


of  nieiBg  the  passions  of  the  Italian  popu- 
lation, BB  the  beet  means  of  anieliorating 
their  condition  and  mitigating  the  poli- 
tical evils  of  their  coantry  ;  and .  if  the 
consequences  of  that  policy  should  unhap- 
pily bo  concurrent  with  a  period  of  great 
sgricultDral  distress  in  France,  it  will 
require  all  the  sagacity  of  tho  prince — 
even  though  he  may  be  most  sagacious — 
and  all  the  resources  of  his  army,  however 
numerous  and  however  victorious,  to  guard 
■gwnst  the  danger  ;  and  fortunate  will  it 
bo  for  France  and  for  Unropo  if  they 
escBpe  the  most  fatal  results.  I  have 
toacned  upon  these  points  hecftuse  I  feel 
that  this  is  no  holiday  question.  We  are 
now  in  the  very  lees  of  the  Session,  and 
^ia  may  probably  be  the  last  day  on 
which  there  will  be  assembled  so  large  a 
nnmber  of  Members  as  were  present  when 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell]  rose 
to  addreas  the  House,  and  commenced  a 
«ourse  which,  if  not  watched  with  vigilance 
sod  care,  may  involve  tho  country  in  pro- 
ceedings the  consequences  of  which  it  is 
<Ii£Geult  to  foresee.  Sir,  I  certainly  find 
some  encouragement  in  the  language  of 
tho  First  Minister,  I  infer  from  it  that, 
notwithstanding  the  proud  protocols  of  the 
Conferences  of  Paris  —  notwithstanding 
this  despatch  of  the  27th  of  March  from 
M.  Cavour,  which  must  have  been  de- 
livered behind  tho  scenes,  and  which  in 
the  papers  appears  as  a  speech  of  Lord 
Clarendon  ;  notwithstanding  all  the  pomp 
of  tho  Conference  and  all  the  pride  of  tho 
protocols,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  noble 
Viscount  has  not  attempted  to  deceive  us, 
and  that  it  is  the  calm,  the  well- considered, 
and  the  solid  determination  of  Her  Majesty's 
Hinialera,  as  regutls  Italian  affairs,  to  do 
nothing.  I  believe  that  the  noble  Viscount, 
profittiog  hy  the  past,  remembering  the  ex- 
perience of  the  years  1847  and  1348,  bos 
made  up  his  mind  not  again  to  be  seduced 
Soto  a  position  so  difficult  and  so  dangerous 
UB  that  which  he  then  encountered.  This 
(lIso  I  will  say,  that  I  have  such  confidence 
in  the  wisdom  of  the  Emperor  of  the 
French  that  I  feel  persuaded  that,  as  re- 
gard* the  afiairs  of  Italy,  he  is  of  the  same 
opinion  and  determination  as  the  noble 
jJord  the  First  Minister.  I  hope  I  am 
not  vrrong  in  this  anticipation,  hut  it  can- 
not be  unadvisable  when  such  a  subject  as 
tfaia  ie  brooght  before  the  House  to  meet 
it  fairly  iu  discussion.  Let  us  not,  when 
qaentkins  of  this  kind  are  brought  before 
as,  be  led  away  by  the  "poetry  of  polities." 
1    can   feet  for  the  condition  of  Italy  as 
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hocn  arretted  in  llicir  progress,  and  the 
materiAl  clevelopniont  of  the  country  has 
much  (limini shell.  Therefore  by  the  course 
wo  took  in  1848  wo  have  not  improrcd  the 
condition  of  Lomhardy.  That  leads  roe 
to  my  last  point,  our  relatione  to  Sar- 
dinia. The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  (Lord  John  Russell)  laid  it 
flown  as  a  principle  that,  although  there 
may  bo  in  the  treaty  with  Sardinia  no 
formal  stipulation  that  we  will  support  that 
country  against  other  Powers,  yet,  after 
its  adhesion  to  the  great  alliance  and  all 
that  has  occurred  since,  we  are  bound  in 
honour  to  give  it  that  support  if  it  should 
be  attacked.  The  noble  Lord  the  First 
Minister  seemed  not  to  question  that  posi- 
tion, but  rather  urged  upon  the  attention 
of  the  House  that  there  was  no  fear  that 
Sardinia  would  attack  Austria.  Now,  I 
think  it  nndesirable  that  men  of  the  great 
ciiaracter  and  influence  of  these  noble  Lords 
should  in  this  House  volunteer  engage- 
ments to  other  countries  which  the  Utera 
scripta  of  a  treaty  does  not  authorise ; 
hut  I  certainly  agree  with,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  City  that  any  attack 
upon  Sardinia  by  any  Power  in  eonse- 
quenco  of  the  internal  policy  which  she 
pursues  would  constitute  ono  of  those  grave 
conjunctures  which  would  demand  the  most 
serious  consideration  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment, and  could  certainly  not  be  en- 
countered by  a  despatch  or  an  admonition. 
Let  me,  however,  remind  the  noble  Lord, 
who  says  that  there  is  no  danger  of  Sar- 
dinia attacking  Austria,  of  what  occurred 
in  1848.  It  was  Sardinia  that  then  at- 
tacked  Austria.  It  was  when  Austria 
was  supposed  to  be  in  distress  and  in 
despair,  even  while  negotiations  of  a  not 
unfriendly  character  were  going  on  be- 
tween the  two  Courts,  that  the  King  of 
Sardinia  made,  as  it  were,  a  nocturnal 
attack  upon  his  Austrian*  neighbour,  and 
commenced  the  war  which  ended  in  his 
signal  discomfiture.  I  hope.  Sir,  that 
the  present  King  will  profit  by  that  ex- 
perience, and  will  not  repeat  that  move. 
I  hope  he  will  feel  confident  that  if  he, 
within  his  own  dominions,  puTBues  the 
policy  which  ho  believes  to  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  great  body  of  his  peo- 
ple, he  will  retain  the  respect  of  Europe, 
and  will  be  safe  from  unjust  attack.  I 
should  deeply  lament  that  any  occupa- 
tion of  Sardinia  by  Austria  should  take 
place.  That  would,  indeed,  be  a  conjunc- 
ture which  would  require  the  considera- 
tion of  this  House.  To  judge  from  the 
Mr.  Disraeli 


past,  I  cannot  bring  myaelf  to  beficve 
that  any  danger  of  that  kind  exists;  I 
cannot  but  believe  that  the  King  of  Sar- 
dinia is  safe  so  lo^g  as  he  remains  witlun 
the  limits  of  bis  own  dominionsy  and 
pursues  that  policy  in  the  management 
of  his  kingdom  which  he  has  a  right 
to  follow.  If  anything  can  give  him 
power  to  develope  his  whole  political  sys- 
tem, it  is  the  maintenance  of  peace  in 
Italy.  But  I  nm  persoaded  that,  if  tlie 
policy  recommended  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  is  followed,  yon 
will  have  the  position  of  Sardinia  endan- 
gered— not  by  Austria,  but  by  the  revolu- 
tionary element  existing  in  Italy,  exercising 
its  sympathetic  influence  upon  the  secret 
societies  of  Piedmont;  and  that  throne 
will  fall,  not  by  the  hand  of  Austria,  not 
by  the  interference  of  foreign  oocvpation, 
but  by  the  efforts  of  men  and  bodies  of 
men,  who  have  in  view  far  otlier  objects 
than  the  constitutional  improvements 
which  wisely  engage  the  attention  of  the 
King  of  Sardinia,  and  the  snbTersive 
career  of  which  will  be  accelerated  by 
such  attempts  as  the  Motion  made  bj 
the  noble  Lord  to-night,  to  arouse  the 
passions  of  the  Italian  people.  Sir,  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  tells  ns  that 
he  cannot  consent  to  the  production  of  the 
papers  now  asked  for.  I  am  not  surprised 
at  it.  I  can  hardly  suppose  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  expected 
them  to  be  granted;  but  he  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  placing  before  the  House 
and  the  country  the  policy  with  respect  to 
Italy  which  he  advocates.  I  entirely  dis- 
sent from  the  views  of  that  noble  Lord. 
I  say,  if  you  will  interfere  with  Italy,  you 
must  interfere  with  fleets  and  armies,  and 
be  prepared  to  meet  the  consequences.  If 
you  interfere  in  Italy,  you  must  make  up 
your  minds  for  a  war  of  prolonged  dura- 
tion— a  war  that  will  tax  your  resources 
to  the  uttermost,  and  which,  once  it  is 
commenced,  you  must  continue  until  you 
have  fully  accomplished  the  objects  for 
which  you  embarked  in  it,  and  which,  ia 
fact,  cannot  end  until  the  map  of  Burope 
is  reconstituted.  That  is  the  only  mode 
in  which  you  can  interfere  in  Italy.  If 
you  are  not  prepared  to  do  that,  fortbe 
sake  of  the  Italians,  then,  for  the  sake 
even  of  liberty  and  civilisation,  you  will 
avoid  stirring  up  the  passions  of  the  popu- 
lation of  that  peninsula.  I  am  confident 
this  view  is  right,  although  you  may  smile 
at  the  association  of  the  words  **  liberty 
and  civilisatiou'*  with  Austrian  rule.    We 
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are  toU  that  we  can  expect  nothing  from 
Austria.  Let  nie  tmprefis  on  the  House 
this  point— that  among  Austrian  states- 
men are  some  of  the.  most  enlighten- 
ed of  pnblie  men.  Among  these  are  the 
present  Prime  Minister  of  Austria  and  the 
Minister  of  that  country  at  the  Court  of 
Rome.  Thej  are  pupils  of  Prince  Met- 
teroicb,  and  like  their  illustrious  mas- 
ter, distingnished  for  their  freedom  from 
prejudice  and  passion.  Such  men  have 
an  interest  in  the  well  government  of  tho 
Italian  States.  They  must  feel  that,  if 
Italy  were  tranquil  and  undisturbed, 
Austria,  being  a  powerful  nation,  could 
itford  to  be  clement,  to  trust,  and  con- 
fide. It  is  the  Kings  of  Naples  —  the 
little  Sovereigns  teased  with  constant 
conspiracies  (fomented  often  by  foreign 
Governments)  who,  rather  from  a  feeling 
of  panic  than  any  natural  cruelty  or  arbi- 
trary disposition,  are  driven  to  those  ex- 
cesses which  we  all  equally  deplore  and 
desire  to  see  terminated.  No  monarch 
can  wish  to  fill  dungeons  with  his  own 
subjects,  if  he  can  avoid  it.  I  remember 
perfectly  well  that  when  Lord  Minto  went 
to  Italy  in  1847,  and  at  the  request  of 
several  of  the  northern  Courts,  tendered 
his  advice  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Government,  the  same  King  of  Naples, 
who  is  now  depicted  to  us  as  quite  a 
Oalignla,  was  so  anxious  to  establish 
some  form  of  constitutional  government 
in  his  dominions  that  he  applied,  to  our 
Government  for  their  good  offices  towards 
that  end  ;  and  Lord  Minto,  at  the  King's 
express  desire,  repaired  to  Naples,  and 
for  a  considerable  period,  I  believe,  enter- 
tained sanguine  expectations  of  success. 
It  was  the  sodden  outbreak  of  the  French 
reTolotion  which  put  a  stop  to  the  arrange- 
ments then  in  progress  in  Naples.  For 
these  reasons,  although  there  can  be  no 
division  to-night  on  this  question,  I  hope 
the  Honse  will  refuse  to  sanction  the 
course  recommended  by  tho  noble  Lord 
— I  hope  it  will  arrive  at  this  conclusion : 
— if  we  agree  to  interfere  in  Italy,  let  it 
be  a  real  interference ;  or,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  we  are  not  prepared  to  act,  if 
we  are  pot  prepared  to  give  effect  to  our 
policy  by  force,  then  the  best  thing  for  us 
irill  be  to  remain  silent ;  not  to  seek  to 
ronae  the  passions  of  the  population  ;  not 
to  upset  thrones — a  policy  which, can  only 
eod  in  aggravating  the  thraldom  of  Italy, 
and  may  lead  to  consequences  still  more 
fraught  with  disaster — not  to  Italy  only — 
but  to  Europe. 


Mb.  BOWTER  believed  it  was  in  his 
power  to  adduce  a  few  facts  tending  to  elu- 
cidate the  debate.  He  had  recently  heard 
from  persons  in  Italy,  on  whom  he  could 
rely,  that  the  Roman  States  would  soon  be 
evacuated  by  foreign  troops.  He  was  told 
that  Cardinal  Antonelli,  the  Pope's  Min- 
ister had  declared  to  the  Austrian  and 
French  Governments  that  he  should  very 
shortly  bo  prepared  to  manage  the  internal 
affairs  of  the  country  without  the  assist- 
ance of  foreign  armies.  lie  was  further 
informed  that  measures  had  been  taken, 
and  were  now  in  a  forward  state,  for  ena- 
bling tho  Ronian  Government  to  dispense 
with  external  aid  of  that  description.  When 
that  result  was  attained,  it  was  to  be  hoped 
there  would  be  an  end  to  these  incessant 
attacks  upon  the  Papal  Government.  At 
the  same  time,  nothing  could  tend  more  to 
retard  and  thwart  the  progress  of  internal 
improvement  in  those  States,  and  conse- 
quently to  retard  the  evacuation  of  the 
country  by  the  foreign  troops,  than  ad- 
dresses such  as  those  delivered  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London.  That 
noble  Lord,  although  possessed  of  great 
knowledge  of  the  literature  and  the  cus- 
toms of  Italy,  allowed  himself  to  bo  carried 
away  by  his  political  predilections,  and 
sought  to  import  into  a  country  for  which 
they  were  wholly  unsuited  those  Whig  no- 
tions which  could  only  flourish  in  an  Eng- 
lish meridian.  The  views  of  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  be  carried  out  unless  we 
were  prepared  to  convulse  the  whole  Italian 
Peninsula  with  revolution.  Being  at  pre- 
sent relieved  from  the  responsibilities  of 
office,  that  noble  Lord  was  able  to  indulge 
in  what  had  been  called  **  the  poetry  of 
politics  ;"  but  if  he  had  occupied  a. place 
on  the  Treasury  benches,  no  doubt  his 
wisdom  and  statesmanship  would  have  led 
him  to  favour  the  cooler  and  more  tempe- 
rate counsels  that  night  promulgated  from 
that  quarter.  The  noble  Lord  argued  that, 
in  return  for  the  assistance  rendered  us  by 
Sardinia  in  the  late  war,  we  were  bound  to 
help  her  in  effecting  her  objects  in  relation 
to  the  Governments  of  other  States.  No- 
thing could  be  more  unjustifiable  than  the 
course  pursued  by  Count  Oavour  at  the 
Paris  Conferences.  He  had  laid  before 
the  Conference  a  most  minute  scheme  for 
remodelling  the  internal  administration  of 
the  Roman  States  and  of  Naples — both  in- 
dependent Governments,  and  neither  of 
them  represented  in  the  Congress — and 
called  upon  the  Conference  to  pledge  them- 
selves to  assist  by  force  in  carrying  that 
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scheme  into  operation.  A  more  monstrous 
project  could  not  be  discovered  if  they  ran- 
sacked the  annals  of  diplomacy.  It  pro- 
posed to  place  the  provinces  of  the  Roman 
States  in  a  position  of  quasi  independence, 
differing  from  the  position  of  the  capital, 
thus  subjecting  the  Goremment  to  a  pro- 
cess of  decapitation  by  separating  the  head 
from  the  trunk.  Such  a  ridiculous  mea> 
sure  as  that  Count  Carour  seriously  sug- 
gested to  the  Conference  as  a  decided  im- 
provement. There  could  be  no  doubt  one 
of  the  real  and  chief  causes  of  the  insecu- 
rity of  Italy  was  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
Sardinian  Government  within  its  own  ter- 
ritory. That  policy  engendered  constant 
agitation  against  the  aristocracy  and  the 
Church,  and  allowed  the  press  to  carry  on 
the  most  calumnious  attacks  upon  the 
clergy  and  the  nobility  with  perfect  impu- 
nity; while,  on  the  other  hand,  newspapers 
venturing  to  advocate  the  other  side  of 
public  questions  were  carried  on  under  con- 
stant fear  of  prosecution  by  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  Government.  The  news- 
papers which  advocated  what  were  in  this 
country  called  Conservative  opinions  were 
constantly  subjected  to  prosecution,  while 
their  opponents  were  allowed  to  indulge  in 
the  most  virulent  language.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  had  referred  to  the  secret  socie- 
ties which  were  rife  in  Sardinia,  and  which 
were  countenanced  by  the  Government, 
and  which  sought,  through  the  influence 
of  those  societies,  to  maintain  its  own 
power.  He  must  also  complain  of  the  vio- 
lation of  the  laws  of  property  which  had 
recently  occurred  in  that  country.  The 
property  of  the  cathedrals  and  religious 
orders  had  been  seized  by  the  Government, 
and  the  pensions  which  bad  been  promised 
to  those  whose  incomes  were  derived  from 
that  property  had,  in  many  instances,  re- 
mained unpaid  ;  and  he  was  informed  a 
few  days  ago,  by  a  letter  he  had  received 
from  a  distinguished  Sardinian  statesman, 
that  some  of  these  persons  were  now  sub- 
sisting on  charity.  Considering  the  state 
of  things  which  Count  Cavour  had  brought 
about,  he  thought  it  ill  became  him  to  say 
that  the  Government  of  the  Pope  was  a 
source  of  danger.  That  statement  reminded 
him  of  the  old  fable  of  the  wolf  and  the  lamb, 
for  Count  Cavour  bad  done  all  the  mischief 
himself,  and  he  now  laid  the  blame  upon 
the  lamb.  He  thought  it  was  most  gratify- 
ing to  see  the  leader  of  the  Government 
and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  concur  in 
taking  a  statesmanlike,  steady,  and  rea- 
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I  sonable  view  of  Italian  affairs.  He,  for 
one,  would  see  with  great  pleasure  a  good 
and  firm  constitutional  Government  eata- 
bliahed  in  Piedmont  {  but  the  exciting  lan- 
guoge  which  was  sometimes  used  in  this 
country,  and  such  language  as  they  had 
heard  from  the  noble  Member  for  the  Citv 
of  London  to-night  was  calculated  to  caose 
confusion  and  difficulty  in  the  kingdom  of 
Sardinia.  When  so  reasonable  and  mode- 
rate a  view  of  the  subject  was  tfkken  by 
two  of  the  most  distinguished  statesmen 
in  that  House,  he  hoped  that  for  the  future 
the  affairs  of  Italy  would  be  allowed  to 
pursue  their  natural  course,  and  that  ad- 
vantage would  not  be  taken  of  the  weak- 
ness of  the  sntaller  Governments  to  ad- 
dress to  them  longuage  which  would  not 
be  used  in  the  case  of  more  powerful 
States.  Those  who  looked  back  to  what 
took  place  in  1848  could  not  wish  to  see  a 
repetition  of  events  which  then  issued  in 
such  disastrous  results. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE S  said,  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  spoken  on  this  subject  with  the  re- 
serve which  his  position  rendered  neces- 
sary, and  had  not  given  that  encoarage- 
ment  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  which  some  hon.  Members  might 
have  desired ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  gave  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  no  right  to 
assume  that  he  had  come  to  the  same  con- 
clusions as  he  had  himself  done  ;  namely, 
that  neither  at  the  present  nor  at  any 
future  time  could  it  be  the  duty  of  this 
country  to  interfere,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, in  the  affairs  of  Italy.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  said  nothing  to 
justify  the  belief  that  they  had  abnegated 
that  great  principle  which  the  liberal  party 
in  that  House  had  always  more  or  less 
supported — namely,  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  this  country  always  by  moral  means, 
and  if  necessary  and  possible  by  physical 
means,  to  support  the  progress  of  liberty 
and  the  independence  of  nations.  He 
trusted  that  England  would  noTcr  abandon 
that  principle,  and  least  of  all  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  when  she  bad  just  sacrificed 
the  blood  of  her  bravest  men  to  maintain 
the  independence  of  a  nation,  which  could 
exercise  little  inflaence  on  the  interests  or 
economy  of  the  country.  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucks  had 
sought  to  place  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  London  in  a  dilemma,  and  said, 
*'  If  you  interfere  at  all,  you  most  do  one 
of   two   things — you   must    declare   war 
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against  Aasiria,  or  you  mast  drive  Italy 
into  reTolution."  He  (Mr.  M.  Milnes) 
thought  this  argument  hardly  consUtent 
with  the  dignity  of  a  Parliamentary  de- 
bate; but  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he,  for  his  part,  was 
williag  to  permit  the  occupation,  by  Austria, 
of  the  whole  Italian  peninsula  ?  The  Aus- 
trian possession  of  the  Lombardo-Venetian 
territory  appeared  even  theoretically  a  most 
extravagant  intervention  in  the  rights  of 
Italy.  What  had  the  German  race  to  do 
on  the  soil  of  Italy  ?  If  the  Austrian  pos- 
session of  those  territories  was  secured  to 
her  by  treaty,  at  least  we  had  the  right  to 
aaj,  that  those  treaties  limited  her  to  those 
parts  of  Italy  only,  and  gave  no  warrant 
to  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  other  States. 
.  He  did  not  presume  to  say  that  it  was  our 
duty,  or  the  duty  of  any  foreign  State,  to 
interfero  with  the  Itiriian  people ;  but  we 
liad  a  right  to  say,  that  Austria  ought  to 
limit  her  powers  of  interference  to  that  por- 
tion of  Italy  which  she  occupies  by  treaty. 
If  upon  some  such  pretence  as  the  demand 
of  the  reigning  Sovereign  she  could  occupy 
Tuscany,  Romagna,  and  Parma,  what  was 
to  prevent  her  occupying  other  States 
in  the  same  way,  and  so  spreading  the 
strength  of  her  military  power  over  the 
whole  of  Italy.  We  had  no  right  to  as- 
sume that  Austria  was  at  present  animated 
by  such  ambitious  projects ;  but,  never- 
theless, the  spirit  of  aggression  which  had 
already  shown  itself  in  Austria,  made  it 
the  duty  of  the  Powers  of  Europe,  who 
respected  the  independence  of  States,  to 
view  her  operations  with  some  jealousy. 
Austria,  for  instance,  had  declared  her 
willingness  to  place  her  army  at  the  dis- 
posal of  such  princes  as  might  be  disposed 
to  use  it,  and  if  such  a  principle  as  that 
eould  be  introduced  with  impunity  into  the 
public  law  of  Europe,  the  disasters  it  must 
lead  to  would  be  most  lamentable.  If  tbe 
public  law  of  Europe  could  be  made  to 
compel  every  Sovereign  to  rely  upon  his 
own  subjects  for  protection,  all  the  evils 
attendant  upon  foreign  occupations  would 
be  avoided ;  but  that  could  not  be,  and  the 
aim  of  constitutional  Powers  should  be  to 
see,  that  when  an  occupation  did  take 
place,  it  should  not  continue  year  after 
year  until  it  assumed  an  influence  equal 
to  that  of  the  Government  itself;  other- 
wise there  would  be  an  end  to  the  balance 
of  power  in  Europe — for  if  upon  no  other 
pretence  but  that  of  assisting  the  reigning 
Sovereign,  wo  were  to  allow  to  Austria  the 
right  to  occupy  States  in  this  way,  she 


would  gradually  get  possession  of  the  whole 
of  Italy  ;  and  then  came  the  question,  who 
was  to  turn  her  soldiers  out?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  must  admit  the 
possibility  of  some  danger,  and  admitting 
that,  surely  he  would  say  it  was  not  unbe- 
coming in  us  to  guard  against  it.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
waved  in  their  eyes  the  torch  of  revolu- 
tion, and  had  almost  frightened  them  out 
of  their  propriety  with  stories  of  secret 
societies.  Now,  that  was  the  worn-out 
line  of  argument  adopted  by  tyranny 
throughout  the  whole  of  Europe.  When 
a  Government  or  a  Sovereign  wished  to 
break  faith  with  the  people,  they  had 
hitherto  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  get  up  a 
panic  about  secret  societies.  But  let  them 
look  philobophically  into  the  matter,  and 
see  whether  it  were  possible  or  probable 
that  societies  of  tl)is  extremely  dangerous 
character  could  grow  up  in  a  well-governed 
country.  If  secret  societies  existed  at 
all,  they  generally  exercised  great  influ- 
ence, and  their  very  existence  was  a  proof 
that  the  social  wants  of  the  country  were 
not  recognised — that  there  were  social  de- 
sires not  accomplished.  They  showed  that 
the  Government,  for  all  purposes  of  govern- 
ment, was  not  what  it  ought  to  be  ;  and 
hence  he  was  fortified  in  the  opinion  that 
secret  societies  were  alone  dangerous  in 
countries  which  had  feeble.  Governments. 
Secret  societies  failed  altogether  and  be- 
came powerless  when  the  Government  re- 
gained its  strength  and  equilibrium,  as  was 
shown  by  the  eivents  of  1848  in  Prance. 
The  people  returned  to  their  peaceful  avo- 
cations as  if  no  revolution  had  taken  place, 
and  when  the  influence  of  the  secret  socie- 
ties reached  its  culminating  point,  the 
power  of  true  order  and  discipline  asserted 
its  majesty  in  the  streets  of  Paris.  That 
there  were  secret  societies  in  Italy  no  one 
could  doubt.  How  could  it  be  otherwise 
in  a  country  where  espionage  was  the 
rule  of  government,  where  the  sanctity  of 
family  life  was  destroyed — where  freedom 
of  thought  was  abolished  from  the  minds 
of  men  who  had  received  the  education  of 
intelligent  persons,  and  who  by  their  com- 
munications and  intercourse  with  other 
countries  had  learned  to  think  and  hope 
for  themselves  ?  Of  course,  amongst  men 
so  situated  and  oppressed  there  must  be 
secret  societies,  and  God  forbid  that  there 
should  not.  But  were  we  to  fold  our  arms, 
because  under  such  circumstances  scenes 
of  disorder  might  occur  in  Italy  ?  Where 
we  not  only  to  do  nothing,  but  to  proclaim 
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to  the  wotM  that  we  would  do  oolhiiig  ?  If 
BUfh  were  the  policy  adToealed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlomao,  he  was  thankful  the 
Government  of  this  countrj  was  not  in  the 
hands  of  a  Mioister  who  would  eounsel 
suoh  a  ooorse— not  that  he  heliered  that 
Parliamentary  government  in  Snrdinia  was 
in  peril,  but  he  believed  that  if  England 
were  to  fihow  an  unwillingness  to  protect 
Sardinia,  the  conBoqoences  might  be  other- 
wise than  favourable  to  that  institution  *> 
because  it  was  quite  impossible  that  8ar* 
dinia  could  be  looked  at  by  the  absolutist 
Powers  of  Europe  with  any  other  than  a 
jealous  eye.  Her  very  constitution  made 
her  an  object  of  suspicion,  and  she  was  to 
Italy  what  Belgium  had  been  to  Western  Eu- 
rope. He  remembered  a  great  continental 
statesman  once  observed  to  him,  *'  We  on 
the  Continent  do  not  in  the  least  mind 
what  you  do  in  England  with  your  consti- 
tutional Government,  because  you  are  a 
strange  isolated  people ;  but  your  esta- 
blishing the  kingdom  of  Belgium,  and 
showing  thereby  that  constitutional  go- 
vernment can  flourish  on  the  Continent  in 
evil  as  well  as  good  times,  is  one  of  the 
most  dangerous  examples  that  has  ever 
been  propounded."  And  so,  he  had  no 
doubt,  the  absolutist  Powers  of  Europe 
regarded  the  kingdom  of  Sardinia  ;  which 
rendered  it  the  more  necessary  that  we 
should  throw  around  her  the  great  protec- 
tion of  the  shield  of  England.  He  be- 
lieved that  just  as  we  did  so  openly  and 
chivalrously,  there  would  be  less  reason  to 
suppose  that  we  should  be  obliged  to  make 
any  sacrifices  for  her.  He  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  re- 
vived the  calumnies  circulated  some  time 
ago,  with  regard  to  the  mission  of  Lord 
Minto.  He,  like  a  certain  foreign  journal 
of  influence,  attributed  the  revolutionary 
spirit  in  Italy  to  that  noble  Lord's  mission; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  altogether 
forgot  that  if  the  revolution  of  1848  had 
not  taken  place  things  might  have  been 
very  different  in  Italy.  The  counsels  of 
Lord  Minto  had  been  marked  by  wisdom 
and  moderation,  and  had  they  been  follow- 
ed there  was  no  reason  to  disbelieve  that  by 
this  time  the  mission  of  Lord  Minto  would 
have  been  remembered  by  princes  and  peo- 
ple with  feelings  of  gratitude.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Roman  States,  the  Comte  de 
*Monralembert  bad  laid  it  down  that  none 
but  Catholics  could  sympathise  with  or  un- 
derstand them,  and  therefore  we  had  no 
right  to  interfere  witli  the  Pope's  domi- 
nions  ;  hut  if  the  machinery  of  the  Papal 
Afr,  Monckton  Milnes 


Government  oonld  only  be  kept  in  iiwmI 
with  the  assistance  oi  foreign  am»,  m 
had  a  right  to  say  that  in  a  temponlpaw 
of  view  foreign  intervention  oonM  not  m 
avoided.     To  talk  of  the  independeiieeil 
the  sovereign  head  of  the  Catholic  ChareHJ 
when  the  Pope  was  manifestly  kept  apoiiiii-| 
throne  by  some  one  of  the  Catholic  Povetv 
seemed  rather  contradictory  ;   but  it  w 
the  religious  element  that  was  herein  I 
ferred  to,  and  if  that  were  so,  he  most  af ' 
he  saw  no  reason  whaterer  why  the  c 
tion   of   Italian   independence   sbooU  Wl 
mixed  up  with  the  sublimer  question  ft 
religion.     Let  the  Pope  remain  in  luU^' 
you  would,  but  only  upon  the  bssis  tbit 
his  temporal   power  was  regolated  b?  t 
sensible  and  good   form  of  govemiDeot. 
This  brought  him  to  a  point  tovbiehU| 
begged  the  especial  attention  of  the  '^w% 
and  that  was  the  little  attention  the  IuIm 
population  had  at  any  period  shown  to  w] 
particular  form  of  government.     Tbc  h^ 
liana,  however,  had  always  been  remark- 
ably conspicuous  for  their  moderation,  asl 
even  during  the  occupation  of  Rome  bj 
the  republican  troops,  property  and  life 
was  quite  as  secure  as  they  were  in  the 
time  of  the   Roman  Government.     The 
difficulties  of  this  question  of  Italian  iode- 
pendenee  mnst  therefore  be  greatly  exag- 
gerated.   The  process  of  establishing  good 
government  in  Italy  was,  to  his  mind, » 
exceedingly  simple  that  nothing  but  iu 
extreme  simplicity  prevented  its  adoption. 
It  would  involve  the  sovereign  princes  in 
risk   vrhatever,   and   that  fact   made 


no 


him  fancy  there  was  something  at  work 
upon  their  minds  quite  as  injurious  as 
any  secret  societies.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  they  were  suffering  under  foreign 
influence,  which  prevented  their  doing 
what  was  right,  as  well  for  themselves  as 
for  their  subjects ;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  it  would  be  wise  that  there  should 
be,  on  the  part  of  liberal  GovemmeDts, 
some  interference  to  counteract  or  balaoee 
that  of  the  absolutist  Powers.  He  be- 
lieved that  Italy  had  a  great  future  before 
her.  Napoleon,  in  one  of  his  eonvens- 
tions  with  Count  Montbolon,  said  that  be 
i  always  had  before  him  the  scheme  of  esta* 
blishing  the  integrity  and  independence  of 
Italy.  The  difference  between  the  various 
Italian  States  was  no  greater  than  that 
between  the  north  and  south  of  France,  or 
even  between  Scotland  and  Cornwall.  The 
progress  of  events  would  gradually  mould 
them  together,  and  the  time  might  come 
when  it  would  soem   as  strange  to  look 
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l>ack  upon  the  disorders  of  Italy  as  to 
tboee  of  France,  and  when  one  homogene- 
ous naUon  might  stand  heiween  the  Alps 
and  the  sea — a  proof  of  the  wisdom  and 
RAp:aoi(»as  foresight  of  tlioae  who  laboured 
in  its  behalf. 

Mft.  WHITESIDE  said,  be  thought 
that  the  House  was  indebted  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  for  having 
introduced  to  their  attention  a  subject  of 
such  deep  and  painful  interest.  The 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  was  eminently 
logical,  and,  having  established  his  pre- 
niiftes,  he  had  drawn  a  conclusion  that  was 
irresistible  ;  but  if  his  object  had  been  to 
induce  the'  noble  iiord  the  Member  for  Ti- 
verton to  declare  a  policy  from  that  conclu- 
sion on  the  Italian  difficulty,  he  had  been 
signally  unsuccessful.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
a  great  accomplishment  to  be  able  to  speak 
well  and  gracefully,  and  yet  to  say  nothing ; 
and  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  lor 
Tiverton  had  done  to  admiration.  The 
noble  Lord  had  had  a  pliun  and  practical 
question  submitted  to  htm  that  evening ; 
be  had  spoken  well  and  gracefully,  as  he 
always  did  ;  and  yet  he  (Mr.  Whiteside) 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  not  a  man  in 
the  House  who  thoroughly  understood  what 
the  noble  Lord  had  intended  to  convey. 
The  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  London  was  irresistible.  Leaving 
all  abstract  principles,  and  throwing  aside 
all  the  poetry  of  the  question,  and  apply- 
ing himself  to  a  matter  of  business,  the 
noble  Lord  said,  "  I  take  up  your  proto- 
cols, I  read  your  formal  State  papers,  and 
I  ask  you,  consistently  with  the  doctrines 
which  you  have  propounded,  are  you  to 
remain  contented  with  barren  protocols,  or 
do  you  intend  to  act  up  to  them  as  sincere 
and  honest  men?"  The  noble  Lord  was 
the  advocate  of  a  manly  and  decisive  policy. 
He  said,  **  You  have  pointed  out  the  evils 
under  which  Italy  groans  ;  you  have  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  Plenipotentiaries  at 
Paris  to  the  miseries  of  that  country  ;  do 
yon  intend  to  pursue  your  advice  to  a  prac- 
tical conclosion  ?"  That  qoestion  had 
been  answered  by  the  noble  Lord  the  first 
Minister  of  the  Crown  by  saying  nothing; 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lon- 
don were  satisfied,  or  thought  that  he  had 
obtained  an  exposition  of  a  policy,  he  was 
easily  contented.  What  was  the  House  to 
say  to  those  papers  which  had  been  pre- 
sented, and  to  the  modest  revolutionary 
theories  which  Lord  Clarendon  had  laid 
down  at  the  Conferences  ?  Lord  Clarendon 


said  that  they  roust  deal  with  a  strong 

hand  with   Naples,   and   that  they  must 

secularise    the  Papacy — in   other  words« 

tliat  they  must  overtuni  the  Govemmeat 

of  Rome  ;  because  any  man  who  told  him 

(Mr.  Whiteside)  that  they  were  to  secu* 

larisc  the  Papacy,  and  at  the  same  time  to 

continue  the  present  Government  of  Rome, 

had   a  design    upon    his    understanding. 

While  the  noble  Lord   the  Member  for 

London  was  logical,  however,  in  reasoning 

upon  the  speeches  of  Lord  Clarendon,  he 

would  have  been  exceedingly  illogical  if  he 

reasoned   upon   his  conclusions  ;  because 

what  had  Lord  Clarendon,  who  had  spoken 

so  well,  really  done  ?     He  could  imagine 

Lord  Clarendon  saying  at  the  Congress-— 

**  We  have  disposed  of  Circassia ;  we  have 

settled  Greece  ;  we  have  have  put  down  the 

independence  of  the  press  of  Belgium ;  and 

now  we   roust  do  something  for   Italy.*' 

Well,  but  what  had  the  noble  Lord  done  ? 

The  practical  question  before  the  Congress 

being  how  to  terminate  the  armed  occu* 

pation  of  the  Legations  and  other  portions 

of  Italy,  this  was  the  conclusion  which  had 

been  arrived  at  as  between  the  Pienipoten* 

tiaries  of  Austria  and  France — 

"  The  Ptenipotsntisries  of  Austiia  have  acoedsd 
to  the  wish  expressed  bj  the  Plenipotentiaries  of 
France  for  the  evacuation  of  the  Pontifical  States 
by  the  French  and  Austrian  troops."  When  ? — 
let  the  Honse  mark  what  follows !  "  As  soon  as 
it  can  be  effected  withoat  prejudice  to  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  eoQDtry  and  to  the  consolidation  of 
tho  authority  of  the  iloly  See/' 

Then,  and  not  till  then,  the  armed  inter- 
vention was  to  cease.  It  was  no  wonder, 
then,  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  had  addressed  his  pertinent  ques^ 
tion  to  the  Government ;  because  it  ap* 
peared  that  the  armed  occupation  of  Italy 
would  continue  till  the  Greek  kalends,  for 
if  it  were  to  continue  till  there  was  a  good 
Government  in  Rome  and  the  authority  of 
the  Pope  was  consolidated  it  would  con* 
tinue  for  ever.  Justice  had  not  been  done 
to  the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London ;  because  his  doctrine, 
rightly  viewed,  was  not  that  of  intervention, 
but  of  non-intervention.  The  noble  Lord 
maintained  that  if  it  were  a  true  doctrine 
that  no  one  had  a  right  to  interfere  between 
a  Sovereign  and  his  subjects  when  theydis* 
puted  upon  matters  pf  internal  policy,  the 
Government,  in  order  to  carry  out  the  doo- 
trine,  ought  to  have  stipulated  that  the 
armies  of  Austria  and  France  should  at 
once  withdraw  from  Italy  ;  and  he  asked 
wliether  any  assurance  had  been  obtained 
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that  their  occupation  would  shortly  cease  ? 
What  was  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  to  that  argu- 
ment ?  Had  it  satisfied  the  Liberal  party  ? 
If  it  had,  tliey  were  as  easily  pleased  as 
they  were  when  they  ratified  the  conduct 
of  the  Ambassador  at  Constantinople.  He 
had  been  assured  the  other  day  by  a  friend 
who  knew  Italy  well,  and  on  whom  he 
could  perfectly  rely,  that  our  Minister  at 
Florence,  the  Marquess  of  Norman  by,  had 
actually  sanctioned  the  intervention  of  the 
Austrian  army.  There  was  a  policy  !  The 
Ambassador  at  Florence  advocated  one 
doctrine,  and  the  Ambassador  at  Paris  an- 
other. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  with  the  protocols  in  his  hand, 
asked  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tiverton  what  he  intended  to  do  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  opinions  he  had  ex- 
pressed ;  and  the  noble  Lord  the  first 
Minister  said  he  intended  to  do  nothing. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  Bowyer)  understood  the  noble 
Lord's  meaning,  he  must  be  the  only  Gen- 
tleman in  the  House  able  to  understand  it. 
But  something  practical  might  have  been 
done.  When  the  subject  was  discussed  at 
the  Paris  Conferences,  they  might  have 
asked  the  occupying  Powers  what  good 
they  had  done  for  Italy  during  their  occu- 
pation ?  An  instructive  and  interesting 
history  had  been  written  of  the  Government 
of  Rome  under  the  first  Napoleon,  describ- 
ing how  the  troubles  of  Rome  had  been 
composed  and  the  people  satisfied  by  an 
honest  administration  of  the  law,  and  by 
the  introduction  of  the  criminal  code  of 
France.  But  the  present  occupation  of 
the  French  was  a  contrast  to  the  last. 
Since  it  had  commenced,  had  France  at- 
tempted, or  even  recommended,  any  im- 
provement ?  None  that  he  had  heard  of. 
The  noble  Lord  might  well  ask,  therefore, 
what  they  were  going  to  do  for  Italy. 
With  regard  to  Naples  they  might  have 
done  one  of  two  things.  The  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
might  have  said,  if  Naples  does  not  be- 
have itself  we  will  blow  it  to  pieces — that 
would  have  been  a  distinct  policy ^^r  he 
should  have  held  his  tongue  if  there  was  no 
intention  of  following  up  words  by  actions. 
But  an  indecisive,  shuffling  policy,  which 
excited  the  feelings  of  the  people  without 
remedying  their  grievances,  was  a  policy 
which  all  must  condemn,  and  be  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire that  it  would  be  wiser  to  renounce 

Mr.  Whiteside 


interference  altogether  than  to  answer  the 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  as  the   noble  Viscount  had 
done.     He  did  not  believe  in  the  doctrine 
that  there  was  no  hope  for  Italy.     Far 
from  it.     In  some  parta  of  Italy  just  laws 
and  good  codes  were  in  existence  when 
the  laws  of  this  country  were  written  ia 
blood;    there  were  good  institutions  and 
materials  for  good  government;  hot,  un- 
fortunately,  in    this    boasted    nineteenth 
century,   the  cause  of  constitutional  go- 
vernment seemed  everywhere  to  retrograde, 
and  if  at  one  moment  they  might  entertain 
some  hopes  for  it,  the  next  moment  they 
were  plunged  in  despair.     There  was  no 
reason  for  revolutionizing  Tuscany.    If  the 
laws  enacted  by  wise  men  for  that  State 
had  been  maintained,  this  discussion  on 
the  situation  of  Italy  would  have  been  un- 
necessary.   Nor  did  he  think  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  modify  the  system  of  go- 
vernment even  in  Naples.     Lord  Colches- 
ter, a  predecessor  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  chair,  after  being  present  at 
the  discussions  of  the  Parliament,  when 
they  bad  a  Parliament  in  Naples,  recorded 
his  opinion  that  he  had  hopes  of  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  temper  and  moderation 
with  which  the  debates  were  conducted. 
Naples  did  not  require  to  be  revolutionized; 
but  if  it  did,  would  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member    for   Tiverton   revolutionize   it? 
What  was   the  principle  of  his  policy? 
His  principle  was  interference  by  protocols 
— rprotocols  barren  of  good  fruits,  though 
not  always  barren  of  evil  fi'uits.     If  tvo 
nations  were  continually  firing  protocols  at 
each  other,  they  would  end  by  firing  some- 
thing else.     The  debate   by   which  this 
protocol  was  preceded  was  very  entertain- 
ing, though  he  feared   it  would  lead  to 
a  permanent  occupation  of   Italy.    The 
French  Minister  said  to  the  Austrian  Mi- 
nister, "Why  don't  you   withdraw  from 
Italy?"      The  Austrian  Minister  turned 
and  said,  "Why  don't  you  withdraw?" 
He  was  afraid  there  was  some  quiet  sar- 
casm   in  the  noble    Lord    the    Member 
for   London's  observation  that  when  the 
foreign  troops  were  withdrawn  the  Pope 
would  be   left  to  settle  affairs  with  his 
own  subjects.     Was  the  noble  Lord  sure 
that  the  Pope's  subjects  would  not  setde 
him  ?     If  the  Government  of  Rome  repre- 
sented Christianity  upon  earth,  why  not 
leave  it  to  practise  Christianity  towards 
its  subjects  ?      But  the  noble  Lord  the 
first  Minister  of  the  Crown  said  he  could 
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not  adopt  that  policy,  because  "our  august 
Ally"  bad  an  army  there  and  did  not  in- 
tend to  take  it  away.  He  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  ever  to  bo  taken  away, 
because  the  Emperor,  a<«  the  eldest  child 
of  tho  Church,  had  declared  his  determi- 
nation to  support  the  Church.  If,  how- 
ever, the  foreign  troops  should  be  with- 
drawn, he  was  afraid  that  tho  cardinals 
would  have  to  move  as  speedily  as  they 
had  done  on  a  former  occasion,  and  timt 
Rome  would  be  cleared  of  some  of  its  most 
respectable  inhabitants.  To  talk  of  the 
law  of  nations  in  reference  to  the  present 
syi^tem  was  all  nonsense.  What  law  could 
justify  the  army  of  one  country  in  entering 
another  country  to  settle  a  dispute  between 
the  rulers  and  the  people  ?  How  should 
they  have  liked  to  see  an  armed  occupation 
of  Ireland  by  a  foreign  Power  when  a 
revolution  there  was  talked  about  ?  They 
might  at  Paris  have  asked  Austria  to 
withdraw,  but  they  signed  a  protocol  which 
bound  them  to  consent  to  the  stay  of  the 
Austrians  until  the  happy  day  came  when 
Austria,  France,  and  England  could  say, 
"  Now  our  good  work  is  accomplished, 
the  Papal  power  is  consolidated,  and  the 
States  of  Italy  may  again  be  as  they  once 
were — the  light  and  glory  of  the  world.*' 
The  difficulty  of  extracting  an  answer 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  first  Minister, 
which  would  bind  him  to  a  policy,  was 
proved  by  the  persuasive  eloquence  of  the 
noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  London  having 
failed  in  the  attempt.  He  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
that  the  Government  ought  to  do  one  thing 
or  the  other,  and  to  pursue  a  course  that 
would  be  satisfactory  and  intelligible  ;  but 
he  ventured  to  say  that  they  would  do 
neither  one  thing  nor  the  other— -that 
they  would  exasperate  the  feelings  of  the 
Italians,  and  having  stimulated  them  into 
insurrection,  would  leave  them  to  their 
miserable  fate.  That  was  a  policy  of  which 
no  humane  or  just  man  could  approve,  and 
ho  therefore  regretted  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  had  failed  in  ob- 
taining any  satisfactory  answer  from  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
— which  confirmed  him  in  the  opinion  he 
hod  long  held,  that  the  great  quality  of 
the  noble  Viscount  our  First  Minister  was 
that  of  speaking  eloquently  and  gracefully 
without  saying  anything  whatever  on  the 
subject  under  consideration. 

Mr.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORE  said,  he 
thought  very  few  Englishmen  would  be 
found  to  coincide  in  the  opinions  of  the 


hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Bowyer) 
which  seemed  to  him  to  be  less  Roman 
Catholic  than  ultramontane  —  opinions 
which  had  been  condemned  in  all  ages  and 
by  every  writer  of  English  views.  [Mr. 
BowTEK :  No,  no !]  Had  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber read  Dante  or  Machiavelli  ? — the  latter 
of  whom  described  the  secular  government 
of  the  Papal  Court  as  the  scourge  of  Italy. 
The  truth  was,  as  all  history  showed,  that 
of  all  bad  Governments  the  Government  of 
Priests  was  the  worst,  and  of  all  sacer^ 
dotal  Governments  that  of  the  Pope  was 
most  to  be  reprobated.  Tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Disraeli)  said, 
•'  You  would  not  interfere  with  Austria — 
why  should  you  with  Naples  ?"  But  this 
was  a  question  not  of  right  but  of  policy. 
Austria  was  landlocked,  and  was  almost 
inaccessible  to  a  British  force  ;  whereas 
the  very  appearance  of  a  British  fleet  in 
the  Bay  of  Naples  would  be  enough  to  put 
an  end  to  oppression.  He  was  astonished 
to  hear  a  gentleman  like  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  alleging  the  material  well-being 
of  a  refined  and  high-spirited  people  like 
the  Italions  under  the  Austrian  rule,  as  a 
reason  why  they  should  remain  quiet  under 
it.  Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
knew  right  well  the  gratitude  which  the 
civilised  world  owed  to  Italy,  did  not  wish 
the  high-spirited  Italians  to  be  insensible 
to  the  degradation  of  their  country.  It 
was  the  policy  of  Austria  to  provide  her 
people  with  sensual  enjoyments,  for  the 
express  purpose  of  keeping  them  in  slavery; 
but  the  people  of  Italy  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  acquiesce  in  a  treatment  which 
placed  them  on  a  level  with  the  boors  of 
Germany  and  Hungary.  He  (Mr.  Phil- 
limore)  quite  agreed  that  we  had  no  right 
to  encourage  hopes  which  we  could  not 
realise  ;  but  if  the  lovers  of  despotism  had 
countries  to  which  they  knew  they  could 
look  for  comfort  and  aid,  it  was  right  that 
the  lovera  of  freedom  should  also  know 
that  there  was  one  nation  from  whom  their 
struggle  would  always  command  sympathy, 
^nd  from  whom  they  might,  if  possible, 
look  for  co-operation.  It  was  true  that 
nations  were  to  be  guided,  not  by  excited 
feelings  but  by  sound  policy  ;  but  if  there 
were  any  cause  that  should  be  dear  to  a 
man  who  loved  freedom  for  its  own  sake  it 
was  the  cause  of  the  Italian  people. 

Sir  JOHN  WALSH  said,  that  a  con- 
venient  word  had  been  coined  in  the  French 
language  which  it  would  be  desirable  should 
be  adopted  as  soon  as  possible  into  our  own, 
namely,  the  word  ^eialite^  the  meaning  of 
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which  waa  ao  aptness  for  some  particular 
thing  or  pursuit.  Those  who  had  watched 
the  career  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
foreign  diplomacy  was  not  the  sp^cialite  of 
the  noble  Lord.  But  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self seemed  to  be  of  a  different  opinion, 
and,  after  a  short  retirement  from  public 
life,  in  which  he  had  of  late  taken  a  less 
prominent  part  than  usual,  he  had  selected 
a  foreign  question  upon  which  to  make  his 
reappearance  in  the  public  eye.  The  no- 
ble Lord  had  in  one  respect  shovn  that  he 
bad  attained  no  inconsiderable  proficiency 
in  the  art  of  diplomacy,  for  he  had  listened 
carefully  to  the  whole  of  his  speech,  and 
had  totally  failed  to  gather  the  policy  that 
the  noble  Lord  really  wished  this  country 
to  adopt,  or  the  measures  which  the  no- 
ble Lord  called  upon  the  House  to  pursue. 
But  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston) 
gave  his  noble  Friend  the  quid  pro  quo, 
for  his  reply  was  a  chef  d'csuwe  of  diplo- 
macy.  The  noble  Lord,  in  a  succession 
of  sentiments,  in  which  they  all  concurred 
"-—clothed  in  well  chosen  language — gave 
the  House  no  information  whatever  as  to 
the  course  which  the  Government  intended 
to  adopt.  As  Danton  took  for  his  motto, 
**Vaudaee,  el  toujours  Vaudace,*^  so  the 
Doble  Lord,  so  far  as  he  (Sir  J.  Walsh) 
could  make  anything  out  of  his  vague  de-* 
elarations,  had  taken  for  his  motto,  "  in- 
terference somehow  or  other,"  and  would 
plunge  the  country  into  a  sea  of  inters 
ference  upon  Italian  politics.  This  was 
surely  a  departure  from  the  old  Whig 
principles,  which  the  noble  Lord  used  to 
enunciate  when  he  (Sir  J.  Walsh)  had 
first  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House. 
He  remembered  the  time  when  the  Whigs 
talked  of  nothing  but  non-interference  in 
foreign  politics,  and  when  almost  nothing 
was  held  to  justify  interference.  Their 
motto  in  those  days  used  to  be,  *'  toto 
dimsos  orhe  Britannos,**  Now,  we  were 
oalled  upon  to  take  a  part  in  the  inter* 
nal  differences  of  a  nation  divided  from 
us  by  a  great  distance,  while  not  one  of 
the  Italian  Governments  wished  to  seek  a 
quarrel  with  us,  or  to  cultivate  any  other 
than  amicable  relations  with  us.  The  no« 
ble  Lord  said  that  if  Sardinia  were  attack- 
ed we  were  bound  to  defend  her ;  but  who 
was  going  to  attack  Sardinia  ?  Not  Aus- 
tria or  the  Italian  Powers,  for  it  was  the 
very  plain  interest  of  Austria  not  to  attack 
Sardinia.  It  was  said  we  ought  to  force 
Austria  to  withdraw  her  troops  from  Italy. 
But,  then,  there  was  this  difiiculty-— that 
Sir  John  Walsh 


France  occupied  another  portion  of  Italy, 
and  that  Rome,  the  scat  of  Papal  govern- 
ment, was  in  the  possession  of  the  French ; 
and  there  was  a  general  feeling  that  they 
could  not  be  withdrawn  from  Rome  with- 
out occasioning  a  revolution.  They  had  yet 
to  learn  what  the  noble  Lord  assumed — 
that  France  was  prepared  to  be  our  tool ; 
for  the  Emperor  Napoleon  seemed  to  him 
to  be  the  last  man  likely  to  be  the  cat's-paw 
of  Liberalism  either  in 'that  House  or  else- 
where.    The  Emperor  Napoleon  was,  in- 
deed, the  person  least  likely  to  become  an 
instrument  ia  the  hands  of  the  revolution- 
ary party.     It  would  be  madness  and  folly 
to  plunge  into  a  course  of  interference, 
reckoning  upon  the  support  of  the  Emperor 
Napoleon,  which  would  be  entirely  antago- 
nistic to  his  principles  and  interests.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  M.  Milnes) 
thought  the  presence  of  these  troops  unne- 
cessary, and  that,  if  they  left  the  Italians 
to  themselves,  they  would  display  admira- 
ble fitness  for  the  exercise  of  constitutional 
liberty.     With  every  wish  to  see  foreign 
troops  removed  from  the  Italian  Peninsula, 
he  could  not  blind  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
political  parties  in  Italy  were  not  of  the 
very  innocuous  character  described  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman.    He  could  not  forget  that 
the  movement  in  1848,  which  appeared 
to  hold  forth  to  Europe  a  promise  of  con- 
siderable amelioration  in  the  social  state 
of  Italy,  was  marred  and  defeated  by  the 
folly  and  madness  of  the  ultra-revolutionist 
party.     He  could  not  forget  the  atrocities 
attending  the  murder  of  Rossi,  and -the 
scenes  of  violence  and  rapine  which  were 
witnessed  in  the  Legations.    And  he  could 
not  forget  that  a  political  chief  bad  re- 
cently had  the  baseness,  the  madness,  and 
the  folly,  to  advocate  assassinations  as  a 
means  of  accomplishing  reforms.     He  did 
not  mean  to  libel  the  whole  of  that  intel- 
ligent nation,  whose  great  qualities  he  ad- 
mired, but  he  meant  to  say  that  there  were 
Italians  who  carried  their  political  prin- 
ciples to  Red  Republicanism,  which  was 
identical  with  the  Jacobinism  of  former 
times.     As  recently  as  1848  and  1849 
they  had  been  strong  enough  to  overpower 
the  wise  and  moderate  party,  in  whose 
hands  every  enlightened  friend  of  liberty 
would   wish   to  see  the  movement  rest. 
While  he  was  desirous,  therefore,  of  see- 
ing the  state  of  Italy  ameliorated,  he  could 
not  deny  that  a  revolutionary  element  of  a 
very  dangerous  character  did  exist  in  that 
country,  which  required  to  be  guarded  by 
some  precautions.      Under  these  circum- 
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Btaneea,  he  could  not  conceive  a  more  ne- 
gative proceeding  than  that  of  the  nohlo 
Lord.  He  was  quite  sure  the  noble  Lord 
would  withdraw  bis  Motion.  Probably  the 
noble  Lord  never  intended  to  carry  it  to  a 
▼ote.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  considering  that  he  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  peace  of  Europe,  and  the 
relations  between  England  and  the  great 
nations  of  the  Continent,  had  wisely,  in 
speaking  a  great  deal,  said  nothing;  and 
that  would  be  the  result  as  far  as  the  Go- 
▼ernment  was  concerned.  As  far  as  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  followers  were  concern- 
ed, the  only  possible  result  would  be  to 
raise  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Italy 
some  vague  hopes,  which  might  be  disap- 
pointed— hopes  which  it  was  utterly  un- 
worthy of  this  country  to  raifte  unless  it 
meant  to  realise  them,  and  which  he  was 
quite  convinced  in  the  present  state  of  the 
affairs  of  Europe  the  Government  neither 
meant  to  realise  nor  could  realise.  For 
these  reasons  he  deprecated  this  discussion 
as  being  mischievous  in  its  effects,  injurious 
to  the  people  of  Italy,  and  not  creditable 
to  ourselves. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:   It  is  neces- 
sary for  me  to  say  a  few  words  in  conse- 
qnence  of  the  entire  misconstruction  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  has  put  upon  my  speech. 
I  thought  I  had  made  the  matter  suffi- 
ciently clear  by  stating  that  my  object  en- 
tirely referred  to  the  occupation  of  territo- 
ries belonging  to  one  State  by  the  troops 
of  another.     I  asked  whether  that  system 
was  right.     I  said  that  in  my  opinion  an 
occupation  of  seven  years  was  too  long.     I 
said  I  did  not  propose  to  interfere  with  any 
Government  which  its  Sovereign  and  its 
people  might  think  6t  to  establish.     If  a 
despotic  Government  suits  them  best,  let 
them  have   a  despotic  Government.      If 
the  J  wish  free  institutions,  let  them  and 
their  Sovereigns  arrange  what  institutions 
they  will  have.     I  proposed  no  interference 
on  that  subject,  hut  I  said,  I  cannot  admire 
that  form  of  Government  which  encourages 
abases,   which  protects   those   abuses  by 
foreign  troops,  and  which  makes  the  dis- 
content arising  from  those  abuses  a  pretext 
for  retaining  and  continuing  the  presence 
of  foreign  troops.     And,  the  subject  having 
been  brought  before  the   Conferences  at 
Paris,  and  a  great  deal  was  said  upon  it  by 
Lord  Clarendon,  I  asked  the  Government 
if  tboy  intended  to  proceed  with  the  policy 
which  Lord  Clarendon  stated  on  their  be- 
half, or  to  withdraw  from  it.    And  I  said, 


I  thought  it  desirable  that  either  one  course 
or  the  other  should  be  adopted.  I  thought 
that  was  plain  enough.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  does  not  allude 
to  that  question  of  foreign  occupation.  He 
hardly  mentions  it.  He  says  there  are 
two  courses,  one  of  which  we  must  take — 
either  to  go  to  war  with  Austria,  or  to  rouse 
the  passions  of  the  people  of  Italy ;  and  he 
says  I  have  roused  the  passions  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Italy.  Now,  the  whole  of  my  case 
was  this — I  said  the  discussion  in  the  Con- 
ferences had  naturally  created  great  excite- 
ment in  Italy,  and  therefore  it  was  desi- 
rable to  know,  for  the  sake  of  preventing 
the  Italians  being  deceived  or  led  to  pre- 
mature action,  what  was  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
charge  is  therefore  quite  inapplicable,  and 
leads  one  to  believe  that,  having  framed  it 
previously,  he  had  not  time  to  alter  his 
speech  after  hearing  me.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has,  in  fact,  declaimed  upon 
two  propositions,  neither  of  which  is  mine ; 
though  I  certainly  did  say,  and  I  do  say 
again,  I  think  a  term  ought  to  be  put  to 
this  foreign  occupation  of  Italy.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  (Sir  John 
Walsh)  has  also  misunderstood  me  ;  but  I 
am  not  so  much  surpised  at  his  as  I  am  at 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman''8  not  understand- 
ing me.  I  wish  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment what  are  their  views  with  respect 
to  foreign  occupation.  Should  it  be  per* 
mitted  for  seven,  fourteen  or  twenty-one 
years,  or  would  they  give  a  ninety-nine 
years'  lease?  Are  the  troops  always  to 
remain  in  possession  of  the  territories  which 
they  occupy  ?  If  they  are  to  remain  ninety- 
niue  years,  is  not  that  an  actual  transfer 
of  the  sovereignty?  By  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna  certain  countries  are  called  the 
territory  of  Parma  and  the  duchy  of  Mo- 
dena.  Does  that  mean  that  they  are  to 
belong  to  Austria,  or  that  they  are  to  be 
independent  States  ?  If  independent  States, 
is  the  protracted  occupation  of  their  terri- 
tory consistent  with  that  provision  ?  That 
is  the  question  which  I  put  to  the  House, 
and  of  which  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  take  no  notice.     Again,  on  the  general 

?uestion  of  interfering  with  foreign  Powers, 
say  it  is  not  my  proposal  to  interfere. 
Those  who  go  into  a  State  and  tell  the 
Sovereign  ho  cannot  govern  the  people, 
and  tell  the  people  they  are  rebellious  aud 
disobedient,  and  every  person  who  offends 
shall  be  brought  before  a  oourt-martial  of 
foreign  officers,  and  punished  at  the  dictate 
of  those  officers— those  are  the  people  who 
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interfere*  and  not  I,  who  wish  to  put  an 
end  to  their  interference.  With  regard  to 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  the  First 
l^inister  of  the  Crown,  it  has  given  great 
satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  Bowjer),  and  it  may,  therefore, 
seem  rather  stran^^e  that  it  should  also 
have  given  satisfaction  to  mc.  But  cer- 
tainly it  did,  because  I  understood  from  it 
that  the  Government  do  not  intend  to 
abandon  that  policy  which  was  stated  by 
Lord  Clarendon  at  Paris.     With  regard  to 


totions,  or  if,  on  the  other  liand— as  I 
would  be  more  glad  to  see — if  Pius  IX., 
being  an  Italian  Sovereign,  as  undoubtedlj 
he  is,  should  return  to  the  better  thooghts 
and  better  measures  of  his  earlier  years 
of  government,  and  without  establishing 
constitutional  government,  which  I  rather 
think  is  premature,  if  ho  establish  good 
councili«,  and  have  justice  and  mercy  iit 
his  code,  then  I  shall  be  quite  satisfied 
that  thdse  institutions  shall  bo  such  as  tbo 
Roman  Government  shall  think  fit  to  csta- 


the  particular  measures  which  they  intend  j  blish,  without  any  interference  except  such 
to  take,  I  am  the  last  person  to  be  so   as  the  public  opinion  of  the  Roman  States 
unreasonable  as  to  ask  the  Government .  may  happen  to  offer.     I  have  one  other 
to  declare  what  those  particular  measures   thing  to  say.     The  right  lion.  Gentleman 
will  be.      But  my  noble  Friend  has  said  '  opposite    (Mr.  Disraeli)    said   that   Lord 
that  it  is  still  the  wish  of  the  Government !  Minto  went  to  Naples  at  the  request  of  the 
that  the  foreign  troops  shall  leave  the  Ita- '  King,  to  assist  him,  in  respect  of  somecon- 
lian  States,  and  that,  in  conjunction  with    stitutional  reforms,  and  to  establish  repre- 
the  Emperor  of  the  French  lie  will,  from    sentative  government.     The  fact  is  that 
time  to  time,  take  measures  with  that  ob-  \  the    King    proclaimed   a   constitution  at 
ject.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of :  Naples,  when  Lord  Minto  was  at  Rome, 
secret  societies.     He  said  the  whole  Conti-  '  and  in  the  opinion  of  Lord  Minto,  as  well 
nent  was  undermined  by  secret  societies. ,  as  of  Pope  Pius  IX.,  that  measure  was 
But   I  am  not  sure  that  a  Government   premature.     Lord  Minto  thought  it  would 
extremely  despotic  and  supported  by  fo-   not  hasten,  but,  on  the  contrary,  would 
reign  troops  is  the  Government  most  likely   involve  a  risk  of  overturning  the  progress 
to  put  down  secret  societies.     It  is  in  that   of  reform  and  good  measures  in  Italy ;  as 
rank  soil  these  weeds  aro  most  likely  to   actually  proved  to  be  the  case,  for  we  know 
grow.      These  things  act  upon   one  an- '  that  those  who  assisted  in  the  formation  of 
other.     There  are  secret  societies ;  there-   that  constitution  were  afterwards  brosght 
fore  there  is  foreign  occupation.     There  is   to  trial  for  assisting  the  King  in  that  en- 
foreign    occupation ;   therefore   there  are   deavour.     What  the  King  really  desired 
secret  societies.      You  have  always   the   Lord  Mtnto  to  go  to  Naples  for  was,  to 
Government  defended   by  foreign  troops,    intervene   between  himself  and  the  Sici- 
bccause  there  are  secret  societies,  and  the   lians.     There  had  been  an  insurrection  in 
people  resorting  to  secret  societies  because    Sicily  ;  the  terms  upon  which  that  island 
they  see  no  other  means  of  stating  their   should  be  governed  were  in  question,  and 
grievances.      The  best  intelligence  I  have   the  King  thought  that  the  opinion  of  Lord 
heard  is  not  from  an  official  but  from  a    Minto  might  l^e  of  weight  in  inducing  the 
semi-official  quarter — the  hon.  Member  for    Sicilians  to  submit;  and  it  was  at  the  re- 
Dundalk,  who  speaks  as  it  were  on  behalf  quest  of  the  King,  and  with  the  appro- 
of  the  Holy  See  in  this  House>-and  he '  bation  of  the   Government  of  which  his 
tells  us  that   the  troops  of  Austria  and   noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
France  will  in  a  short  time  leave  the  ter-   sury  was  then  a  Member,  that  Lord  Minto 
ritory  of  the  Holy  See.     [Mr.  Bowyeu  :  I  ,  went  to  Naples.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
said  from  private  imformation.]     Private   man  seemed  inclined  to  renew  those  in- 
information.    Yes,   It  is  not  an  official  de- ,  sin  nations   against  Lord    Minto,  that  be 
spatch  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- '  had  fomented  revolution  in  Italy.     Those 
man  has  received;  but  his  statement  gives  i  charges  are  purely  imaginary.  Lord  Minto 
me  great  satisfaction,  as  I  think  it  very  \  recommended  at   Turin  and  at  Florence 
likely  that  the  person  who  wrote  to  the   the  establishment  of  good  government,  but 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  private   not  the  introduction  of  representative  con- 
information  may  havo  heard  it  from  very   stitutions.      If  the   English    Government 
good  authority.     If  it  prove  true  it  will  be   and  its  representative  in  Italy  were  busj 
very  satisfactory.      If  the  people  of  the  j  in  fomenting  insurrection  at  Naples,  Rome, 
Roman  States  entertain    that  opinion  of ,  and  Milan,  I  would  like  to  know  whether 
the  Pope  that  they  are  willing  to  live  at  j  the  British  representatiYes  at  Berlin,  Vi- 
perfect  peace  with  him  without  free  insti- 1  euna,  and  Paris  were  equally  busy.    1^ 
Lord  John  Russell  * 
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vas  the  course  of  public  optQion,  and  in 
some  of  those  countries  the  mismanage- 
ment of  public  affairs,  which  created  the 
great  revolution  of  1848  throughout  Eu- 
rope, and  power  fell  into  hands  which  were 
incapable  of  properly  employing  it — into 
the  hands  of  democratic  factions  which 
haTe  been  entirely  put  aside — for  I  believe 
not  a  vestige  remains  of  the  Governments 
of  1848 — but  1  trust  that  future  years  will 
witness  the  confirmation  of  those  liberties 
which  it  is  most  desirable  should  be  esta- 
blished. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  observed,  that  the 
Doble  Lord  had  stated  that  he  (Mr.  Dis- 
raeli) had  not  noticed  the  occupation  of 
the  Legations.  He  had  understood  the 
noble  Lord  to  say  his  object  was  to  inquire 
whether  the  Government  intended  to  pur- 
sue the  policy  indicated  by  Lord  Clarendon 
at  Paris.  If  the  noble  Lord  referred 
to  the  protocols  he  would  see  that  the 
conditions  upon  which  tho  Legation  should 
be  evacuated  were  laid  down. 

Question  put ;  and  negatived, 

PARTNERSHIP  AMENDMENT  (No.  2) 

BILL. 

Bill  read  3^ 

Mb.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORE  proposed  to 
add  a  proviso  to  Clause  3.  He  was  anxious 
for  the  adoption  of  limited  liabinty,  but 
mnat  say  that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  was  not 
sanctioned  by  any  legislation  in  the  world. 
All  coantries  which  adopted  the  principle 
of  limited  liability  required  publicity,  which 
was  completely  excluded  from  this  Bill. 
He  would  prefer  that  there  should  be  a 
public  registry  of  partners,  which  should 
be  open  to  all  the  world;  bat,  in  order 
that  there  ibight  be  some  kind  of  security, 
be  would  move  to  add  the  following  pro- 
viso to  Clause  3  : — 

"  Provided  also,  that  no  such  loan  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  protected  by  this  Act,  unless  the 
lender  thereof  shall  within  fourteen  days  after 
the  same  shall  have  been  advanced  cause  to  be 
inserted  in  his  own  name  in  the  Gazette  of  Lon- 
don, Edinburgh,  or  Dublin,  according  as  the 
principal  place  of  business  of  the  borrower  may 
be  in  England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland,  a  statement 
of  such  adiranoe,  exhibiting  the  amount  thereof, 
the  person  to  whom  and  the  term  for  which  the 
same  ia  made,  the  portion  of  the  profits  which  the 
lender  stipulates  to  receive  on  account  thereof, 
and  the  nature  of  the  business  by  which  such 
profits  are  intended  to  be  acquired." 

Mb.  WILKINSON  said,  it  was  all  very 
proper  that  fraud  should  be  prevented ; 
but,  if  the  Legislature  went  on  adding 
precautionsMnj  th^s  i))ivnner,  the  object  of 
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the  Bill  would   be  altogether  destroyed* 
and  nobody  would  lend  any  money  at  all. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  supported  the  clause,  con- 
tending that  all  the  transactions  which 
took  place  under  this  Bill  should  be  made 
as  public  as  possible. 

Mr.  PELLATT  asked  what  difference 
there  was  between  giving  credit  for  money 
and  credit  for  goods  ?  The  whole  question 
was  one  of  character.  He  thought  the 
proviso  would  materially  damage  the  mea- 
sure. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  the  difference 
between  the  case  of  a  person  selling  goods 
and  a  person  lending  money  was  this — 
that  the  latter  could  secretly  withdraw  his 
money  after  having  enabled  the  borrower 
to  obtain  credit  in  the  market,  whereas 
the  seller  of  goods  would  only  have  the 
chance  of  obtaining  payment  in  common 
with  the  other  creditors  after  the  lender 
had  been  paid. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  let  the  world  know  the  exact 
amount  for  which  the  parties  lending  the 
money  were  responsible ;  and  that  they 
did  not  want  more  credit  than  their  capital 
entitled  them  to. 

Mb.  6LTN  said,  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  that  all  parties  to  a  contract 
should  be  known  to  the  public.  He  sup- 
ported the  clause,  and  considered  secrecy 
m  this  case  to  be  objectionable.  But  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Lowe)  whether,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, considering  the  lateness  of  the 
Session  and  the  state  of  the  Bill,  he  was 
really  prepared  to  press  it  forward  ?  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  Committee 
next  Session  on  the  whole  question  of  the 
law  of  partnership,  and  the  Bill,  as  it  at 
present  stood,  contained  some  most  incon- 
gruous provisions. 

Mr.  ^IGGS  opposed  the  clause,  as  it 
would  seriously  overlay  the  purpose  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  MAC6REG0R  was  confi- 
dent that  the  Bill  could  not  pass  through 
both  Houses  this  Session  ;  he  would,  there- 
fore, advise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
withdraw  it  in  order  to  introduce  next 
Session  some  measure  more  consistent  with 
justice  and  equity.  He  believed  it  would 
never  work  beneficially. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  had  pointed  out  the 
distinction  between  lending  and  selling,  by 
stating  that  lending  was  necessary  to  give 
to  the  borrower  public  credit ;  but  he  (Mr. 
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Lowe)  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man how*  the  fact  of   publishing  in  the 
Oazetle  that  a  trader  was  trading  upon 
borrowed  money  could  enhance  his  credit 
in  the  market  ?     The  hon.  Member  for 
Kendal  (Mr.  Glyn)  had  talked  about  the 
secrecy  of  these  transactions,  and  of  the 
necessity  of  making   them   public.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  was   a   banker,   and  he 
should  like  to  know   whether  the    hon. 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  have  every 
Bill  which  he  discounted  published  in  the 
Gazette  ?    If  ho  would  not,  and  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  carry  on  his  busi- 
ness without  publishing  those  Bills,  why 
in  this  case  should  there  be  an  exception  ? 
In  a  case  where  partners  were  only  limit- 
edly  liable  it  was  just  and  right  that  there 
ahould  be  a  publication,  and  that  notice 
should  be  given;    but  the  question  here 
was  whether  this  was  a  partnership  at  all. 
The  principle  of  this  Bill  was  that  lending 
on  profits  was  not  a  partnership,  and  if  it 
were  not  a  partnership,  why  should  there 
be  annexed  to  it  the  incidents  of  partner- 
ship ?     If  the  principle  he  had  just  men- 
tioned were  a  bad  one,  the  House  ought 
not  to  have  passed  the  Bill  so  far  through 
its  various  stages  ;  if  it  were  a  good  prin- 
ciple, then  the  House  ought  to  lenve  these 
contracts  to  stand  for  what  they  really  were 
— namely,  for  loans — ought  to  attach  to 
them  the  incidents  of  a  loan  onlv,  and  allow 
them  to  remnin  secret,  as  other  loans  were. 
With  regard  to  the  particlar  clause  now 
before  the  Committee,  it  surely  could  not 
be  a  bond  fide  proposition.    It  was  proposed 
that  **  no  such  loan  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
protected  by  this  Act" — the  fact  being 
that  the  Act  did  not  protect  any  loan  at 
all — unless  the  lender  should,  within  four- 
teen days  after  the  same  should  have  been 
advanced,  insert  in  the  Gazette  **  a  state- 
ment   of    such    advance,   exhibiting    the 
amount  thereof,  the  person  to  whom  and 
the  term  for  which  the  same  is  made,  the 
portion   of  the   profits   which   the  lender 
stipulates  to  receive  on  account  thereof, 
and  the  nature  of  the  business  by  which 
such  profits  are  intended  to  be  acquired." 
It    amounted,   therefore,   to    this  —  that 
whereas  a  man  might  lend  his  money  at  a 
fixed  interest   without  making  it  public, 
and  without  running  any  other  risk  than 
losing  his  money,  a  man  who  lent  money 
the  interest  upon  which  was  to  vary  with 
the  profits  of  the  concern  was  to  be  liable 
to  his  last  shilling,  unless  he  inserted  in 
the   Gazette  a  number  of  very   loosely- 
worded  provisions,  a  failure  in  regard  to 
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any  one  of  which  rendered  him  responsible 
for  the  whole  of  the  debts.  It  was  said 
that  they  ought  to  avoid  pitfalls.  Why, 
the  whole  proposal  would  involve  a  series 
of  pitfalls,  and,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be 
a  hundred  times  better  to  drop  the -Bill  al- 
together than  run  the  risk  of  establishing: 
such  a  system.  If  this  clause  were  adopted 
by  the  Committee  it  would  be  impossible 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  and  he  called 
upon  those  who  proposed  the  clause  to 
point  out  what  good  it  would  do.  He 
could  understand,  though  he  could  not  ap- 
prove, a  provision  requiring  the  registra- 
tion of  these  contracts  ;  a  registry  might 
be  referred  to  at  any  time :  but  here  it  was 
not  proposed  to  register  them  ;  they  were 
to  be  inserted  in  the  Gazette,  which  it  waa 
most  difficult  to  refer  to,  and  which  would 
not  be  referred  to  until  a  concern  fajled, 
and  then  there  would  be  a  search  in  the 
Gazette  in  order  to  discover  if  some  unfor- 
tunate person  who  bad  lent  money  to  the 
concern  had  not  committed  some  trifling 
inaccuracy,  and  could  not  therefore  be 
made  liable  for  the  debts.  The  provision 
proposed  was  full  of  snares  and  pitfalls  for 
the  lenders — like  the  Sphinx  which  set 
men  riddles,  and  then  devoured  them  if 
they  failed  in  solving  the  enigmas.  For 
himself,  he  stood*  upon  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  called  upon  those  who  had 
approved  that  principle  to  reject  the  clause 
now  submitted  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  card  well  said,  that  whether 
theory  was  or  was  not  on  the  aide  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  J.  G.  Fhillimore),  at  all  events 
the  experience  of  centuries  was  recorded 
in  its  favour.  When,  too,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  asserted  that  the  claase  was  badly 
drawn,  and  contained  nothing  but  imprac- 
ticabilities and  pitfalls,  the  Committee 
should  remember  that  it  was  borrowed 
almost  in  its  very  words  from  the  statutes 
of  Massachusetts,  and  that  it  contained 
nothing  which  had  not  been  in  force  in  the 
United  States  during  the  time  the  prin- 
ciple of  limited  liability  had  been  esta- 
blished there.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
asked  whether  these  contracts  were  to  be 
regarded  as  loans,  or  whether  they  were 
to  have  annexed  to  them  the  incidents  of 
partnership.  Now,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  on  the  last  occasion  when 
this  question  was  discussed  the  House 
adopted  an  Amendment  in  favour  of  the 
partnership  view  of  the  case ;  and  he  there- 
fore  hoped  the  Committee  would  be  con- 
sistent and  would  carry  that  principle  bwd 
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^de  into  effect.  This  was  DOt  a  question 
of  yesterday.  Regiatration  had  long  been 
required  in  Italy  under  this  system,  and 
Fierti,  the  great  Italian  commentator,  laid 
it  down  that  such  registration  was  abso- 
lutely essential.  The  well-known  Ame- 
rican writer,  Mr.  Troubat,  described  the 
course  taken  in  France,  and  said : — 

"  The  French  commercial  law  received  at  the 
hands  of  Louis  XIV.  the  celebrated  ordonncmce 
of  that  year — '  one  of  the  noblest  monuments  of 
the  creatif  e  genius  of  that  great  King.'  In  this 
ordonnanee  partnership  e^  eommandite  was  in- 
Tcstcd  with  the  character  and  insignia  of  regular 
and  real  partnership,  and  was  distinguished  from 
other  ibrms  of  partnership.  But  an  agreement 
for  it  was  not  required  to  be  publicly  registered — 
a  practice  that  gave  rise  to  frauds,  inasmuch  as 
the  secret  special  partner  might,  by  purchasing 
the  silence  of  his  general  associate,  come  forward 
after  a  failure  and  claim  as  a  creditor  for  money 
lent." 

The  Committee  would  observe  the  conse- 
quences attributed  to  the  absence  of  re- 
gistration.    Was   not  experience  a  hun- 
dred times  more  valuable  than  theory  when 
they  were  altering  a  law  affecting  the  great 
commercial  system  of  this  country  ?  Then, 
a  great  French   commentator  upon   this 
subject  (Mr.  Troplong)  brought  us  from 
the  time  of  Louis  XIV.  to  that  of  Napo- 
leon, and  ho  said  : — "  To  prevent  tbe  dan- 
ger of  too  much  clandestinity  " — the  word 
might  seem  peculiarly  French,  but  it  ex- 
pressed precisely  the  evil  which  it  should 
be  their  object  to  avoid — to  prevent  too 
maeh  clandestinity  the  Oode  de  Commerce 
required  all  but  the  name  of  the  special 
partner  to  be  registered."     In  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Commission  which 
had  Inquired  into  this  subject  it  was  point- 
ed out  that  other  countries  had  required 
the  names  of  the  special  partners  to  be 
registered,  and  that  mischief  had  been  oc- 
casioned in  France  by  the  absence  of  such 
preeaution.     In  dealing  with  this  Bill  he 
trusted  the  House  would  proceed  upon  ex- 
perience rather  than  on  theory.    His  right 
hon.  Friend  objected  to  the  Gazette  as  a 
medtam   for  these  announcements.      But 
did   not    every  commercial   question  turn 
upon  publication  in  the  Gazette  ?  Were  not 
dissolutions  of  partnership  made  through 
that  medium  t     Daylight  was  what  they 
wanted  —  darkness  what  they  wished  ip 
avoid.      He  submitted  that  the  clause  pro- 
posed  would  not  prove  a  clog  upon  tho 
Bill,  and   that  the  case  in  favour  of  tho 
clause  was  irresistible. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  for  his  part,  he 
could  not  understand  why  a  person  should 
not  bo  at  liberty  to  lend  money  at  a  fluc- 


tuating rate  of  interest.  The  law  per- 
mitted him  to  dispose  of  one  of  hfs  ships 
on  any  terms^which  he  liked,  and  why 
should  any  restriction  be  placed  upon  his 
parting  with  his  money  in  precisely  the 
same  way  ?  If  this  clause  were  agreed  to 
it  would  be  impossible  to  draw  the  line, 
because  a  small  loan  to  one  man  might  be 
of  as  great  consequence  to  him  as  a  loan  of 
£1,000  to  a  firm,  and  were  loans  of  a 
sovereign  to  be  published  ?  Ho  hoped  that 
if  the  clause  were  agreed  to  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  would  throw  the  whole  Bill  into 
the  waste-paper  basket  of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  BARING  said,  that  as  regarded 
lending  money,  if  the  transaction  were 
simply  between  man  and  man  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  there 
should  be  no  restriction  in  point  of  Jaw, 
might  be  a  correct  one ;  but  in  a  case 
where  A  lent  money  to  B,  if,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  operation,  the  credit  of 
either  A  or  B  was  in  any  way  altered  in 
tho  eyes  of  the  public  tho  case  became  dif- 
ferent, and  some  provision  was  necessary 
to  avert  tbe  danger  to  which  the  public 
might  be  exposed ;  and  the  object  of  tho 
clause  proposed  was  to  furnish  such  a  pro- 
vision. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so 
enamoured  of  his  Bill  that  he  could  not 
think  that  he  would  withdraw  it,  even  if 
the  House  agreed  to  the  present  clause  ; 
but  he  wished  to  point  out  to  him  that, 
considering  that  he  had  introduced  the  Bill 
in  February,  and  that  he  had  altered  it 
three  times  before  the  second  reading,  it 
was  not  fair  to  the  House  or  to  the  coun- 
try to  press  on  the  Bill  at  so  late  a  period 
of  the  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  the  Bill  was  founded  upon 
the  same  principle  as  tho  Joint- stock 
Companies  Bill.  Now  there  were  very 
serious  doubts  as  to  the  actual  operation 
of  that  Bill,  and  it  would  only  be  prudent 
to  wait  until  those  doubts  had  been  set  at 
rest  before  extending  the  principle.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  he 
wished  to  give  the  same  facility  to  two 
men  as  was  enjoyed  by  seven.  But  why 
did  he  stop  thoro  ?  Why  not  give  the 
same .  facility  to  one  man  ?  Why  not  let 
one  man  say,  '*  I  am  prepared  to  gain  as 
much  as  I  can,  but  only  to  risk  a  certain 
portion  of  what  I  have  already  got?" 
Why,  because  it  would  be  perfectly  absurd 
to  say  so ;  and  the  absurdity  had  been 
realised  and  tho  danger  which  might  arise 
had  been  guarded  against  by  tho  legislators 
of  other  countries  which  had  adopted  the 
principle  of  limited  liability.     It  was  eaid 

2  D  2 
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that  the  present  Bill  would  encourage  h6- 1  once  whether  they  would  hare  the  Bill  or 
nevolence,  and  enable  a  master  to  help  a  |  not. 

servant  to  start  in  busioe^.  Now,  he  |  Mr.  BROWN  thought  the  Bill  the  nio«t 
did  not  pretend  to  be  o?er  benevolent,  dangerous  measure  which  had  ever  been 
but  ho  could  quite  understand  lending  introduced  into  that  Hou^e.  Itwasinfact 
monej  to  a  man  out  of  benevolence  with-  a  Bill  to  enable  persons  to  commit  fraud 
out  asking  him  for  a  share  of  his  profits,  under  the  protection  of  an  Act  of  Parlis- 
It  might  be  lent  to  him  without  interest,  or  ment.  He  was  of  opinion  that,  where  anv 
at  a  low  rate  of  interest,  but  there  was  no  person  shared  in  the  profit  of  a  concern, 
necessitj  for  the  lender  to  receive  a  share  that  person  should  he  held  responsible  to 
of  the  profits.  Tho  fact  was  that  the  Bill  the  whole  extent  of  his  fortune. 
was  not  a  Bill  to  asfiist  the  poor  man.'  It .  Mr.  EIENLEY  was  of  opinion  that,  ns 
was,  on  the  contrary,  a  Bill  to  enable  the  a  clause  had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill 
rich  man  to  run  his  chance  in  a  lottery,  at  a  former  stage,  enacting  that  lenders 
and  only  risk  a  certain  stake — to  grasp  all  on  profit  should  be  postponed  to  all  other 
that  he  could,  with  the  risk  of  losing  as  creditors,  some  such  provision  as  this  was 
little  as  he  pleased.  The  Bill,  as  it  at  pre-  necessary  to  prevent  collusion.  He  should 
sent  stood,  would  do  nothing  but  give  rise  therefore  support  the  clause, 
to  gambliag,  aud  he  trusted  that  it  would  Mk.  MALINS  said,  the  clause  proposed 
not,  in  its  present  form,  receive  the  sanction  was  so  foreign  to  the  objects  of  the  niea- 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  sure  and  to  the  habits  of  conducting  busi- 

Viscount  PALMERS  TON  said,  he  was  ness,  that  if  it  were  adopted  the  Bill 
quite  at  a  loss  to  understand  the  distinc- ;  would  be  entirely  valueless, 
tion  which  hon.  Members  attempted  to  |  Mr.  T.  HANKEY  said,  that  if  this 
draw  between  money  lent  upon  profit  and  clause  were  assented  to,  be  should  recom- 
vpon  a  fixed  rate  of  interest,  or  why  there  mend  the  immediate  withdrawal  of  the  Bill, 
should  be  such  danger  apprehended  to  the  I  After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Gregsok 
country  if   money   should   be   lent   upon   and  Mr.  Bass, 

profits   without    publication,   whereas    no  j      Question   put,  "  That  those  words  be 
publication  was  required  of  money  lent   there  added." 

upon  interest,  let  tho  rate  be  ever  so  high.  '  The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  108  ; 
If  there  was  any  value  in  the  argument  Noes  102:  Majority  6. 
urged  against  the  Bill,  hon«  Gentlemen  Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
who  made  use  of  it  ought  to  go  a  great  **  That  the  Bill  do  pass.'* 
deal  further.  They  ought  to  bring  in  a  Mr.  LOWE  said,  that,  after  the  decision 
Bill  to  prevent  persons  engaged  in  trade  to  which  the  House  had  just  come,  it  was 
from  borrowing  any  money  at  all,  and  to  not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
confine  them  entirely  to  their  own  capital,  proceed  with  this  Bill.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
The  principle  which  lay  at  the  bottom  of  would  excuse  him  for  a  moment,  he  had 
these  objections  was  that  principle  whibh  one  word  to  say  on  a  point  which  consider- 
he  had  hoped  had  long  since  been  worn  '  ably  diminished  his  regret  at  the  result  of 
out  in  this  country — the  principle  of  re- ',  the  division.  Since  he  introduced  this 
Btricting  all  transactions,  of  interfering  Bill,  he  had  had  laid  before  him  the  opi- 
between  all  persons,  whether  engaged  as  ,  nion  of  Mr.  Justice  Cresswell,  Mr.  Jas- 
borrowers  or  lenders,  which  in  former  tice  Willes,  Mr.  Baron  Bramwell,  the  At- 
times  had  led  to  the  assize  of  bread,  to !  tomey  General,  the  Solicitor  General,  Sir 
regrating,  and  forestalling.      It  was  the   Fitzroy  Kelly,  and  one  or  two  other  legal 


principle  which  proclaimed  that  the  Legis- 
lature was  to  be  the  guardian  of  every 
person  in  the  community,  that  it  was  to  pre- 


gentlemen  of  eminence,  to  the  effect  that 
all  loans  lent  on  the  terms  of  receiving  s 
portion  of    the   profits,   and   all  services 


scribe  the  conditions  on  which  transactions  '  given  on  similar  conditions,  did  not  render 
were  to  be  carried  on  between  man  and  man, '  persons  liable   as   partners.      He  state<l 


as  if  commercial  men  were  children,  and 
required  that  their  interests  could  be  pro- 
tected by  the  parental  care  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. That  principle  was  a  bad  one,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  not  receive  the  sanction 
of  the  House.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  come  to  a  docision,  not  so  much  on 
the  clause  itself  as  on  the  Bill,  and  say  at 
3fr.  T.  Baring 


this  publicly,  because  it  was  only  dae  to 
the  public  that  it  should  be  made  aware  of 
it ;  for  if  those  learned  persons  were  riglit* 
the  decision  the  House  had  come  to  would 
deprive  the  country  of  ono  of  the  safe- 
guards which  would  have  been  afforded  if 
this  Bill  had  passed  in  its  original  shape. 
Mil.  DISRAELI  wished  to  know  whe- 


809       Poor  Law  Amendment      {  Jdlt  U,  1856} 


{Scotland)  Bill 


810 


ther  the  right  hoii.  GentlcmAn  had  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  before  the  House,  not  only 
the  legal  opinion  to  which  he  had  referred, 
but  also  the  case  on  which  it  was  based.  If 
the  practice  of  falling  back  on  the  opinions 
of  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe,  with  the 
view  of  alleviating  the  pain  of  a  defeat, 
was  to  be  introduced  into  their  debates,  it 
was  but  fair  that  the  House  should  frankly 
be  made  privy  to  the  sources  whence  the 
official  consolation  wns  derived. 

Mr.  LOWE  would,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  be  must  willing  to  accept  the 
chnllcnge  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman, 
and  to  lay  the  case  as  well  as  the  opinion 
before  the  House.  The  opinion  ivas  given 
on  a  case  drawn  up  in  special  reference 
to  the  Unity  Bank,  which  was  founded  on 
the  principle  that  the  depositors  should  be 
entitled  to  dividends  according  to  the  rate 
of  the  profits  accruing  from  the  business  ; 
and  the  learned  personages  he  had  named 
gave  their  opinion  in  favour  of  the  legality 
of  this  principle,  on  which  the  bank  was 
now  acting.  He  did  not  know  that  it 
would  be  any  breach  of  confidence  on  his 
part  to  give  publicity  to  the  case  and  the 
opinion  which  had  been  pot  into  his  hands  ; 
and  therefore,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  should  be  quite  ready  to  do  so. 

Mb.  MALINS  understood  that  the  opi- 
nions of  the  learned  Judges  referred  to 
were  given  before  they  were  raised  to  the 
judicial  bench. 

Mr.  HENLET  deprecated  the  observa- 
tions just  made  by  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Extra-judicial  state- 
ments, probably  not  worth  the  paper  on 
which  they  were  written,  when  they  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  high  oflicial 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
were  calculated  to  produce  a  serious  amount 
of  mischief. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toiihdraum. 

Bill  unthdrawn, 

MERCANTILE  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Qnestion  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  2° 

Mb.  T.  baring  asked  if  it  was  the  in- 

tontion  of  the  Government  to  proceed  with 

this  Bill  with  the  first  clause  at  it  now 

stood  ? 

Mb.  LOWE  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  take  the  discussion  of  the  first 
clause  in  Committee.  By  opposing  the  Bill 
now  because  of  the  first  clause,  tbo  entire 
measore,  which  contained  some  excellent 
enacttnents,  might  be  endangeied;  whereas 
the  object  of  the  hun.  Gentleman  would  bo 
obtatucd  equally  well  in  Committee. 


Mr.  T.  baring  would  not  oppose  the 
second  reading,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  give  an  assurance  that  the  first 
clause  would  be  withdrawn  in  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  G.  PHiLLiifORE,  Mr.  Hadfield, 
Mr.  Malins,  and  Mr.  W.  Brown,  expressed 
their  opposition  to  the  first  clause,  which 
went  to  repeal  one  of  the  most  important 
provisions  of  the  Statute  of  Frauds. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  thought,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  acted  prudently,  he  would 
withdraw  the  first  clause,  otherwise  the 
entire  Bill  would  be  endangered. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  was  in  favour  of  the 
first  clause. 

Mr.  MASTERMAN  assured  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  mercantile  inter- 
est generally  of  the  City  of  London  were 
strongly  opposed  to  the  first  clause  of  the 
Bill.     "^ 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  ho  had  no  wish  to 
persevere  against  such  an  array  of  opinions 
as  seemed  to  exist  against  the  first  clause; 
and  his  Only  difficulty  was  that  the  Bill  was 
not  his  own,  but  had  been  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Lords  under  the  sanction  of 
very  high  legal  authority.  He  must  say 
for  himself  that  he  thought  the  first  clause 
perfectly  right;  but  after  the  expression  of 
opinion  he  had  heard,  he  would  consent  to 
withdraw  it  in  Committee. 

Mr.  baring,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  clause  would  be  withdrawn  in 
Committee,  would  not  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  for  this  day 
(Tuesday). 

POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  trusted  that  the 
Bill  would  not  be  pressed,  for  the  feeling 
nf  the  Scotch  Members  was  against  it. 
They  objected  to  the  appointment  of  two 
permanent  inspectors.  He  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day  throe 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three 
months." 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  was  not 
aware  of  this  adverse  feeling  among  the 
Scotch  Members,  and  should  not  withdraw 
the  Bill,  deeming  it  one  of  considerable 
importance.  As  the  Bill  at  present  stood^ 
it  was  perfectly  satisfactory  to  Sir  Johi^ 


811    The  Army-^  The  C<mmand  in    \  LORDS  } 


Cktef—ijuuthn, 


813 


M*Xeill,  wbo  had  administered  the  Poor 
Law  in  Scotland  in  a  most  masterly  and 
efficient  manner.  The  Highlands  were 
now  happily  in  a  more  prosperous  state 
than  they  were  some  time  back ;  but,  as 
bad  times  might  recur,  no  man  who  had 
witnessed  what  he  had  would  take  on  him- 
self the  responsibility  of  rejecting  a  mea- 
sure which,  at  a  cheap  cost  to  the  public, 
would  be  productive  of  great  benefit  in  the 
working  of  the  Poor  Law. 

Mr.  cowan  said,  he  would  support 
the  Bill,  if  be  understood  that  Sir  John 
McNeill  had  not  at  present  the  power  which 
the  Bill  proposed  to  give  him. 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  Sir  John 
M'Ncill  had  not  the  power  of  appointing 
permanent  inspectors. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  objected  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  roving  commission  to  investigate 
into  the  affairs  of  every  local  board,  with 
their  consent  or  against  it. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  HASTIB  main- 
tained that  the  powers  at  present  possessed 
by  the  Board  of  Supervision  rendered  the 
Bill  unnecessary. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  remarked  that,  the 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Supervision  re- 
ferred to  special  inquiries  only,  whereas 
the  Bill  provided  for  tbe  appointment  of 
permanent  inspectors.  That  system  had 
been  found  of  great  importance  in  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  observed,  that  evils 
existed  in  the  Highlands  which  could  be 
remedied-  only  by  the  machinery  provided 
in  tho  Bill. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  *  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayea  95;  Noes 
25 :  Majority  70. 

Main  Question  put,  and  <tgreed  to. 

Bill  read  3^;  clanso  added. 

Bill  passed, 

TITHE  COMMUTATION  RENT-CHARGE 

BILL. 

On  tho  Order  for  going  into  Committee 
on  this  Bill  being  rend, 

Mr.  R.  PHILLIMORB  said,  he  found 
himself  compelled,  though  most  reluctantly, 
to  abandon  the  hope  of  proceeding  witb  this 
measure  any  further  during  the  present 
Session.  He  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact,  that  in  the  second  week 
of  May  he  had  carried  the  second  reading 
of  this 'Bill  with  the  unanimous  consent  of 
the  House,  upon  the  ground  that  he  had 
demonstrated  that  a  particular  class  of 
iler  Majesty's  subjects,  namely,  the  lay 
and  clerical  tithe-owners,  were  Buffering 
The  Lord  Advocate 


from  groat  injustice  caused  by  the  unin- 
tended operation  of  certain  Acts  of  ParKa- 
ment ;  that  the  Bill  had  been  referred  to 
a  Seleet  Committee,  which  had  pattentlj 
and  carefully  examined  the  whole  question, 
and  had  materially  altered  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill ;  proceeding,  nevertheless,  upon 
the  principle  that  redress  was  due  to  the 
tithe-owners,  but  varying  the  mode  of  con- 
ferring it.  The  Bill  had  been  sent  back  to 
the  House  early  in  June,  ever  since  which 
time  he  (Mr.  R.  Phillimore)  had  in  vain 
endeavoured  to  advance  it  another  stage. 
Having  regard  to  the  lateness  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  the  rule  of  another  plaee  not  to 
take  Bills  after  the  20th  of  July,  he  was 
obliged  to  withdraw  the  measure  for  this 
Session ;  but  he  hoped  that,  as  the  injus- 
tice had  been  admitted,  that  the  House 
would  assist  him  in  obtaining  a  remedy  at 
an  early  period  of  the  neit  Session. 

The  Order  for  going  into  Committee 
was  then  discharged. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Two  o*cloek. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS. 
Tuesday,  July  15,  1856. 

MiiruTxs.]     T<M>k  the  Oaths,— ^h^  Lord  Bishop 

of  Carlisle. 
Public  Bills. — 1"  Indemnity ;  Formation,  Ac. 

of  Parishes ;  Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland); 

NuiFances   ilemoral,  dm.  (Scotland)  ( No.  2) ; 

Episcc^l  and  Capitular  Estates  Coatinuaiiee ; 

Customs  (No.  2). 
2*  Bishops  of  London  and  Durham  Retiremeoi ; 

Prisons  T Ireland) ;  Commons  luclosure  (No.  2). 
3*  Stoke  Poges  Ilospital. 

THE  ARMY— THE  COMMAND  IN  CHIEF-- 

QUESTION. 
The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  that 
it  would  be  in  the  recoUeetion  of  their 
Lordships  that  two  years  ago*  when  the 
Department  of  the  Secretary  for  War  was 
created,  considerable  discussion  took  place 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  on  the  re- 
latiye  duties  of  the  Secretary  for  War  and 
the  Commander  in  Chief.  It  was  then 
the  impression  that  those  two  departments 
would  never  act  harmoniously  together, 
that  differences  of  opinion  between  them 
would  occasion  delays,  that  those  delays 
would  bo  attended  with  inconrenience  to 
the  public  service,  and  that  the  responsi- 
bility which  was  considered  eftsential  for 
the  efHciency  of  the  service  would  be  neu- 
tralised. An  opportunity,  which  tbey  all 
regretted  to  have  occurred,  had  now  pre- 
sented itself  for  making  an  alteration,  if 
requisite,  in  the  position  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief>  and  he  wished  to  know  whether. 
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in  racking  tlie  u«w  appointment.  Her  Ma* 
jestjr  had  been  ailvieed  to  make  it  in  a  dif- 
ferent way  from  the  mode  in  which  former 
appoiAtmcnts  of  the  same  kind  had  been 
conferred ;  and  whether  the  position  of  the 
Comniander  in  Chief  in  regard  to  the  Se* 
cretarj  for  War  had  been  in  any  way  al- 
tered, and  whetlier  it  was  proposed  to 
create  any  Board  to  assist  the  Commander 
in  Chief? 

LoHD  PANMURE  snid,  he  thought  that 
in  answering  the  qnestions  put  to  him,  it 
wotttd  be  best  to  state  briefly  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  office  of  Commander  in  Chief  no 
alteration  had  taken  place  in  the  tshnpe  of 
gifing  that  officer  any  Board  to  as8i»t  him 
m  the  performance  of  his  duties  ;  and,  in 
respect  to  the  present  appointment,  no  dif- 
ference had  been  made  in  the  relations 
which  existed  between  the  Secretary  for 
War  and  the  late  Commander  in  Chief.  In 
the  relations  which  existed  between  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  the  Com- 
mander iu  Chief,  he  considered  that  en- 
tire responsibility  for  ail  acts  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  rested  with  the  6o?crn* 
ment  of  the  day.  The  Commander  in 
Chief  made  no  appointments  in  the  supe- 
rior departments  without  consulting  and  ob- 
taining the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary 
for  War ;  and  in  the  administration  of  the 
minor  patronoge  of  the  army  that  officer 
acted  on  his  own  responsibility,  but  sub-' 
jeet  always  to  the  control  of  the  Secretary 
for  War.  Having  thus  answered  the  ques- 
tions put  to  him,  ho  felt  he  should  not  be 
doing  the  duty  he  owed  to  the  late  Com- 
mander in  Chief  if  he  did  not  express  his 
deep  regret  at  the  circumstance  which  had 
indneed  the  noble  Lord  lately  at  the  head 
of  the  army  (Viscount  Hardinge)  to  resign 
his  command.  *IIe  knew  no  individual  who 
had  filled  that  situation  with  such  entire 
satisfaotioQ  to  the  army,  the  Sovereign, 
and  the  country  as  the  noble  Lord  whose 
sorvtoes  had  just  terminated.  He  knew  of 
no  individual  so  entirely  qualified  to  under- 
take that  most  responsible  duty  as  that 
noble  Lord,  from  the  fact  of  his  having 
been  brought  up  at  the  feet,  he  might  say, 
of  the  Great  Captain  of  the  age,  of  his 
having  gone  through  the  Peninsular  War» 
of  hia  having  been  connected  not  simply 
with  the  British  army,  but  also  with  fo- 
reign armies ;  and,  finally,  in  consequence 
of  his  having  seen  war  on  the  largest  scale 
on  th«  plains  of  India.  ToaII  this  general 
experience,  the  noble  Lord  added  the  ex- 
perience of  Master  General  of  the  Ord- 
nance ;  and  for  all  these  reasons  he  knew 
of  no  individual  to  highly  qualified  to  fill 


iho  office  of  Commander  in  Chief.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  army  would  greatly 
miss  his  services ;  and  for  himself  he  must 
say,  that  since  he  had  held  the  office  of 
Secretary  for  War  he  had  had  no  dilFer- 
ence  with  the  noble  Lord,  and  all  business 
transactions  had  been  conducted  between 
them  with  a  harmony  and  friendship  which 
he  should  never  cease  to  remember. 

VIS00C5T  MELVILLE  said,  ho  had  de- 
rived great  satisfaction,  and  he  was  sure  the 
whole  army  would  also  dcrivo  satisfaction, 
from  the  testimony  given  by  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  character  and  services  of  the 
late  Commander  in  Chief »  lie  must  say, 
with  the  experience  he  had  had  in  service, 
and  in  ounsequonco  of  what  he  had  wit- 
nessed during  the  last  year  and  a  half,  he 
thought  the  time  had  now  come  when  a 
Cabinet  Minute  should  bo  drawn  up,  to 
receive  the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty,  de* 
fining  where  the  duties  of  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  ended,  and  where  those  of 
the  Commander  in  Chief  began.  In  order 
to  provide  for  the  efficiency  and  proper 
organisation  of  the  army,  he  thought  it  in- 
dispensable that  all  promotions  should  be 
vested  in  the  Commander  in  Chief,  as  well 
as  everything  relating  to  the  discipline  of 
the  aimy.  At  the  present  moment  there 
was  a  divided  authority,  and  great  diffi- 
culty had  in  consequence  been  experienced 
in  carrying  on  the  duties  connected  with 
the  administration  of  the  affairs  of  the 
army. 

BISHOPS  OP  LONDON  AND  DURHAM 
RETIREMENT  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  rose  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bishops  of 
London  and  Durham  Retirement  Bill;  and 
said  that  he  should  have  supposed  the 
measure  would  have  been  received  with 
universal  approbation  if  he  had  not  re- 
ceived an  intimation  to  the  contrary  on 
moving  the  first  reading.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  enable  very  important  duties 
to  be  adequately  discharged,  which  the 
present  holders  of  the  offices  upon  which 
the  discharge  of  those  duties  devolved  had 
earnestly  represented  their  incapacity  to 
discharge.  The  duties  to  which  he  re- 
ferred were  those  which  appertained  to 
the  important  offices  of  the  Bishoprics 
of  Lonaon  and  Durham.  The  right  rev. 
Prelates  who  had  so  long  adorned  those 
sees  had  gained  for  themselves,  not  only 
from  those  over  whom  they  more  imme- 
diately presided,  but  from  iho  couutry  al 
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large,  an  amount  of  approbation  which 
could  hardly  be  exaggerated.  His  right 
rev.  Friend  the  Bishop  of  London,  with 
whom  it  had  been  his  good  fortune  to 
be  intimately  acquainted  from  his  earliest 
years,  had  discharged  his  high  duties  with 
a  singleness  of  purpose,  with  a  disinterest- 
ed desire  to  benefit  those  who  were  placed 
under  his  care,  rarely  equalled  and  never 
surpassed.  In  the  discharge  of  duties  so 
importaut,  and  which  were  sometimes  so 
difficult,  it  was  impossible  that  every  act 
of  that  right  rev.  Prelate  during  Im  long 
tenure  of  office  should  have  met  with  uni- 
versal approbation  ;  but  he  believed  that 
commanding  as  he  did  a  very  large  income 
and  presiding  over  a  very  large  diocese, 
no  one  would  contradict  him  when  he 
said  that  the  whole  of  that  large  reve- 
nue and  the  whole  of  his  time  had  been 
devoted  to  the  advancement  of  the  spi- 
ritual and  temporal  interests  of  those  over 
whom  he  presided.  The  same  observa- 
tions were  applicable  to  the  Bishop  of 
Durham.  In  one  respect  those  two  right 
rev.  Prelates  occupied  different  positions. 
The  Bishopric  of  London  was  not  what 
was  called  a  "  regulated  bishopric,"  but 
the  Bishop  received  the  whole  of  the  re- 
venues of  the  see.  The  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham, on  the  other  hand,  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  his  sec  after  the  rule  had  come 
into  operation,  by  which  it  was  provided 
that  he  should  pay  a  fixed  sum  out  of 
the  revenues  of  the  see,  calculated  on 
the  assumption  that  after  such  payment 
there  would  remain  to  him,  a  net  in- 
come of  £8,000  a  year.  It  turned  out, 
however,  that  the  revenue  left  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham  greatly 
exceeded  that  sum,  being  about  £13,000 
a  year,  and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had, 
with  great  liberality,  set  apart  a  portion 
of  this  surplus  to  form  a  fund  called  the 
"Maltby  Fund,"  for  the  benefit  of  his 
diocese.  The  Bishop  of  London  had  re- 
ceived the  entire  revenues  of  his  see,  which 
might  be  stated  at  somewhere  about 
£18,000  a  year,  whereas  if  the  Bishop- 
ric had  been  re<<ulated  the  income  would 
have  been  £10,000.  The  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham  was  very  advanced  in  life,  he  was 
nearly  blind,  and  quite  unable  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  his  bishopric.  The. Bishop  of 
London,  although  by  no  means  so  advanced 
in  life  as  the  other  right  rev.  Prelate  unfor- 
tunately had  a  severe  paralytic  attack  last 
autumn,  from  which  he  had  in  some  degree 
rallied,  but  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  not  probable  he  should  again  be 
enabled  to  attend  to  his  duties.   Both  those 
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right  rev.  Prelates  in  the  ooorae  of  last 
month  communicated  to  the  Government 
their  desire  to  be  allowed  to  retire  from 
tlieir  offices,  because  tliey  Mi  that  they 
conld  no  longer  discharge  their  duties. 
The  Government  then  had  to  consider 
what  steps  could  be  taken  to  conply  with 
their  request.  He  did  not  say  that  some 
general  measure  on  this  subject  would  not 
eventually  have  to  be  introduced,  but  there 
was  great  difficulty  in  framing  any  general 
measure.  One  difficulty  was  in  refn^oce 
to  the  regulated  bishoprics,  the  incomes  of 
which  had  been  fixed  at  £4,500  a  year ; 
because  that  sum  having  been  considered 
the  proper  salary  for  the  office,  it  could 
not  very  well  be  charged  with  any  sum 
as  allowance  to  a  retiring  Bishop.  The 
Government  did  not  think  it  wise  without 
further  consideration  ami  at  this  period  of 
the  Session  to  propose  any  general  mea- 
sure. But  the  case  of  the  Bishops  of 
London  and  Durham  appeared  to  the  Ge- 
vernment  in  many  respects  exceptional. 
There  was  a  great  if  not  practical  dififer- 
ence  between  the  bishopric  of  London  and 
other  bishoprics,  inasmuch  as  the  duties 
attached  to  it  were  made  more  numerous 
and  important.  A  similar  observation  was 
applicable  to  the  bishopric  of  Durham,  the 
metropolitan  see  of  the  north*  The  Go- 
vernment, in  considering  the  course  they 
-ought  to  pursue,  on  receiving  the  repre- 
sentations he  had  mentioned  from  these 
right  rev.  Prelates,  first  inquired  whether 
there  was  any  law  whereby  their  resigna^ 
tions  might  be  effected  without  the  aid  of 
Parliament,  and  securing  to  them  an  in- 
come after  their  resignations.  He  believed 
there  was  no  such  law  ;  but,  at  all  events, 
the  matter  was  involved  in  extreme  ob* 
scurity,  and,  in  fact,  he  had  been  able  te 
discover  no  precedent  of  an  actual  resigna- 
tion since  the  Reformation.  In  the  middle 
of  the  last  century  Bishop  Pierce  wished  to 
resign  the  see  of  Rochester,  and  long  dis- 
cussions on  the  subject  took  place  between 
Lord  Chancellor  Nor thington  and  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Mansfield  ;  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
being  of  opinion  that  he  might  resign, 
while  the  Lord  Chancellor  held  that  he 
could  not.  The  doubts  of  Lord  Northing- 
ton  appeared  eventually  to  have  been  set  at 
rest,  but  some  difficulty  was  raised  by  the 
Crown,  and  the  resignation  did  not  take 
place.  Again,  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth,  Archbishop  Grindall,  after  re- 
sisting the  attempts  of  the  Queen  to  force 
him  to  retire,  expressed  a  wish  to  resign  ; 
but,  nevertheless,  he  died  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury.     He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
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whether  resif^atioTis  had  not  ta^en  place 
in  Roman  Catholic  times,  under  the  rule 
of  the  Pope,  hut  he  thought  their  Lord* 
ships  would  feel  that,  considering  the  eifect 
of  the   resignation  would    he  to  remove 
from  their  Lordships'  House   two  of  its 
most    distinguished    memhers,   and  thej 
could  find  no   precedent  for  so  doing,  it 
would  have  heen  exceedingly  unwise  for 
the  Government  to  proceed  in  such  a  mat- 
ter without  the  consent   of   Parliament. 
There  heing  the  difficuUj  he  had  stated 
with  regard  to  the  general  measure,  there 
came  the  question  Iiow  to  deal  with  these 
eicepttonal  cases.     The  revenue  received 
by  the  Bishop  of  London  heing  £18,000, 
while  the  income  of  the  hishopric  was  fixed 
at  jC  10,000,  there  wuuld  be  no  difficulty 
in  providing  a  handsome  allowance  for  the 
retiring  Bishop.     So  again  in  the  case  of 
the  Bishop  of  Durham  ;  although  he  was 
a  '*  regulated  **  Bishop,  ample   provision 
could  he  made  for  that  right  rev.  Prelate 
out  or  tlio  surplus  revenues  of  the  see. 
The  Government  thouj{iit  there  would  have 
been  reason  to  complain  if,  after  such  an 
intimation,    they   had    remained    passive 
spectators  of  the  state  of  their  dioceses. 
The    Government   had,   therefore,    intro- 
duced  a  Bill,  which  he  asked  their  Lord- 
ships now  to  read  a  second  time,  and  which 
relieved  these  two  Prelates,  according  to 
the  wish  they  had  expressed,  from  duties 
vrhich  they  were  unequal  to  discharge.     A 
charge  upon  the  revenues  of  their  sees 
would  be  created,  which  would,  however, 
in  each  case  leave  a  surplus  for  the  Ecde- 
staatieal  Fund.     It  had,  he  believed,  been 
contended  that  this  sanction  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  was  of  a  simoniacal  character, 
since  it  was,  as  it  were,  bribing  these  two 
Prelates  to  retire  by  offering  them  hand* 
some  allowances  for  so  doing.     This,  how- 
ever, amounted  to  saying  that  there  were 
to  be  no  episcopal  resignations,  unless  the 
Bishop  wore   prepared  to  resign  without 
having  the  moans  of  support  for  the  rest  of 
bis  life ;    which  would    be  equivalent  to 
saying  that  there  was  to  be  no  resignation 
at  all.     The  Bishop  of  London  would  re- 
tire opon  £6,000  a  year.     With  the  re« 
spect  which  ho  felt  for  that  right  rev.  Pre- 
late it  was  extremely  painful  to  htm  to  dis- 
cass  this  subject.     He  had  not  heard  the 
circorastance  he  was  about  to  mentiou  from 
the  right  rev.  Prelate's  own  mouth,  but  he 
had  been  assured,  and  had  no  doubt  of  the 
fact*  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  never 
saved  any  money,  except  that  he  had  in- 
sured  his  life  largely.     This  necessarily 


meant  that  to  the  end  of  life  ihe  person 
assuring  must  pay  large  sums  to  keep  up 
these   insurances  :  so  that  the  Bishop  of 
London  could  not  retire  without  making 
provision  for  keeping  up  these  payments  ; 
and  he  was  informed  that  about  one  thou- 
sand a  year  would  be  exhausted  in  keeping 
up  the  insurances  which  he  had  properly 
effected  for  the  support  of   his  wife  and 
family.     He  thought  that  no  one  would 
object  to  the  amount  of  the  retiring  allow- 
ance if  the  principle  were  admissible.     Ho 
knew  that  any  resignation  of  a  benefice 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  declaration  that 
there  had  been  no  corrupt  bargain.     But 
would  any  one  contend  that  it  was  a  cor- 
rupt  bargain    when    a   person    receiving 
£18,000  a  year — which  he  might,  if  he 
chose,  continue  to  receive  without  doing 
anything  for  it — expressed  his  willingness 
to  give  it  up  if  he  were  enabled  to  live  in 
comfort   for  the   rest  of   his   life  ?      He 
could  not  conceive  anything  less  open  to 
the  imputation  of  a  corupt  bargain  than 
such  a  surrender ;  and  the  same  remark 
applied  to  the  resignation  of  the  Bishop  of 
Durham.     He  knew  that  such  an  arrange- 
ment would  not  be  tolerated  in  the  case  of 
a  beneficed  clergyman,  who  by  the  statute 
of   Elizabeth    was  obliged  to  resign   his 
benefice  without  receiving  any   consider- 
ation.    But  it  would  not  be  contended  that 
what  was  done  by  an  act  of  the  Legisla- 
ture could  not  be  altered  by  Parliament 
when  the  occasion  required.     It  was  also 
alleged  that  the  form  of  this  Bill  was  not 
such  as  to  be  respectful  to  these  right  rev. 
Prelates.     It  could  not  be  supposed  that 
any  disrespect  was  intended  on  the  part  of 
the  Government ;   but  it  was  said,  that, 
although  they  had  expressed  their  desire 
to  resign  their   sees,  the  enactment  de- 
clared that  the  sees  had  become  vacant, 
when  it  ought  to  have  declared  them  va- 
cant upon  their  resigning.     The  Govern- 
ment, however,  had  no  objection  to  intro- 
duce in  Committee  words  to  the  effect  tl>at 
the  Bishops  should  be  held  to  have  resign- 
ed upon  resigning  their  sees  to  the  Metro- 
politan, and  upon  their  resignation  being 
accepted   by   him.      Anything    that   the 
right  rev.  Bench  might  suggest  upon  this 
subject  would  be  adopted  without  hesita- 
tion by  the  Government.     Ho  had  now  to 
ask  their  Lordships  to  give  a  second  read- 
ing to  this  Bill. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  on  the  best 
consideration  he  could  give  the  measure, 
and  ho  had  considered  it  attentively,,  the 


819 


Buikopiof 


{LORDS  ^ 


Limdimand 


820 


only  ooncluBton  that  he  could  come  to  was, 
that  it  waa  not  expedient  for  the  House  to 
allow  it  to  pass  a  second  reading.     The 
question  was  one  of  rerj  great  importance, 
and  it  was  hotter  that  the  short  delay 
should  occur  which  would  he  necessary  for 
framing  a  general  measure  on  the  subject 
than  that  by  adopting  the  present  excep- 
tional measure  they  should  establish  a  dan* 
gerous  precedent.     The  more  facilities  the 
two  cases  under  consideration  presented  for 
a  settlement,  the  greater  was  the  danger  as 
regarded  a  general  measure  in  respect  to 
future  settlements ;  and  he  did  not  think 
the  Legislature  ought  to  act  exceptionally 
in  such  a  case.     He  was  not  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  retirements,  but  he  could 
not  help  seeing  its  inconrenience  in  the 
case  before  the  House,  inasmuch  as  if  it 
were  adopted  in  the  instance  of  Bishops, 
it  would  also,  on  the  footing  of  justice, 
hare  to  be  adopted  in  the  case  of  rectors, 
and,  indeed,  to  be  extended  to  the  clergy 
generally.     He  eould  see  no  reason  why 
an  infirm  Rector  should  not  he  enabled  to 
retire  ns  well  as  an  infirm  Bishop.     The 
particular  case  in  question  oame  before 
the  House,  moreover,  in  a  manner  which 
the  House  should,  in  his  opinion,  hesitate 
to  sanction.     Here  were  two  Bishops  who 
placed  their  sees  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Minister,  upon  condition  that  he  made  cer- 
tain arrangements  for  their  retiring  allow- 
ances.    Now,  these  were  two  sees,   the 
occupants  of  which  had  seats  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House  immediately  upon  their  ap- 
pointment.    There  might  he  persons  who 
would  object,  that  the  nomination  to  these 
htshopricks  should  bo  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  present  Ministry.    He  (Lord  Redes- 
dale)  was  far  from  entertaining  any  such 
political  jealousy ;   hut  the  House  would 
have  to  consider  how  far  the  -political  ar- 
gument bore  upon  the  subject.     It  was 
dangerous  to  admit  the  principle  of  sepa- 
rate dealing  with  the  question,  therefore, 
as  it  admitted  of  the  imputation  of  mo- 
tives.    The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  bad  said  that  there  was 
no  objection  to  making  an  alteration   in 
the  wording  of  the  measure  which  would 
make  the  Bill  express  that  the  sees  only 
became  vacant  on  the  resignation  of  the 
two  right  rev.  Prelates  ;   and,  therefore, 
he  (Lord  Redesdale)  would  make  no  re* 
mark  on  that  point  further  than  to  observe, 
that  the  admitted  necessity  of  the  altera- 
tion showed  the  misfortune  of  introducing 
a  measure  of  such  importance  in  the  hur- 
ried manner  in  which  this  Bill  had  been 
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brought  forward.     There  were  one  or  two 
points  of  the  measure  whieh   he  would 
rather  avoid  discussing ;  but  those  points 
deeply  affected  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
and  he  could  not  allow  any  personal  sensi- 
bility to  preclude  him  from  speaking  oat 
upon  these  matters.     He  entertained  the 
highest  respect  for  both  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates whom  this  Bill  affected.     He  was  on 
terms  of  personal  acquaintance  with  both. 
He  had  a  more  intimate  acquaintance  with 
the  Bishop  of  London,  and  no  person  could 
entertain  a  higher  respect  for  that  Prelate 
than  he  did.  He  was  aware  that  no  Bidhop 
who  had  ever  held  the  see  of  London 
had  devoted  the  whole  of   his  energies 
more  unceasingly  or  with  more  success  te 
the  duties  of  the  episcopate  than  had  the 
Bishop  of  London.     He  believed  that  do 
Prelate  who  had  ever  held  the  see  of  Lon- 
don had  to  a  greater  extent  promoted  the 
spiritual  good  of  those  whom  he  presided 
over  than  the  present  Bishop.     Biu  this 
only  induced  him  (Lord  Redesdale)  to  ex- 
press the   deeper  regret  at  the  circum- 
stances which  had  attended  that  Prelate's 
proposed  resignation  ;  and  he  believed  that 
if  all  the  facts  were   brought  under  the 
Bishop's  consideration,  and  that  ho  were 
afforded    an    opportunity  of   deliberatelj 
giving  them  his  attention,  he  would,  after 
having  done  so,  regret  the  fact  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  being  on  their  Lordships'  table 
as  much  as  he  (Lord  Redesdale)  should 
himself.     He  would   shortly  direct  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  what  bad  •already 
been  done  by  way  of  legislation  on  the 
subject  of  resignations  of  church  livings. 
Before  the  time  of  the  Reformation,  ar- 
rangements with  regard  to  the  resignation 
of  spiritual  benefices  were  common;  and 
those  arrangements  included  the  granting 
of  pensions  or  allowances  out  of  the  in- 
comes of  the  livings.   These  arrangements 
gave  rise  to  very  great  abuses  ;  and  by  sn 
Act  passed  in  the  26th  year  of  the  reign 
of  Henry  VilL  it  was  provided  that  un- 
limited pensions  should  no  longer  be  grant- 
ed, and  reservation  was  made  that  the 
amount  of  pension  should  not  exceed  one- 
third  of  the  amount  of  the  benefice.    Not- 
withstanding this  enactment,  abuses  were, 
he  presumed,  ^till  found  to  arise ;  for  in 
the  36th  of  Bliz.  an  Act  was  passed  which 
rendered  the  making  of  any  arrangements 
at  all  of  that  kind  unlawful,  that  Act  de- 
claring that  all  such  arrangements  with 
respect  to  benefices  should  he  considered 
corrupt  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  and  impose 
ing  a  penalty  amounting  to  double  the 
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amount  of  the  stipulated  penmon  upon  any 
pnrtj  negotiating  to  receiYO  such  pension. 
Now,  their  Lordships  would  bear  in  mind 
that  that  Act  was  in  existence  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  when  the  negotiation-  with  re- 
speet  to  the  sees  of  London  and  Durham 
was  being  carried  on  by  the  Government, 
notwithstanding  that  such  negotiations  were 
in  direct  violation  of  it.     If  they  intended 
to  do  away  with  the  statute  of  Elizabeth 
they  ought  to  do  so  by  a  general  Act  de- 
claring that,  notwithstanding  that  enact- 
ment, such  negotiations  should  be  legal ; 
but  so  long  ns  the  statute  of  Elizabeth 
existed  a  negotiatiou  like  that  the  subject 
of  this  special  Bill  was  illegal.     For  this 
reason  he  thoui;ht,  then,  that  their  Lord- 
ships ought  to  didoountenance  the  proposed 
measure.     Another  objection  he  had   to 
the  Btll-*and  it  was  one  which  it  was  ex- 
tremely painful  to  touch  upon — was,  that 
he  thought   the  amount  of  the  retiring 
pensions  excessive.     Ho  said  this  with  ex- 
treme regret ;  but  they  should  remember 
that  iSey  were  establishing  a  precedent, 
and  one  which  was,  in  his  opinion,  an  ob- 
jectionable and  dangerous  one.     Let  them 
recollect  what  arrangements  of  this  kind 
ought  to    bo   under   any   circumstances. 
They  ought  not  to  be  in  any  way  in  the 
light  of   bargains.     There  ought  to  be 
nothing  of  this  kind.    Men  should  not  say, 
"  Here  is  a  see  ;  I  will  resign  it  if  you 
give  mo  so  much.  I  will  not  if  you  don  t.'' 
The  simple  arrangement  ought  to  be  that 
a  Bishop  wishing  to  resicrn  his  see,  should 
say,  ^*  1  am  incapable  of  longer  performing 
the  duties  which  my  office  imposes  upon 
me,  and  I  wish  to  resign.    Give  me  enough 
to  live  upon — ^that  is  all  I  require."     If  it 
were  conceded  that  such  should  be  the  guid- 
ing principle  in  these  arrangements,  then 
the  question  arose,  upon  what  scale  ought 
those  retiring  pensions  to  bo  regulated  ? 
Surely  there  ought  to  be  some  regulated 
scale.     What  scale  had  been  adopted  in 
the  cases  now  before  the  House?     Why, 
the  smaller  of  those  proposed  pensions  was 
larger  than  the  income  considered  neces- 
sary for  a  Bishop  in  the  full  performance  of 
his  duties.       The  smaller  pension — ^that 
proposed  for  the  Bishop  of  Durham — was 
£4,500   a   year,   while    the    larger  was 
£6,000.     Yety  except  in  the  case  of  the 
Prelates  who  might  bo  called  the  three 
premier  Bishops*  the  income  of  the  acting 
Bishops  ranged  from  £4.200  to  £4,500  a 
year,  none  of  them  exceeding  the  latter 
sum.     He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
this  arrangement  was  of  the  character  of 
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a  bargain  and  partook  of  a  simoniaoitl  cha- 
racter. He  thought,  therefore,  that  he 
was  justified  in  saying  that  the  scale  of 
pension,  for  which  this  Bill  would  set  a 
precedent,  was  an  objectionable  one,  and 
that,  if  adopted,  it  would  throw  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  future  arrangements.  On 
tho  whole  he  believed  that  it  wast  most 
desirable  that  this  Bill  should  be  with- 
drawn. The  discussion  of  this  measure  in 
detail,  though  most  painful  to  their  Lord- 
ships, might  in  its  results  prove  most  use- 
ful ;  but  he  thought  that  the  principle  of 
tho  present  Bill  could  not  be  defended,  and 
under  these  circumstances  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  move  that  it  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  moeed,  to  leave  out  **  now, 
and  insert  *'  this  day  three  months." 

Thb  Eael  of  CHICHESTER  said,  he 
could  not  do  justice  to  his  feelings  without 
adding  his  testimony  to  the  merits  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of  London, 
to  his  great  ability,  his  great  learningt 
and  the  urbanity  of  conduce  which  he 
had  always  displayed.  Ho  had  had  per- 
sonal and  official  communication  with  hioi 
in  many  transactions,  aiid  he  was  there- 
fore competent  to  bear  witness  to  his  worth 
as  a  Christian  Minister,  and  the  liberal  and 
munificent  manner  in  whioh  ho  dispensed 
the  large  income  of  his  seo.  It  was  not 
beyond  the  truth  to  say  that  the  whole  of 
that  income,  above  the  necessary  provision 
for  his  family,  had  been  devoted  to  the 
Church.  He  might  speak  in  tho  same 
terms  of  tho  liberality  of  the  other  right 
rev.  Prelate,  who — though  it  was  no  doubt 
true,  that  he  had  received  a  larger  income 
than  had  been  contemplated  by  the  Act 
of.  Parliament-^had  not  only  paid  over 
£2,000  per  annum  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  for  the  erection  of  parson- 
age-houses for  the  poorer  clergy,  but  had 
expended  the  rest  of  his  surplus  income^ 
as  he  (the  Earl  of  Chichester)  happened 
to  know,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Church 
and  charitable  institutions  in  his  diocese. 
When  tho  future  Bishops  should  bo  ap- 
pointed under  the  regulstions  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament,  the  immediate  losers  would 
he  the  poorer  clergy,  and  charitable  in- 
stitutions of  the  two  dioceses.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Bill  itself,  ho  should  only 
observe  that  he  regarded  the  retiring  al- 
lowances proposed  to  be  granted,  as  only 
reasonable  and  pi*oper.  He  would  now 
make  some  observations  on  the  objections 
of  his  noble  Friend  opposite.  His  noble 
Friend  had  first  stated  that  the  only  proper 
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renicdj  for  sQch  caseB  was  a  general  niea- 
sure.  NuWy  he  (the  Earl  of  Chichester) 
agreed  that  if  it  were  poseihle  it  would  he 
hctter  to  pasa  a  general  oieaBure  to  re- 
gulate the  retirement  of  Bishops.  This 
would  he  much  more  satisfactory.  But 
a  general  measure  not  onlj  involved  diffi* 
cuUies  requiring  mature  consideration,  hut 
from  the  nature  of  the  case  could  not 
apply  to  the  exceptional  circumstances  of 
the  present  retirement.  Other  retirements 
ought  not  to  he  made  on  the  same  terms, 
hecause,  in  a  general  measure,  it  would 
be  most  unjust  to  the  Church  to  propose 
to  make  such  large  retiring  allowances  to 
those  Bishops  whose  incomes  had  been 
regulated  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  still 
leos  to  Bishops  appointed  after  the  proposed 
measure.  In  these  cases  the  allowances 
should  be  on  a  proportionately  reduced 
scale.  The  main  objection  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  general  measure  at  this  time 
was,  that  there  would  be  no  time  to  discuss 
it.  Some  persons  wished  that  a  general 
Act  should  be  passed »  rendering  retire- 
ment in  certain  cases  compulsory.  It  was 
argued  that  a  Prelate  too  infirm  to  perform 
his  duties  might  be  the  very  last  to  be 
conscious  of  those  infirmities.  Now,  he 
thought  compulsory  enactments  open  to 
great  objection.  Any  Bill  which  should 
^x  the  retirement  of  Bishops  without  their 
own  consent  required  that  mature  conside- 
ration which  could  not  be  given  to  it 
during  the  present  Session.  Upon  what 
principle  would  it  be  applied  to  existing 
Bishops?  The  noble  Lord  had  referred 
to  the  statute  of  Elizabeth  which  pro- 
hibited all  trafficking  in  matters  rela- 
ting to  benefices  in  the  Church ;  but  that 
statute  had  no  reference  to  the  present 
case — it  referred  only  to  negotiations  be- 
tween persons  holding  benefices  and  their 
proposed  successors.  But  in  the  present 
instance  there  had  been  no  trafficking,  nor 
even  negotiation  between  parties  standing 
in  that  relation  to  each  other,  nor  even 
between  tlie  two  Bishops  and  the  Govern* 
mcut.  lie  (the  Earl  of  Chichester)  had 
been  the  or*ran  of  communication  between 
one  right  rev.  Prelate  and  the  Guvern- 
ment.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  com  muni* 
cated  to  him  that  he  felt  himself  inca- 
pacitated from  performing  the  duties  of 
his  office,  and  feared  he  should  never  be 
able  to  resume  them,  and  was  therefore 
desirous  of  retiring  upon  an  annuity  of 
i£6,000.  That  was  the  simple  statement 
made  to  him,  which  he  communicated  to 
the  Government.  Ho  believed  that  the 
The  Earl  of  Chichester 


other  riglit  rev.  Prelate  had  mode  a  pre- 
cisely similar  comniuntcation.  With  regsril 
to   the  Bill  befure  their  Lordships,   cod- 
sidering  the  meagre  pay  received  by  w 
niany  clergymen,  he  should  not  have  felt 
inclined  to  approve  of  the  arrangement  u 
a  prospective  example  ;   but,   wlien  thej 
remembered  that  these  two  Prelates  fasd 
entered  into  possession  of  these  large  in- 
comes of  £18.000  and  £14,000  a  yesr 
without    any   notice    of   their   retirement 
being  possible — that  they  were,  in   fact, 
entitled  to  consider  those  incomes  as  se- 
cured to  them  for  life — he  thought  any- 
thing shurt  of  the  pensions  now  proposed 
would    be    unjust.     The  sums   proposed 
would  be  paid  without  any  diminution  of 
the  income  of  their  successors,  and  there 
would    moreover    be   a   balance   over  of 
£4,000  a  year  at  the  disposal  of   the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.     In  conclu- 
sion he  might  be  allowed  to  remind  their 
Lordships  of  the  very  great  danger  which 
would  arise  from  a  postponement  of  this 
measure.     Both  of  these  right  rev.  Pre* 
lates   had,   under   their   own    hands,  in- 
formed the  Government  that  they  were  of 
opinion  that  they  were  disqualified  from 
performing  their  duties  as  Bishops,  and 
that  they  were  anxious  to  retire.      Would 
it  be  right  to  leave  the  Church  in  the  two 
important  dioceses  of  London  and  Durham, 
under  the  care  of  Prelates  who  had  them- 
selves owned  that  they  were  unfit  to  hold 
those  two  important  posts  ?     When  the  Bill 
came  into  Committee,  he  should  probably 
bring  an  Amendment  under  the  conside- 
ration of  their  Lordships  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  future  decision  of  the 
see  of  London,  a  measure  whieh  he  undcr- 
tood  had  been  for  some  time  under  con- 
sideration.    He  might  also  propose  some 
alteration  in  the  mode  in  which  the  sees 
should  be  declared  vacant ;  but  he  should 
certainly  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  present  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  he 
was  surprised  that  some  general  measure 
on  this  subject  had  not  been  brought  ia 
before.  He  thought  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that,  when  Bishops  were  incapaci- 
tated by  infirmity  or  illness  from  attend- 
ing to  their  duties,  they  ought  to  be  ea- 
abled  to  retire,  and  ample  provision  ought 
to  be  made  for  them  on  their  retirement. 
The  only  question  was,  what  should  be  the 
amount  of  their  pensions  ?  Now,  he  was 
quite  aware  that  this  question  was  sur- 
rounded by  great  difficulties,  but  in  his 
opinion  the  pensions  should  ccrtaluly  vary 
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m  proportion  to  the  valDo  of  the  sees,  and 
to  the  incomes  which  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates  had  enjojed.  With  regard  to  the 
Bishop  of  Durham,  ho  could  say,  from 
long  residence  trithin  that  see,  and  from 
his  own  personal  knowledge,  that  a  better, 
a  more  conscientious,  a  more  charitable, 
and  benevolent  Prelate  never  sat  on  the 
episcopal  bench ;  and,  so  far  from  agreeing 
with  the  noble  Lord  who  had  proposed  this 
Amendment,  that  the  pension  proposed  in 
bis  case  was  too  much,  he  (the  Duke  of 
Cleveland)  thought  it  wss  too  little.  Al- 
thouffh,  therefore,  he  did  not  object  to 
this  Bill,  and  meant  to  vote  for  the  second 
reading,  he  should  certainly  move  in  Com- 
mittee to  raise  the  pension  to  the  Bishop  of 
Durham  from  £4,500  to  £6,000  a  year. 
When  first  raised  from  the  see  of  Chiches- 
ter to  that  of  Durham,  the  latter  bishop- 
ric came  under  the  operation  of  a  new  law. 
It  was  then  suggested  that  the  Bishop  of 
Durham  should  only  have  £8,000  a  year, 
but  the  choice  was  left  to  him  as  to  whe- 
ther he  would  have  a  fixed  income  of  that 
amonnt,  or  whether  he  would  keep  the  re- 
venues of  the  see,  paying  to  the  Treasury 
the  sum  of  £1 1,500  a  year.  The  Bishop 
knew  nothing  personally  of  the  see  or  its 
revenues,  but  he  took  an  opinion  on  the 
subject,  the  result  of  which  was  that  he 
decided  to  keep  the  revenues  of  the  see  in 
his  own  hands,  running  the  chance  of  what 
ibey  might  amount  to  for  the  future,  and 
paying  to  the  Treasury  the  sum  just  men- 
tioned. Fortunately  for  him  the  revenues 
of  the  see  increased  instead  of  diminishing; 
but  had  the  reverse  been  the  ease,  his 
income  would  have  been  much  less  than 
the  proposed  fixed  amount  (£8,000).  The 
bargain,  therefore,  was  a  perfectly  fair  one, 
and  was  one  with  respect  to  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  ought  not  to  be  assailed, 
as  he  bad  been  in  the  public  press,  as  well 
as  in  the  other  House  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud  (Mr.  Horsman).  For  his  own 
part,  he  thought  that  the  best  plan  to  pur- 
sue would  be  to  plaee  the  Bishop  of  Durham, 
as  regarded  a  retiring  pension,  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Bishop  of  London,  for  he 
thought  that  the  one  Bishop  was  as  much 
entitled  to  a  pension  of  £6,000  a  year  as 
the  other.  It  was  better  in  itself  to  act 
liberally  than  to  act  illiberally,  and  from 
the  very  advanced  age  of  the  Bishop  of 
Durham,  it  was  evident  that  the  difference 
ID  amount  could  not  be  a  matter  of  any 
great  importance.  Feeling  as  he  did  that 
both  Bishops  ought  to  bo  placed  on  the 
same  footing,  he  would,  if  he  found  that 


he  met  with  any  support,  submit  a  Motion 
to  that  effect  in  Committee. 

The  Bishop  of  EXETER  said,  that  it 
was  painful  to  him  to  have  to  oppose  this 
Bill.  The  making  a  proper  provision  for 
the  retirement  of  Bishops  was  an  object 
which  met  with  his  earnest  approbation ; 
but  he  wished  that  the  proposition  had 
been  made  in  another  form.  He  did  not 
then  object  to  the  retiring  pensions,  as 
proposed— -on  the  contrary,  they  had  his 
approval— but  he  roust  express  his  sur- 
prise that  a  measure  of  this  kind,  affect- 
ing the  best  interests  of  the  Church  of 
England,  should  have  been  brought  for- 
ward without  anv  communication  with  the 
Episcopal  bench.  He  said  this,  because  he 
was  quite  sure  that  neither  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  nor  any  right  rev.  Prelate  would 
have  given  their  consent  to  the  measure  in 
its  present  form.  That  some  measure  al- 
lowing retiring  pensions  to  Bishops  should 
be  passed  would  meet  with  tho  approval  of 
every,  or  almost  every  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House ;  and  he  was  quite  sure 
that  none  of  the  Members  of  the  Episco- 
pal Bench  would  desire  to  receive  any  unrea- 
sonable amount  of  retiring  pension  when  he 
should  Jbecome  unable  to  fulfil  his  episcopal 
duties.  He  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  re- 
joiced to  think  that  there  was  already  in 
existence  a  scale  of  retiring  allowances 
which  might  very  fairly  be  applied  to  re- 
tiring Bishops — he  meant  the  pension  al- 
lowed to  Judges  under  similar  circum- 
stances. Certainly  their  allowances  ought 
not  to  be  less  than  those  given  to  Judges  ; 
and  he  would  carry  the  matter  out,  and 
would  say  that  a  difference  ought  to  be 
made  in  favour  of  the  two  Primates.  Ho 
thought  it  would  not  he  unreasonable  to 
make  their  retiring  allowances  the  same 
as  that  of  Lord  Chancellors. 

But  while  he  said  this,  he  must  beg  to 
be  understood,  as  altogether  dissenting 
from  the  notion;  that  the  consideration  of 
money  was  the  main  principle  involved  in 
the  present  question.  Supposing  the  Bill  to 
be  made  unobjectionable,  as  to  the  amount 
of  pensions  to  retiring  Bishops,  be  should 
still  object  to  it,  in  its  present  form,  on 
other  and  far  higher  grounds.  He  objected 
to  it,  because  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
office  itself  of  Bishop  was  treated  by  the 
Bill.  That  office  was  there  dealt  with  as 
if  it  were  the  mere  creature  of  the  State 
— it  was  placing  the  episcopacy  of  our 
Church  on  tho  same  level  as  the  Epis- 
copacy— if  Episcopacy  it  could  be  called — 
of  some  Protestant  State  in  Germany. 
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He  must  aIm)  saj*  that  eren  if  this  wore 
not  the  case ;  if  not  onlj  the  amount  of 
pension  assigned  to  the  two  retiringBishops 
were  unexeeptionahle,  but  also  if  in  other 
particulars  in  respect  to  them  the  Bill  were 
satisfactory,  he  should  hare  mnch  preferred 
a  general  measure  which  should  meet  the 
ease  of  all  retiring  Bishops,  to  a  Bill  which 
was  directed  only  to  meet  a  specific  case. 
Indeed,  he  had  beard  no  reason  why  this 
Bill  should  not  be  postponed  until  sueh 
a  general  measure  could  be  introduced. 
Sooner  or  later  such  a  measure  must  be 
provided  for  the  ease  of  all  Bishops,  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  that  the  Bill  to  be 
introduced  should  have  provided  generally 
for  the  necessities  of  the  case. 

He  felt  that  tiie  Bench  of  Binbops  had 
some  right  to  be  astonished  and  dissatis- 
fied  with  the  course  pursued  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  respect  to  this  Bill.  The  Bill 
was  brought  in  on  one  night,  when  scarcely 
a  single  Peer  was  present,  and  wns  read  a 
first  time;  and  the  second  reading  was 
fixed  for  the  night  following.  Furtunately 
the  interposition  of  a  noble  Lord,  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  rescued 
them  from  that  difficulty.  But  why  should 
not  the  whole  Bench  of  Bishops  hajre  been 
allowed  full  opportunity  of  considering  a 
matter  so  intimately  connected  with  the 
interests  of  the  Church  ?  The  Bill  had 
only  been  presented  on  Friday  last — and  | 
tliey  had  had  no  opportunity  of  consulting 
on  a  measure  so  novel,  and  so  deeply 
affecting  tho  interests  of  the  Churah. 
Never  before,  in  the  history  of  this  coun- 
try, had  a  measure  been  introduced  by 
which  Parliament  proposed  to  deal  in  so 
summary  a  manner  with  the  afiaira  of  the 
Church. 

But  the  objections  to  tho  measure  were, 
to  his  mind,  insuperable.  It  was  in  direct 
opposition  to  one  of  the  most  sacred  prin- 
ciples of  the  Church.  A  Bishop  had  no 
right  to  resign,  and  up  to  that  moment  had 
never  pretended  to  resign,  except  with  the 
authority  of  him  from  whom  he  had  re- 
ceived his  mission  to  exercise  his  office ;  nor 
could  any  other  accept  his  resignation  ex* 
cept  the  ordinary  who  had  given  the  mis- 
sion. In  the  case  of  the  Bishop,  that 
ordinary  was  the  Arehbishop ;  and,  in  like 
manner,  no  clergyman  could  resign  his 
cure  of  souls  except  into  the  hands  of  the 
Bii&hop,  who  was  bound  to  consider  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  resignation  as  was 
the  Arehbishop  in  the  caso  of  Bishops, 
before  he  gave  his  sanction  to  it.  This 
was  the  rule  equally  of  the  canon  and  the 
The  Bishop  of  Exeter 


common  law,  as  he  would  show  the  Honse 
hy  reading  the  following  extracts  from 
GihMm't  Vodex^ 

**  1.  Resignation  roost  be  made  to  one  wbo 
bath  power  to  admit  it — Bemmeiatio  fieri  debet 
in  manue  ^u$  qtti  hdbel  poUetaUm  ecun  admit' 
tendi — and  that  is,  in  general,  to  the  person  vho 
granted  admission  to  tho  benefice  resigned  ;  and, 
therefore,  donatives  are  not  resignable  to  the 
ordinarj,  but  to  the  patron,  wbo  bath  power  to 
admit.  Bat  there  is  one  ezoeption  as  to  the 
Qneen.  If  it  bo  true  dootrine  that  deaneries  of 
tiio  Queen's  gift  may  well  be  resigned  to  the 
Queen,  which  is  much  to  be  questioned,  wherever 
there  is  a  Bishop,  the  immediate  superior ;  be- 
cause, however,  the  Grown  hath  the  right  of  no- 
mination, jet  legal  possession  is  not  to  be  ob- 
tained—nor  by  consequence  to  be  resigned — ^but 
by  canonical  methods. 

'*  2.  Resignation  can  only  be  made  to  a  su- 
perior. This  is  a  maxim  in  the  temporal  Uw ; 
and  is  applied  by  Coke  to  the  eocletiastioal  law, 
when  he  says  that  therefore  a  Bishop  cannot 
resign  to  a  Dean  and  Chapter,  but  it  must  be  to 
the  metropolitan,  from  whom  he  received  confir- 
mation and  eonsecration." 

He  cannot,  therefore,  resign  during  the 
vacancy  of  the  metropolitan  see — when 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  are  guardians 
of  the  temporalities — hut  must  wait  for 
the  appointment  of  the  new  Archhishop. 

"  d.  Resignation  must  be  made  in  person,  and 
not  by  proxy. 

'*  4.  No  resignation  can  be  valid  until  accepted 
by  the  proper  ordinary.  That  is,  no  person  ap- 
pointed to  a  cure  of  souls  oan  quit  that  core,  or 
discharge  himself  of  it,  but  upon  good  motives, 
to  be  approved  by  the  superior  who  admitted  it 
to  him— for  it  may  be  that  he  woold  quit  it  for 
money,  or  to  live  idly,  or  the  lik«.  And  this  is 
the  law,  as  well  of  the  State,  as  of  the  Chareh." 

The  instance  of  Archbishop  Grtndal  had 
been  referred  to,  as  a  precedent  for  these 
political  resignations.  But  that  instance, 
properly  considered,  was  conclnsiTo  on  the 
other  aide ;  it  showed,  that  an  ArohbiBhop 
could  not  resign  to  the  Grown ;  for  the 
Crown,  although  his  immediate  superior 
in  all  causes  spiritual,  was  not  at  all  con* 
corned  with  the  exercise  of  his  authority 
in  pure  spiritualities.  Queen  Elisabeth  re- 
quired Arohbishop  Grindal  to  resign  ;  he 
himself  was  eagerly  desirous  of  resigning  ; 
but  it  was  founds  that  neither  the  requisi* 
tion  of  the  Queen,  nor  the  wish  of  the  Arch- 
bishop— nor  both  together — ^wore  sufficient 
to  effect  their  purpose.  Whitgtft,  the  de- 
signated successor,  who  was  mnch  better 
▼orsed  in  the  constitutional  law  of  the 
Church,  than  either  the  Queen  or  Grindal, 
absolutely  refused  to  accept  the  metropoli- 
tan see  during  Grindar&  life,  and  his  ob- 
jection prevailed.  Grindal  died  Areh« 
bishop  of  Canterbury.  But  the  present 
raeasoro  sets  at  nought  all  theae  considers* 
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lions,  and  is  utterly  inoonftistenl  with  the 
constitution  of  the  Church. 

This  matter  of  resignations  was  one  of  the 
most  enibarrassing  things  in  administering 
the  affairs  of  the  Church,  for  there  was  too 
much  reason  to  suppose  that  they  were  often 
foaoded  on  corrupt  bargains,  and  he  had, 
for  himself,  always  exercised  the  greatest 
caution  in  accepting  resignations ;  but  this 
Bill,  be  feared,  would  be  a  declaration  of 
the  right  of  all  ecclesiastics  to  make  simi- 
lar bargains.     He  was  quite  sure  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London) 
had  never  seen    this   Bill  —  if  he   had, 
he  would  never  have  consented   to  it — 
he  would  have  seen  at  once  that  it  showed 
a  determination  to  set  at  nought  all  the 
rules  and  principles  of  the  ecclesiastical 
law,  and  to  stretch  to  the  utmost  the 
interference   of  the   State  in  the  affairs 
of  the  Church.     For  what  reason  could  be 
given  for  permitting  Bishops  to  roaiie  bar- 
gains for  resignation,  which  would  not  be 
equally  applicable  to  Rectors,  Vicars,  In- 
cumbents of  every  kind  ?  To  such  a  princi- 
ple he  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  had  the  very 
strongest  objection,  and  would  resist  it  to 
ihe  uttermost.     If  a  Rector  had  entered 
into  any  such  bargain  he  would  have  ren- 
dered himself  liable  to  ecclesiastical  pro- 
ceedings.    No  doubt  it  was  desirable  to 
provide  for  such  cases  as  those  of  the  two 
right  rev.  Prelates  to  whom  this  measure 
referred ;  but  then  the  Legislature  should 
proceed  with  a  due  regard  to  Church  prin- 
ciples. 

Then,  ae  to  the  haste  with  which  the 
present  measure  bad  been  introduced — ^the 
wish  of  the  two  Bishops  had  not  been 
known  more  than  three  weeks,  and  the 
Government  had  taken  only  a  fortnight 
to  decide  on  and  draw  up  the  present 
measure.  But*  what  was  the  necessity  for 
pressing  on  the  measure  with  such  haste? 
There  was  no  necessity  for  passing  it  be- 
fore the  close  of  the  present  Session,  be- 
cause the  season  during  which  the  Bishops 
had  active  duties — such  as  confirmations 
— was  the  earlier  part  of  the  year ;  in  the 
Utter  part  of  the  year,  the  duties  of  Bi- 
shops ordinarily  consisted  of  such  matters 
or  ministrations,  as  could  be  performed 
by  Commission.  And,  then,  if  the  matter 
were  deferred  to  next  Session,  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  time  to  consider  the 
best  course  to  adopt — not  merely  to  pro- 
vide for  the  preaent  circumstances  of  the 
sees  of  London  and  Durham,  but  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  Church  generally  in  this 
matter — by  devising  some  measure  which 


should  not  be  open  to  the  objections  of  the 
present  Bill,  but  such  as  might  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  case,  without  violating 
the  recognised  principles  of  the  Church* 
He  would  not  now  recommend  any  particu- 
lar course;  but  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  the  Church  itself  was  not 
without  some  provision  for  cases  of  this 
kind.  From  the  earliest  ages  coadjutor 
Bishops  had  been  appointed,  who,  faking 
their  title  from  some  town  in  the  diocese* 
and  with  or  without  the  right  of  succession, 
administered  the  affairs  of  the  diocese,  by 
virtue  of  a  Commission  from  the  Bishop—* 
but  the  great  principle  of  the  canon  law 
was,  that  the  Bishop  of  tha  diocese  re* 
tained,  during  life,  full  possession  of  his 
dignity  and  office.  He,  therefore,  earnestly 
besought  their  Lordships,  for  the  sake  of 
the  Bishop  of  London  himself — not  to  as- 
sent to  this  measure.  He  (the  Bishop  of 
Exeter)  was  sure  that  it  would  embitter  the 
last  days  of  that  venerable  and  admirable 
man — whose  life  had  been  spent,  as  it 
would  be  vain  to  expect  from  any  probable 
successor — to  find  that  the  principles  of  the 
Churoh  had  been  set  aside,  in  order  that 
he  might  receive  this  pension  on  his  re- 
Urement. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  that 
he  thought  the  apprehensions  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  were  very  much  exaggerated. 
At  least,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
modifying  the  Bill  so  as  to  provide  that  the 
resignation  of  his  see  by  a  Bishop  should 
be  into  the  hands  of  his  Metropolitan, 
Until  the  Act  of  Elisabeth  made  it  unlaw- 
ful,  it  was  perfectly  lawful  for  a  Bishop  to 
resign  his  see  and  retire  upon  one-third  of 
its  emoluments;  and  in  the  present  Bill 
Government  were  only  going  back  to  that 
time,  and,  in  two  specific  cases  applying 
that  rule  which  had  been  until  then  ge- . 
nerai.  The  dioceses  immediately  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  were  of  so 
great  importance  that  they  ought  not  for  a 
moment  to  be  left  without  episcopal  super- 
intendence, and  when  the  right  rev.  Pre« 
lates  who  now  presided  over  them  came 
forward  spontaneously  and  declared  their 
inability  to  perform  the  duties  of  their 
office,  he  thought  no  time  ought  to  be  lost 
in  providing  their  successors.  If  a  Com- 
mander in  Chief  were  to  make  a  similar 
statement,  and  tender  his  resignation,  would 
there  be  a  moment's  hesitation  as  to  what 
ought  to  be  dene  ?  Would  they  not  say 
t^at  although  they  were  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  resignation  in  the  army  gene* 
rally,  yet  that  here  was  a  partiettlar  case 
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in  which  it  wm  for  the  good  of  the  coun- 
try it  shoald  be  allowed.  If  that  were 
the  case  as  regarded  eecalar  inatter9,  how 
much  more  so  ought  it  to  hold  in  eccle- 
siastical affairs  ?  In  conclusion,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  be  led  away  bj 
the  terror  of  the  Church  being  endanger- 
ed, but  would  consent  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time,  as  it  could,  in  Committee,  be 
amended  to  meet  the  views  of  the  right 
rey.  Prelate. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  he  had  no 
hesitation  with  regard  to  the  vote  which 
he  was  about  to  give  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  thst  daj  three  months ;  but  he  should 
give  it  with  some  regret,  because  of  the 
possible  inconvenience  that  might  arise 
from  the  postponement  of  legislation,  owing 
to  the. incapacity  of  these  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates who  presided  over  these  important 
sees ;  because  he  was  not  unfavourable  to 
the  general  principle  of  retiring  provision, 
whetlier  of  Bishops  or  the  inferior  clergy ; 
and  because  the  discussion  must  be  pain- 
ful to  the  feelings  of  two  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates eminently  distinguished  for  their  abi- 
lities and  private  virtues.  The  objection 
upon  which  he  rested  his  vote  was  not  that 
of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Exeter),  that  the  arrangement  was  in  op- 
position to  the  doctrine  of  the  Church, 
although  he  felt  the  weight  of  the  ri^ht 
rev.  Prelate's  arguments,  and  was  bound  to 
say  the  Bill  was  framed  in  entire  disregard 
of  all  Church  principles  and  Church  dis- 
cipline. His  objection  was,  that  they  were 
dealing  exceptionally  and  with  individual 
cases,  where  they  should  deal  generally  and 
upon  broad  principles.  As  yet  he  had  not 
heard  any  sufficient  reason  to  satisfy  him 
of  the  propriety  of  the  course  pursued 
by  Her  Majesty  s  Government,  and  if  he 
wanted  proof  of  the  extreme  inconveni- 
ence of  that  course  it  was  furnished  by 
the  speeches  in  defence  of  the  Bill,  which 
turned  the  whole  of  this  important  discus- 
sion into  the  consideration  of  the  personal 
and  individual  merits  of  these  two  Pre- 
lates, the  sacrifices  which  would  be  made 
by  them,  and  the  reasonableness  of  tho 
terms  of  the  bargain  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment. That  a  great  question  involv- 
ing important  points  of  Church  discipline 
should  be  so  dealt  with  afforded  one  of  the 
strongest  objections  to  this  mode  of  legis- 
lation. But  bis  noble  Friend  who  had  just 
tat  down  justified  the  dealing  separately 
with  these  two  cases  upon  'the  grounds 
of  emergency  and  speeial    circumstances. 

The  Earl  of  Harrowhy 


With  regard  to  emergency,  although  he 
did  not  know  when  the  offer  was  made  by 
the  two  right  rev.  Prelates,  he  believed 
the  health  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham  snd 
the  health  of  the  Bishop  of  London  had 
for  some  weeks,  if  not  for  some  months, 
been  very  much  the  same.  He  was  re- 
minded that  six  months  ago  the  Bishop  of 
Durham,  so  far  from  discharging  the  da- 
ties,  handed  over  everything  to  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners. 

The  Arohbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  received  a  communication  from 
the  Bishop  of  Durham  in  November  Isst, 
stating  that  he  was  anxious  to  resign  his 
see. 

The  Eakl  or  DERBY :  Then,  as  far  as 
the  Bishop  of  Durham  was  concerned,  no 
case  of  emergency  could  be  raised  ;  for,  if 
communication  of  his  readiness  to  resign 
was  made  to  the  Government  in  November, 
they  had  full  leisure  to  consider  whether 
they  would  introduce  any  Bill,  or  a  speeisl 
Bill,  or  a  general  Bill.  But,  if  he  were 
not  mistaken,  the  subject  of  a  general  Bill 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  This  question 
had  not  taken  them  by  surprise — they  hsd 
been  looking  for  it ;  they  had  had  a  propo- 
sition upon  the  subject  of  a  general  Bill 
early  in  the  Session,  bat  they  preferred  to 
wait  for  an  emergency,  which  in  one  ease, 
at  all  events,  was  not  unforeseen.  But  it 
was  said  there  were  special  circumstances, 
and  they  could  not  deal  with  these  right 
rev.  Prelates  as  they  could  with  any  others 
who  might  succeed  them.  Why  not?  Ho 
admitted  that  they  could  not  compel  a 
person  to  resign  on  any  terms  they  tit^ ; 
but  he  did  not  see  why  they  should  not 
deal  with  the  case  of  the  Bishops  of  Lon- 
don and  Durham  as  they  would  with  the 
holders  of  other  offices,  and  he  must  ssy 
the  illustration  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  £srl 
of  Harrowby)  upon  that  point  was  rather 
remarkable.  The  noble  Earl  asked  whe- 
ther it  would  be  decent,  in  case  a  Com- 
mander in  Chief  became  incapable  to  per- 
form the  duties  of  his  office,  to  bargain 
very  closely  as  to  the  sum  of  money  for 
his  resignation.  Unfortunately,  by  a  dis- 
pensation of  Providence,  within  a  very 
short  time  the  case  had  occurred.  The 
Commander  iu  Chief  found  himself  incsp- 
able  of  performing  the  duties  of  his  office; 
but  he  djd  not  go  to  Her  Majesty  and 
bargain  wha^  amount  he  should  receive  for 
resigning  it — he  at  once  resigned  his  of- 
fice, and  did  not  ask  for  any  allowsnee  for 
doing  60.     There  had  been  a  long  discus- 
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sion  as  to  the  reasonable  ameiiat  of  the 
retiring  allowaoces,   but  he  fMMsed  over 
whether  it  was  a  reasonable  bargain.     His 
•objection  was  to  anry  bargam.     The  4aw  of 
England  had  for  centuries  prohibited  any- 
thing IB  the  way  of  traffic  and  bargain  for 
the  resignation  of  any  office  in  the  Church, 
and  if  it  were  not  mi  there  would  he  4io 
iieceasity  for  this  Bill.     They  w«re  intro- 
ducing au  exceptional  ease  for  the  purpose 
of  Tiolating  the  law,  and  all  the  arguments 
which  were  used  against  the  system    of 
special  legiskktion  in  divorce  cases  applied 
precise^  ihe  same  to  this  case,  where,  for 
the   benefit  of  two    Prelates,  they  were 
giving  a  licence  to  them  to  violate  the 
fundamental  law  of  the  land.     It  was  de^ 
iiied  that  there  was  any  corruption  in  the 
matter.     No  one  imputed  corruption  i«  a 
sense  to  wake  it  -dishonourable,  hut  enly 
as  it  was  <cerrapt  to  require  consideration 
of  any  kind  for  abandoning  a  spiritual  of- 
fice.    He  had  no  doubt  tiliere  were  many 
eases  in  which  it  would  he  generally  ad- 
vantageous for  an  aged  clergyman  to  retire, 
on  receipt,  -by  arrangement  with  his  suc- 
cessor, of  a  portion  of  the  income ;  but  the 
law  said  that  was -simony,  and  the  Bishop 
would  net  listen   to  such  a  suggestion. 
The  same  might  be  said  in  the  case  of 
these  Bishops  as  in  the  case  of  any  private 
patron.      The  word   "traffic*'  liad   been 
•objected  to.     He  believed  his  noble  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committees  did  not 
use   the   word    ''traffic,"  but  the   word 
^*  negotiation."     The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Chichester)  said  there  was  no  negotia- 
tion.    There  was  no  protracted  uegotia* 
tion,  because  the  first  terms  that  wove 
ofiFered  were  accepted ;  hut,  in  the  sense 
•of  conditions  laid  down  on  the  one  side, 
and  accepted  on  the  other,  for  the  purpose 
of  doing  a  certain  act,  negotiations  were 
entered  into  by  the  Bishops  and  assented 
to  bj  the  Government,  and  that  descrip- 
tion of  negotiation  and  traffic  was  strictly 
f>rohibited  -by  the  law  of  England.     It  was 
said  that  it  might  he  very  desirable  to 
hare   a  general  •measin^;   but  that  this 
was  a  peealiar  case  in  which  no  additional 
charge  would  be  thrown  upon  the  public 
funds.     It  appeared  to  him  that  if  that 
argument-were  admitted  it  would  interpose 
a  most  important  •difficulty  in  the  way  of 
that  general  measure  which  all  desired  to 
see  adopted.     If  it  was  to  be  said  that  it 
was  onlj  in  eases  where  there  was  to  be  a 
prospective  reduction  of  income,  and  where 
there    would    be  consequently  a  surplus 
from  vrbicb  to  provide  ra tiring  pensions, 
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that  introduced  an  insuperable  obstacle  to 
the  adoption  of  a  general  measure.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  tiiis  mode  of  deal- 
ing exceptionally  with  individual  cases  in 
viuialioA  of  tbe  law  was  objectionable  in 
principle,  and  that  any  violation  of  the  law 
of  England  was  a  much  more  serious  mat- 
ter than  any  possible  inconvenience  which 
might  result  from  delaying  for  a  few  months 
a  measure  that  would  perhaps  eventually 
be  attended  with  some  advantage.  For 
those  reasons,  although  favourable  to  the 
principle  of  retirement  upon  fixed  rules, 
and  although  he  entertained  the  highest 
respect  and  veneration  for  the  two  right 
rev.  Prelates  whose  cases  were  immedi- 
ately coimeetod  with  the  measure,  he  could 
not  consent  to  the  adoption  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  nothing  less  than  a  violation  of 
the  great  fundamental  principle  of  the  law 
of  the  land. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  said,  that  he  rose 
simply  to  answer  a  question  which  had 
been  put  to  him  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  c)f  Exeter).  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  said  that  resignation  must  be  made 
to  a  superior,  and  that,  as  there  was  no 
superior  to  an  Archbishop,  an  Archbishop 
cou4d  not  resign.  He  (Lord  Lyndhurst) 
had  ^eivtuped  to  oppose  that  doctrine,  and 
had  said  the  resignation  in  the  case  put 
must  be  to  the  Grown.  He  had  turned  to 
the  authority  of  Blackstone,  and  be  found 
that  that  commentator  stated  that  "  resig- 
nation must  be  made  to  some  superior. 
Therefore  a  Bishop  must  resign  to  the 
Metropolitan ;  but  the  Archbishop  can  re- 
sign to  none  but  the  King  himself." 

The  Abohbishop  op  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  was  equally  sorry  and  surprised  to 
find  the  Bill  before  their  Lordships  opposed 
by  many  noble  Lords  who  were  known  to  be 
friendly  to  the  Church  and  to  the  interests 
of  religion ;  yet  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  could  be  less  consistent  with  those  in* 
terests  than  that  two  such  dioceses  as  Lon- 
don and  Durham  should  be  left  for  an  indefi- 
nite period  without  efficient  episcopal  control 
and  superintendence.  Those  dioceses  com- 
prised a  seventh  part  of  the  population  of 
England,  and  the  population  of  one  of 
them,  at  least,  would  be  allowed  to  be  of 
a  most  important  character;  and  the  Bill 
now  proposed  was  intended  to  remedy  au 
inconvenience  which,  whatever  attempts 
had  been  made  to  extenuate  the  evil,  were 
greatly  to  be  deprecated — for  the  most 
important  and  most  anxious  duties  of  a 
Bishop  were  those  which  could  not  be  de^ 
legated  to  any  one  else— and  to  remove  a 
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reproaeh  which  would  otberwue  Ho  heavily 
on  the  Church.  Those  of  their  Lordships 
who  knew  the  character,  the  sensitire  cha- 
racter, of  the  Bishop  of  London,  would 
agree  with  htm  that  nothing  wouki  be  more 
certain  to  a<^gravate  the  pressure  of  dis- 
ease, to  embitter,  if  not  shorten,  what 
might  remain  to  him  of  life,  than  the  con* 
Bciottsness  that  he  was  accountable  for  du- 
ties without  the  power  of  performing  them 
^-duties  of  which  he  knew  and  had  proved 
the  importance  and  the  value.  It  was 
from  that  responsibility  that  he  sought  to 
be  relieved ;  and  it  would  be  a  bad  retnrn 
for  a  life  spent,  if  ever  life  was  so  spent, 
in  the  service  of  the  public — ho  said  the 
public,  for  their  Lordships  knew  that  his 
services  were  no  less  valuable  in  that 
House  than  in  the  Church— it  would  be 
an  ungrateful  return  for  a  life  so  spent 
if  he  were  now  denied  that  retirement 
which  his  health  required,  and  which  he 
bad  so  painfully  earned.  The  resignation  of 
a  Bishop,  for  good  and  sufficient  causes,  was 
an  acknowledged  part  of  the  constitution 
of  the  Church,  although  it  might  be  that 
no  case  of  such  retirement  had  occurred 
since  the  Reformation.  In  regard  to  our 
own  country.  Lord  Coke  laid  it  down  as  a 
rule,  which  was  confirmed  by  Gibson,  Burns, 
and  Blackstone,  that  a  provincial  Bishop  re- 
signs to  his  Metropolitan.  It  was,  indeed, 
a  mistake — he  said  it  with  all  deference-^ 
to  omit  the  mention  of  this  legitimate  method 
of  resignation  in  the  Bill:  but  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  promised  to  correct  that 
defect  in  the  Committee.  Accordingly  such 
resignation  was  provided  for  on  the  crea- 
tion of  Bishops  for  the  Colonies,  and  there 
were  now  in  this  country  two  es-Bishops 
-—Bishops  without  sees,  having  resip^ned 
them  into  the  hands  of  their  Metropolitan 
the  Bishop  of  Calcutta.  He  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury)  had  recently  accept- 
ed from  the  Bishops  of  New  Zealand  and 
of  Toronto  the  resignation  of  a  portion  of 
their  dioceses,  intended  to  be  assigned  to 
other  sees.  It  had  been  thought,  as  he 
understood,  that  the  object  of  this  Bill 
should  rather  have  been  attained  by  a 
jgeneral  measure,  regalating  the  conditions 
on  which  Bishops  should  resign  their  sees, 
than  by  a  special  Act  for  a  single  pur- 
pose ;  and,  undoubtedly,  a  general  measure 
of  the  kind  was  highly  desirable,  defining 
the  condition  on  which  a  superannuated 
Bishop  might  resign  his  charge.  But  all 
would  at  once  perceive  that  no  future  Bi- 
shop could  ever  be  in  the  situation  of  the 
two  Prelates  wlu>  were  the  subjects  of  this 
The  Archbishop  of  Canterhwy 


Bill.  No  future  Prelate  could  ever  have 
a  life  interest  in  an  income  like  that  which 
those  Bishops  were  ready  to  resign.  The 
amount  of  retiring  salary  had  been  object- 
ed to  by  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  rc« 
jection  of  the  Bill.  If  the  Bishop  of  Loo- 
den  had  thought  himself  at  liberty  to  use 
his  episcopal  income  for  the  purfiose  of 
making  to  himself  a  fortune  or  of  aggran- 
dizing his  family,  he  might  easily  have  be- 
come independent  of  any  retiring  salary. 
He  (the  Archishop  of  Canterbury)  might 
say,  without  exaggeration,  that  if  that 
Bishop  had  spared  from  his  public  and  pri- 
vate charities  the  half  of  what  he  has,  in 
fact,  employed  in  supplying  the  spiritual 
destitution  of  his  vast  diocese,  he  might 
have  provided  against  the  present  emer- 
gen ey.  He  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
forgive  the  right  rev.  Prelate  if  be  had 
been  more  careful  to  provide  for  his  dioccae 
than  for  himself  or  those  who  may  sur- 
round him.  He  bad  thus  briefly  stated 
tho  reasons  why  he  should  give  his 
cordial  concurrence  to  the  Bill,  which 
he  trusted  would  receive  their  Lordships' 
sanction. 

Thg  Dckb  of  NEWCASTLE  said,  be 
should  have  contented  himself  with  a  si- 
lent vote  upon  this  occasion  ;  but  for  some 
remarks  that  had  fallen  from  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  who  had  just  sat  down.    He  would, 
in  the  first  place  remark,  that  throughout 
the  discussion  there  had  been  a  general 
admission  of  the  principle  of  resignation, 
and  it  was  therefore  unnecessary  for  him 
to  say  one  word  in  its  favour.     The  most 
rev.    Prelate   had   said   that  the  present 
cases  could    never  again   occur,  as   tho 
two  particular  Bishops   were   in  a  posi- 
tion in  regard  to  income   in  which  none 
of  their  successors  would  ever  be  placed. 
The   fair  inference   from   that   argument 
was,  that  if  this  Bill  were  adopted,  there 
eould  never  bo  any  other  similar  measure 
upon  the  same  principle  upon  which  this 
would   have   been  passed.     He  feared  it 
was  too  late  to  hope  to  pass  a  general 
measure   this  year ;    but,  great  as  were 
the  evils  of  continuing  the  present  arrange- 
ments in   these  two  dioceses,   he  would 
rather  do  that  than  expose    every  other 
bishopric  in  the  kingdom  to  the  risk  of  re* 
maining  without  such  a  remedy  as  it  was 
now  sought  to  apply  exceptionally.     Sorry 
as  he  was  to  say  anything  which  might 
hurt  tho  feelings  of  any  person,  in  this 
matter  it  was  necessary  to  lay  aside  deli- 
cacy— and  jt  must   be   notorioos    to  the 
greater  part  of  Uieir  Lordshipa  that  Dur- 
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bam  and  London  were  not  the  only  two 
dioceses  in  which  a  similar  remedy  was 
necessary.     Why  hring  in  a  Bill  to  relieve , 
the  Bishops  of  London  and  Durham  from 
their  functions,  and  yet  not  deal  with  two 
other  Prelates  who  were  at  this  moment 
in  precisely  tbe  same  position  ?  He  should, 
perhaps,  be  told,  "  because  they  have  not 
resigned."     Bat  why  bad  they  not  resign- 
ed ?  They  waited  of  course  for  a  general 
measure  on  this  subject,  knowing  perfectly 
well  that  a  Bill  would  not  be  brought  in 
Bpeci6cally  to  meet  their  case,  because  the 
House  of  Commons  would  not  grant  pen- 
sions out  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Funds.  The 
Government,  however,  were  no  doubt  in 
hopes  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
pass  this  Bill,  because,  though  the  pro- 
posed pensions   were  to  be  taken    nomi- 
nally   and    ostensibly    from    the    Eccle- 
siastical Funds,    those    funds   would   not 
in  reality  be  diminished,  because  by  the 
arraog^ment  which  would  be  made  a  larger 
8om   would    be   paid  in   than    would  be 
taken  out.     The  question,  then,  was  re- 
duced entirely  to  one  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence,  and  he  looked  upon  the  present 
proposal  as  one  degrading  to  the  Church, 
injurious  to  the  Bishops,  as  well  as  to  the 
Tarious  dioceses,  and  one  which  would  pre- 
sent insuperable  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
future    legislation.     The    Archbishop    of 
York  and  the  Bishop  of  Norwich  were,  it 
was  well  known,  in  the  same  position  as 
the  two  Prelates,  who  would  be  affected 
hy  this  Bill.     Whatever  might  be  the  fate 
of  this  measure  hereafter,  let  it  not  be 
said  that  those  who  opposed  it  were  respon- 
sible for  the  position  of  the  two  dioceses 
he  had  just  mentioned.     On  the  contrary, 
the   responsibility  would  rest  with  those 
who  hrought  forward  such  a  Bill  instead  of 
adopting  some  scheme  of  legislation   by 
which  the  case  of  all  would  be  equally 
eorered.     He  would  not  argue  the  point 
as  to  whether  the  proposed  pensions  were 
too  much  or  too  little.     The  question  in- 
Tolved  was,  he  thought,  a  very  much  larger 
one.     He  looked  upon  it  as  essential  to  the 
interests  of  the  Church  that  power  should 
he  giTen  for  Bishops  to  resign  when  no 
longer  qualified  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
their   office,  and  he  believed  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  throwing  great  obstacles  in 
the  waj  of  such  a  provision  if  they  passed 
this  measure  into  law.  Although  he  should 
give  his  vote  with  great  reluctance  in  as 
far  as  it  would  affect  these  two  dioceses; 
yet,  looking  at  the  whole  question  from  a 
larger  point  of  view,  he  hoped  their  Lord- 


ships  would  refuse  their  sanction  to  tho 
second  reading. 

Lord  DENMAN  thought  it  would  bo 
much  fairer  to  the  Bishop  of  London,  and 
more  grateful  to  the  feelings  of  that  right 
rev.  Prelate,  to  reject  this  Bill  at  once. 
The  discussion  of  this  question  in  the  House 
of  Commons  could  not  be  otherwise  than 
painful  to  that  ri$;ht  rev.  Prelate,  who,  he 
(Lord  Denman)  believed,  would  find  him- 
self able  to  resume  his  duties.  On  broad 
grounds,  he  was  of  opinion  that  tho  country 
would  receive  a  general  measure  with  much 
greater  satisfaction  than  an  exceptional  one. 

The  Bishop  op  OXFORD  said,  tho 
ground  upon  which  his  vote  would  be  given 
against  the  passing  of  this  Bill  was  as 
nearly  as  possible  what  had  been  so  well 
stated  by  the  noble  Duke  who  had  just  sat 
down  and  by  the  noblo  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Derby).  It  was  not  because  he 
underrated  the  evil  which  it  was  now  sought 
to  remedy;  but  he  felt  deeply  that  some 
measure  was  needed  to  meet  the  general 
evil  which  now  existed  in  the  Church  aris- 
ing out  of  the  impossibility — for  a  moral 
impossibility  it  was — for  those  who  held 
the  episcopal  office  to  lay  that  office  down  if 
they  felt  themselves  unable  to  discharge 
their  duties.  There  were  different  ways 
in  which  this  evil  might  have  been  met.  It 
might  have  been  met  by  adopting  the 
ancient  practice  of  appointing  coadjutor 
Bishops,  or  by  proposing  a  general  Bill 
which  would  enable  Bishops  to  resign.  Let 
their  Lordships  observe  the  greatness  of 
the  evil,  in  one  point,  which  had  not  been 
noticed  in  the  discussion.  The  amount  of 
work  in  any  office  was  noturally  fixed,  to 
a  great  degree,  as  regarded  him  who  suc- 
ceeded to  that  office,  by  the  amount  of 
work  performed  by  him  who  retired ;  and 
as  the  present  system  prevented  Bishops 
from  resigning  when  no  longer  qualified 
properly  to  discharge  their  episcopal  func- 
tions, the  consequence  was  that  the  whole 
scale  of  episcopal  duties  was  lowered  by  the 
continuance  of  this  evil.  Now,  this  being 
the  case,  their  Lordships  were  asked  to 
apply  a  doubtful  palliative  to  those  cases 
which,  if  you  did  not  apply  this  palliative, 
might  lead  to  the  remedy  of  the  whole 
system.  The  universal  course  of  legisla- 
tion in  both  House  of  Parliament  showed 
that  it  was  only  when  a  particular  evil 
arose  which  was  too  great  to  be  borne  that 
a  general  measure  was  passed,  dealing 
with  the  general  interests  involved  ;  and 
there  were  no  such  certain  means  of  pro- 
longing a  bad  system  as  by  palliating  those 
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particular  instances  which  would  justify  the 
Go?orumcDt  in  dealing  with  the  evil  as  a 
whole.  With  regard  to  his  right  rev. 
Friend  the  Bishop  of  London,  that  Prelate, 
during  the  time  he  had  presided  over  his 
present  see,  had  displayed  a  singleness  of 
heart,  an  ahilitj,  a  cunscientiousne:«8,  and 
a  power  such  as  had  heen  rarely  exhibited 
on  the  Episcopal  Bench  ;  and  it  was  when 
you  found  such  a  man,  hy  God*8  visitation, 
rendered  unable  to  discharge  his  duties, 
and  willing  to  make  provision  for  the  dis- 
charge of  those  duties  by  another,  that 
there  arose  one  of  those  fortunate  oppor- 
tunities which  would  induce  a  conscientious 
Government  to  say,  **Now  \s  the  time  for 
breaking  through  the  difficulties  which  will 
always  beset  such  a  question,  and  for  pass- 
ing a  general  measure  to  meet  the  evils 
now  complained  of.*'  Could  their  Lord- 
ships doubt  that,  if  this  Bill  were  thrown 
out  to-night,  a  general  measure  would  he 
hrought  forward  next  Session  ?  On  the. 
other  hand,  did  their  Lordships  believe 
that  if  they  passed  this  Bill  such  a  measure 
would  he  introduced  ?  Leave  this  parti- 
cular evil  unredressed  fur  a  few  months, 
and  what  was  it — great  as  it  might  be — 
compared  with  the  general  evil  of  ])lacing 
the  Bishops  in  such  a  position  as  to  be  un- 
able to  find  assistance  or  to  resign  when 
age  or  infirmity  told  upon  them  ?  Let 
their  Lordships  pass  this  measure,  however, 
a:id  they  would  put  off  iudeGnitely  the 
cure  of  this  evil.  For  his  own  part  the 
only  object  which  he  had  in  view  was  the 
redress  of  a  great  public  evil,  and  he 
might  inform  their  Lordships  that  at  the 
commencement  of  the  present  Session. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  heen  placed 
in  possession  of  a  general  scheme  which 
would  have  applied  to  the  general  evil,  and 
which  would  have  included  the  two  cases 
for  which  it  was  now  proposed  to  legislate. 
That  a  general  scheme  was  necessary 
there  could  be  no  doubt.  He  had  himself 
received  a  letter  from  a  right  rev.  Brother 
saying  that  he  would  gladly  follow  the 
example  of  the  Bishops  of  London  and 
Durham,  if  any  provision,  however  slender, 
could  be  made  for  him.  He  asked  their 
Lurdshijis,  therefore,  as  there  was  a  great 
evil  to  be  remedied,  and  inasmuch  as  the 
remedy  for  that  evil  was  not  withheld  by 
those  who  opposed  the  present  Bill,  but 
hy  those  who  had  neglected  to  bring  in  a 
general  measure,  to  pause  before  agreeing 
to  a  course  which  would  render  it  next  to 
impossible  to  introduce  a  general  scheme  at 
any  future  period.  As  long  back  as  last 
T/ic  Bishop  of  Oxford 


November  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbnry 
had  pointed  out  to  the  Government  the 
necessity  of  a  general  measure  ;  but,  not- 
withstanding the  representation,  it  was  only 
at  the  close  of  the  Session  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  introduced  a  particular 
Bill,  and  one  of  which  the  great  majority 
of  their  Lordships  had  not  considered  the 
hearings.  He  begged  their  Lordships, 
therefore,  to  take  time,  and  to  hear  tlio 
case  fully  discussed  before  they  formed 
their  judgment,  and  not  to  adopt  a  plan 
which  in  his  conscience  he  believed  would 
prevent  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty which  existed,  but  to  wait  until  the 
case  was  fully  before  them,  and  then  cou- 
scientiously,  deliberately,  and  decidedly  to 
adopt  moans  to  remedy  a  great  wrou^. 

On  question,  that  **  now  "  stand  part  of 
the  Motion,  their  Lordships  divided:^ 
Content  47;  Not  Content  35:  Majority 
12. 

List  of  the  Contekt. 


AnCHBIBUOPS. 

Somen 

Armagh 

Stradbroke 

Canterbury 

vuGouns. 

Falkland 

DOftBS. 

Argyll 
CleveiaDd 

Middleton 
Sydney 

Wellington 

BISHOPS. 

Bath  and  Wells 

MARQUB8BB8. 

Carlisle 

Breadalbaae 

Bipon 

Camden 

BABOXS. 

Clanricarde 

Byron 

Lansdowne 

Calthorpe 

Westmintfter 

a 

Camoys 

CARLS. 

Campbell 

Beaborough 

(niurchiU 

Chichester 

Foley 

Clarendon 

Gienelg 

Damley 

Kinnaird 

Efflngliam 

Manners 

Essex 

Monteagle 

Granard 

Mostyn 

Harrowby 

Overstone 

Kingston 

Panmuro 

Searboroiigh 

Rivers 

Shaftesbury 

SUnley  of  Alderley 

Shelburue 

Wrottesley 

List  of  the  Not  Content. 

DUKXS. 

Desart 

Montrose 

Donoughmore 

Newcastle 

Galloway 

Richmond 

Haningtoii 

Somerset 

Luoan 

Malmesbury 

XABqVKSS. 

Mansfield 

Bath 

J'owis 

KABLS. 

Uomney 

Aberdeen 

Beauohamp 

Cardigan 

TISCOUITT. 

Dungannon 

Delawarr 

BISBOP. 

Derby 

Oxford 
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lUROHfl. 

Blanej 

Colchester 

ColTille  of  Culrofls 

De  Utile 

Deonian 

Dunsandle 

GrnDtley 

Sesolted  in  tlie  Affirmative, 

Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Ilouse  on 
Thursday  next. 


Lyndhurst 

Kedesdale 

Kavensworth 

Sandys 

Southampton 

Sufflcld 

Wynford 


PROTEST; 

Die  Mortis  15"*  Julii,  1856. 

Affaintt  Seetmd  Reading  of  Tfte  Bishifps  of 
London  and  Durham  Retirement  Bill, 

DissBirmKT — "1.  Booause  it  is  a  most  ohjec- 
tionable  course  of  legislation  to  make  laws  which 
sliall  affect  only  particular  canes,  unless  those 
cases  are  of  so  specinl  a  nature  that  but  few  simi- 
lar instances  can  bo  expected.  Rat  the  inability 
of  Bishops  to  discharge  the  duties  of  their  high 
office  by  reason  of  old  age  or  permanent  infirmity 
of  mind  or  body  is  notoriously  a  matter  of  very 
frequent  occurrence,  and  ought  therefore  to  be 
provided  for,  not  by  private  Acts  affecting  only 
certain  individunis,  but  by  some  general  law 
applying  to  all  similar  cases. 

'*  2.  BecAQse  in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
one  of  the  most  ancient  and  essential  principles  of 
the  constitution  of  the  Church  is  openly  violated 
by  declaring  by  Act  of  Parliament  that  the  Sees 
of  Ix>ndon  and  Durham  'shall  become  vacant/ 
without  any  reference  whatsoever  to  the  obliga. 
tions  of  the  Bishops  of  those  Sees  not  to  resign  the 
high  office  in  the  Church  of  Christ  to  which  they 
have  received  mission  from  their  several  Metro- 
politans, except  into  the  hands,  and  with  the  ex- 
press acceptance,  of  the  said  Aletropolitans  after 
duly  considering  the  rensons  for  such  resignation. 
*'  3.  Because  the  Bill  proceeds  on  a  recital 
which  implies,  on  the  part  of  those  Bishops,  for- 
getfnlness  of  the  Church*^  law  in  respect  to  re- 
signations made  on  any  compact  for  money,  or 
emolument,  or  advantage  of  any  kind.  The  state- 
ment of  this  reason  must  not  be  construed  into 
the  expression  of  belief  of  the  entire  accuracy  of 
that  recital ;  on  the  contrary,  justice  to  those 
▼enerable  Prelates  requires  us  to  believe  rather,  i 
that  the  persons  who  drew  the  Bill  failed  to  state 
correctly  the  precise  terms  in  which  the  said 
Bishops  represented  to  ller  Majesty  their  wish 
to  retire. 

"  4.  Because  an  Act  of  Parliament  professing 
to  he  founded  on  a  transaction,  which,  if  it  were 
proved  against  any  spiritual  person,  might  pro- 
bably be  deemed  corrupt,  and  be  visited  accord- 
ingly with  severe  ecclesiastical  censure,  could 
hardly  fail  to  operate  as  a  most  pernicious  stimvr- 
Iu3  to  uncanonical  and  corrupt  resignations  by 
holders  of  benefices  generally.  That  the  practice 
of  t-nrnpering  with  conscience  in  respect  to  such 
resignations,  especially  in  connection  with  the 
law  which  permits  the  sale,  not  only  of  advowsons, 
hut  also  of  next  presentations,  prevails  already  to  j 
a  fearful  extent,  there  is  too  much  reason  to 
apprehend.  The  worst  consequences  therefore 
must  ensue,  if  the  Ii<*gislnture  itself,  in  the  cases  ' 
of  any  Prelates, — especially  of  any  of  those,  whose  ' 
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high  qualities  and  long-experienced  services  to 
the  Church,  would  give  more  than  common  autho- 
rity to  their  supposed  example — shall  appear  to 
sanction  such  example  by  giving  to  it  the  force  of 
law, 

"  n.  EXKTBR." 

Ilouse  adjourned  to  Tbursdaj  next. 
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HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  15,  1856. 

MiKTJTvs.]  New  Writs,— For  Dorset  County,  v. 
the  Right  hon.  George  Bankes,  deceased ;  for 
Frome,  i'.  Viscount  Dungarvan,  now  Earl  of 
Cork  and  Orrery,  called  up  to  the  Ilouse  of 
Peers,  as  Baron  Boyle. 

Public  Bills. — l^  Cursitor  Baron  of  the  Exche- 
quer. 

2"  Coast  Guard  Service ;  Hay  and  Straw  Trade ; 
Lenses  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates  r  Lunatic 
Asylums  (Superannuations)  (Ireland). 

8^  Consolidation  Fund  (Appropriation) ;  Court 
of  Appeal  in  Chancery  (Ireland) ;  Mercantile 
Law  (Scotland)  Amendment. 

COAST-GUARD  SERVICE  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  reading  read. 
Sir  CHARLES    WOOD:    At  a  lato 
hour  last  night,  Sir,  I  stated  that  I  wns 
anxious   at    tlio    earliest    opportunity   to 
explain  to  the  House  the  general  tenor 
of  the  niensure  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Teriiment  thought  it  necessary  to  propose 
for  tlie  purpose  of  providing  a  more  ade- 
quate reserve  force  for  the  naval  service 
and  protection  of  the  coasts  of  the  conn- 
try.    The  Bill,  the  second  reading?  of  which 
I  now  beg  to  move,  contains  a  small  por- 
tion only  of  that  plan  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  proposes  ultimately  to  adopt. 
But  I  shall  take  the  opportunity  on  this 
occasion  to  state  the  full  plan  winch  the 
Government   contemplates,  in  order  tliat 
tlie  House  and  the  country  may  be  aware 
of   the  whole  state  of   the  case,  and  of 
the   extent  of    the   plan   which   may   at 
some  future  time  entail  a  heavy  expense 
on    the  country.      I  am  anxious,  there- 
fore, that  the  House  should  know  the  full 
extent  of  our  views,  in  the  hope  that  it 
will  concur  with  the  Government,  and  sup- 
port a  measure  which  I  believe  to  be  essen- 
tially necessary  for  the  safety  of  the  coun- 
try.    I  think  it  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  the  country  that  it  should  possess  an 
efficient  coast-guard  service,  as  that  might 
be,  by  being  immediately  available  on  the 
brcakinir  out  of  hostilities  of  the  utmost 
utility  to  the  nation  at  some  future  pe- 
riod.    We  have  learnt  much  by  the  late 
war.      I    hope    in   regard    to    the    navy 
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that  wo  had  less  to  learn  than  in  respect 
to  the  army,  because  the  nayy,  eren  in 
time  of  peace,  has  always  been  kept  in  an 
efficient  state.  It  has  always  been  foand 
necessary  to  keep  up  a  naval  force  for  the 
protection  of  our  commerce  and  of  onr 
colonies  in  all  parts  of  the  world,  so  that 
even  in  time  of  peace  the  navy  was  not 
left  in  that  state  of  repose  in  which  the 
army  was  necessarily  placed.  But  although 
we  have  not  had  quite  so  much  to  learn  in 
regard  to  the  navy  as  to  the  army,  still 
there  has  been  much  to  be  learnt  by  those 
who  have  taken  an  active  part  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  our  naval  force.  Although 
wo  have  known  for  long  the  necessity  of 
further  measures  in  regard  to  the  man- 
ning of  the  navy,  yet  there  is  no  incon- 
siderable portion  of  the  country  quite  un- 
aware of  the  absolute  necessity  of  taking 
measures  for  providing  a  large  reserve  of 
seamen  to  supply  our  naval  force.  I  be- 
lieve for  tho  last  thirty  years  hardly  any 
person  has  taken  a  part  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  naval  force  of  the  country 
without  feeling  the  great  difficulty  of  pro- 
viding, with  sufficient  rapidity  on  any  emer- 
gency, any  considerable  addition  to  the 
number  of  men  employed  in  our  fleets. 
There  is  no  difficulty  in  supplying  ample 
materials  for  the  navy.  Ships  of  any  size 
or  number,  guns  of  any  calibre  or  number, 
adapted  to  the  requirements  of  modern 
times,  are  readily  to  be  obtained.  But, 
since  we  have  ceased  manning  our  navy  by 
means  of  impressment,  difficulties  have  oc- 
casionally arisen  in  supplying  the  requisite 
number  of  men.  In  former  times,  this  was 
speedily  and  effectually  done  by  means  of 
impressment ;  but  of  late  years,  the  great 
object,  and  a  most  desirable  object  it  is, 
has  been  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  having 
recourse  to  so  harsh  a  measure.  The 
subject  from  time  to  time  occupied  the 
attention  of  different  Governments,  and 
the  question  has  been  raised  how  and  by 
what  me.ans  it  is  possible  to  provide  a  sub- 
stitute for  that  forcible  mode  of  raising 
seamen.  Although  it  may  be  necessary 
to  have  recourse  to  that  compulsory  me- 
thod in  the  case  of  an  emergency,  yet 
the  Ilouse  would  never  consent  to  call  it 
into  practice  so  long  as  there  remained 
other  means  of  supplying  a  sufficiency  of 
men  to  the  naval  service.  Nor  do  I  think 
tiiat  the  House  of  Commons  would  be  will- 
in  i^  to  withhold  any  grant  of  money  that 
was  necessary  to  prevent  the  Government 
having  recourse  to  a  practice  so  harsh 
and  80  opposed  to  the  feelings  of  English- 
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men.     There  is  not  much  difficulty  in  gra- 
dually increasing  the  number  of  men  in  the 
navy.     During  eight  montiis  in  the  years 
1853  and  1854  the  namber  of  seamen  were 
increased  by  12,000  without  resorting  to 
means  of  compulsion.    The  service  has,  no 
doubt,  during  a  succession  of  years  been 
improved  in  almost  every  circumstance  that 
could  contribute  to  the  well-being  of  the 
sailor.    The  pay  has  been  higher,  the  food 
has  been  better,  the  discipline  has  been 
more  efficient,  and  the  navy  may  truly  con- 
gratulate itself  on  being  the  most  deserving 
and  the  most  popular  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
service.     The  increase  of  nnmbers  before 
the  war  was  continuous  and  steady,  since 
the   war  it  has   been   more    rapid.     In 
December,  1853,  the  number  of  seamen 
borne  on  the  books   was  only  28,000; 
in   January,    1854*   it    was  29,000;   in 
February,   33,000;    in   March,   34,800; 
in  April,  36.000;    in  May,  37,000;  in 
June,  39,000  ;    in  July,  39,700  ;   and  in 
August,   40,600,  making  an  increase  in 
eight  months  of  12,600.     In  November, 
1855,  the  number  was  44,700,  being  an 
increase   in   two  years  of    16,700  men. 
Speaking  generally,  the  men  are  of  the 
most    excellent   description.       Of   course 
they  are  not  all  able  seamen,  but  many 
of  those  who  have  not  previously  served  in 
tho  navy  are  seafaring  men  and  possess 
the  habits  of   sailors.      Many,  of  course, 
were. inexperienced,  as  must  be  expected; 
but  they,  nevertheless,  when  mixed  with 
a  certain  portion  of  old  sailors,  formed  a 
very   efficient   port  of   the   crew,  and  I 
believe   that   after  the  young    men   had 
been  a  few  weeks  at  sea  they  were  found 
better  seamen  than  on  any  former  occa- 
sion at  the  commencement  of  a  war.    At 
the   same   time   we   must   not   shut  our 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  during  the  late  war 
we  never  had  a  naval  engagement.     No 
engagement  took  place  with  the  Russian 
ships  ;  the  enemy  never  came  out  of  har- 
bour.    I  hope  and  trust  that  a  long  series 
of  years  may  elapse  before  we  shall  again 
be  engaged  in  hostilities ;    but  we  should 
be  very  shortsighted  indeed  if  we  shut  onr 
eyes  against  the  possibility  that  such  an 
event  might  occur;    and   we   should  be 
equally  shortsighted  if,  on  the  oceurrence 
of  such  an  event,  we  were  not  amply  pro- 
vided for  and  prepared  to  meet  it.     I  the 
other  day  read  an  exceedingly  interesting 
paper  in  reference  to  the  naval  force  of 
France.     It  was  tho  opinion  of  that  dis- 
tinguished officer  Admiral  La  Susso.     In 
point  of  the  number  of  seamen,  France  i$ 
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not  deficient*  and  in   point  of  gallantry 
nothing  can  surpass   them.      Happilj  a 
strict  alliance  and  the  best  feeling  prevail 
between  the  two  countries.     Tiiat  alliance 
has  been  cemented  by  both  countries  being 
engaged  in  a  common  cause,  and  by  the 
blood  of  both  nations  having  been  freely 
shed  in  the  same  battle.     The  material  in- 
terests of  both  countries  are  promoted  and 
the  cause  of  humanity  advanced  by  that 
alliance*  and  I  trust  never  to  see  the  day 
when  that  alliance  shall  be  severed.     But 
because  that  is  the  state  of  things  between 
the  tiro  nations,  and  beoause  there  can  exist 
no  jealousy  or  ill-will  between  thcmv  it  is 
that  we  can  speak  freely  upon  the  subject 
of  our  national  defences,  and  contrast  it 
with  the  naval   means  possessed   by  our 
friend  and  ally,   taking  his  position  as  a 
lesson  from  which  we  may  derive  much 
instruction.     Under  their  present  state  of 
organisation  the  French  can,  at  any  time, 
produce  a  much  larger  number  of  seamen 
than   this   country   is   able   to    do.     The 
French,   besides  what   they   have   afloat, 
have  on  shore  a  considerable  number  of 
seamen,  which  would  always  enable  them, 
at  any  given  moment,  to  put  a  larger  force 
on  shipboard  than  this  country  could.     It 
is  notorious   that   the   other  great  mari- 
time Power,  Kussia,  also  maintains  a  much 
larger  number  of  seamen  than  this  country 
does.    During  the  late  war  a  large  propor- 
tion of  those  seamen   were  withdrawn  to 
defend  their  forts  on  shore,  and  it  was  well 
known  that  the  greater  part  of  the  artil- 
lerymen   at   Sebastopol   were  taken  from 
the  Baltic  fleet.    I  think  I  need  hardly  say 
that  that  is  not  the  condition  in  which  this 
great  country  should  stand.     The  increase 
made  to  our  fleet  has  been  most  satisfac- 
tory as   to   numbers,  but  I  must  confess 
that  the  period  of  time  in  which  this  was 
accomplished*  and  could  be  accomplished  on 
any  future  occasion,  is  not  quite  so  satis- 
factory.    When  any  sudden  demand  arises 
for  an  additional  number  of  sailors  the  men 
must  necessarily  be  drawn  from  the  mer- 
cantile service.     To   supply  the  vacancy 
thus   created*   the   merchants   must   take 
other  men  and  apprentices — persons  who 
have  cot  been  previously  employed  in  the 
discharge   of  naval  duties.     To  a  certain 
limited  extent  this  demand  may  be  met, 
but  if  it  goes  beyond  a  certain  amount, 
what  is  the  further  result  ?     The  moment 
the  demand  for  the  mercantile  service  be- 
comes heavy  by  reason  of  their  men  being 
witiidrawn  for  the  Queen *&  service,  the  mer- 
chants immediately  offer,  a  larger  bounty 


than  the  GoTernment,  and  the  consequence 
is,  that  the  efficient  hands  enter  the  mer- 
chant service  in  preference  to  the  Queen's 
service.  Suppose  the  Admiralty  offered 
a  bounty  of  J&IO,  or  even  a  higher  sum* 
to  all  men  entering  the  navy*  the  mer* 
chant  with  whom  they  were  competing 
would  know  that  if  he  could  not  get  his 
crew  completed*  he  might  have  to  pay 
£300  or  J&400  for  demurrage ;  and  he 
could  easily*  therefore,  afford  to  give  a 
much  larger  bounty  to  secure  the  five  or 
six  hands  he  might  want  than  any  amount 
of  bounty  which  could  be  held  out  gene- 
rally by  the  country  to  men  for  the  navy. 
Besides*  in  the  end  the  merchant  would  lose 
nothing  by  it,  because  he  would  charge 
the  additional  cost  of  freight  upon  the 
articles  he  imported,  and  the  bounty  he 
offered  would  thus  he  paid  by  the  com^ 
munity  at  large.  Entry*  therefore*  from 
the  merchant  service  cannot  be  made  at 
once  of  any  great  number  of  men.  The 
other  mode  is  that  Government  should 
itself  train  men  for  the  navy.  They  have 
been  trying  for  many  years,  and  with 
great  success,  the  experiment  of  enter- 
ing a  large  number  of  boys;  but  I  need 
not  say  that  that  is  a  very  slow  process* 
and  which  could  not  be  of  the  slightest  use 
in  the  case  which  I  am  supposing,  namely* 
a  sudden  emergency  in  which  it  was  neces- 
sary to  send  a  great  many  ships  to  sea 
without  delay.  The  position  of  this  coun- 
try, then*  is  a  much  more  diflicult  one 
than  that  of  any  other  nation — I  am  not» 
of  course,  referring  to  America,  where  the 
difficulty  is  as  great  or  greater  than  our 
own— but  I  am  speaking  of  the  European 
Powers,  by  whom*  in  some  shape  or  an- 
other, the  system  of  compulsory  service  is 
still  retained.  In  former  times  we  could 
raise  25,000  men  in  a  single  year  with  the 
help  of  impressment,  but  that  is  an  expe- 
dient to  which  the  Government  can  never 
again  have  recourse,  except  in  extreme 
necessity.  The  only  permanent  reserve 
which  we  have  at  present  for  manning  our 
ships*  are  the  marines.  The  force  of  ma- 
rines at  the  commencement  of  the  late  war 
numbered  12,000 ;  it  was  raised  during  the 
war,  and  it  is  now  16,000  strong.  With 
regard  to  the  importance  of  maintaining 
them  at  that  strength,  I  entirely  concur 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  J.  Graham).  They  are  a 
most  useful  force.  They  are  equal  to  the 
best  soldiers  on  shore,  and  are  only  inferior 
to  able  seamen  afloat;  and  I  quite  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  they  will 
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form  a  very  solid  fonndntion  for  any  sudden 
increase  of  the  navnl  forces  of  the  country. 
I  propose,  therefore,  not  to  reduce  the 
number  of  marines ;  but  they  do  not  pro- 
perly come  wifthin  the  scope  of  my  present 
observations,  which, have  reference  solely 
to  seamen.  With  regard  to  (he  seamen  of 
France,  and  their  means  of  manning  their 
navy,  I  wish  to  read  two  or  three  extracts 
from  Reports  in  which  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  very  distinguished  men  are 
piven.  Three  or  four  years  ago  a  Com- 
mission  of  inquiry  was  instituted  on  the 
Bubject,  when  some  most  distinguished 
French  officers  were  examined.  I  call  at- 
tention to  the  opinions  expressed  by  those 
officers,  because  I  wish  the  House  to  see 
that  other  people  are  aware  of  those  evils 
to  which  w0  shut  our  eyes.  Admiral  La 
Sasse  says—- 

"  It  is  gencmlly  thought  in  France  that  becansc 
we  have  lower  sailors  and  ships  than  Enjr1:tnd, 
France  could  not  with  advantage  make  war  with 
her.  I  affirm  this  to  be  a  great  error.  'J'he  num- 
ber of  men  registered  between  twenty  and  forty 
years  of  age  is  at  the  present  day  as  high  as 
50,000,  adding  the  men  that  the  recrutement  and 
marines  could  furnish,  France,  in  the  event  of  a 
naval  war,  could  count  on  90,000  men,  a  number 
sufficient  to  man  all  the  ships  in  the  fleet.  Some 
very  false  ideas  are  cuiTcnt  in  France  on  the 
subject  of  a  naval  war.  The  number  of  ships  on 
either  side  is  counted,  and  then  without  consider- 
ation the  conclusion  is  arrived  at  that  snocesa 
will  be  on  the  side  possessing  the  greatest  number 

of  ships.     This  is  a   false  conclusion I 

have  the  most  perfect  conviction  that  France  has 
nothing  to  fear  in  a  war  with  England,  and  com- 
paring onr  ships  under  the  Empire  with  those  of 
the  present  day,  I  am  confident  in  such  a  struggle, 
if  well  directed,  that  England  would  suffer  mach 
more  than  France." 

Vice-Admiral  Dupetit  Thouars  speaks  in 
the  same  way.     He  says— 

"  The  composition  of  our  *  equipages  .deg  lignes* 
is  admirable,  our  organisation  of  the  pertonnel 
very  good.  This  is  a  real  power  which  we  pos^iess ; 
what  we  want  is  the  maHeriel*' 

It  is  quite  true  also  that  at  the  present 
moment  the  French  are  making  the  most 
fiuccossful  efforts  to  increase  their  navy. 
They  are  building  ships  as  fast  as  we  are. 
They  have  far  better  means,  as  I  have 
previously  stated,  of  putting  men  rapidly 
on  board  their  ships  than  we  have.  Their 
system  is  as  follows : — They  have  a  book 
of  inscription  in  which  the  names  of  all 
seafaring  men  are  entered.  They  are 
called  out  for  service  in  the  nnvy.  From 
20,000  to  25,000  men  at  a  time  serve 
for  about  three  years ;  and  they  are  taught 
all  that  a  seaman  has  to  learn.  The  ac- 
tual time  they  are  kept  in  the  navy  differs, 
Sir  CharUs  Wood 


but  when  they  are  diacharfred,  they  are 
stiH  liable  at  any  time  to  be  called  upon 
to  serve,  and  be  put  on  board  ship  again. 
They  are  therefore  men  whb  have  gone 
through  all  the  naval  tactics,  and  whe 
have  leanit  all  that  is  to  be  tamght  in  the 
navy,  so  that  when  they  come  back  to 
the  service  they  are  perfectly  well  trainwl 
men.  In  the  same  Report  from  which  I 
have  already  quoted,  it  is  observed — 

"  At  the  present  time,  by  meant  of  the  '  levk 
perma-nenie*  all  the  seamen  fbmrshed  by  the 
*inMeripticn  maritime '  have  in  sucoeation  passed 
through  the  navy,  and  have  all  received  a  com- 
plete education,  both  in  seamanship  and  gun- 
nery." 

Another  body  of  men  is  raised  by  con- 
scription —  7,000  in  number^  who  are 
trained  for  the  navy,  but  they  seldom 
make  good  seamen.  It  is  not  natural  to 
them,  but  they  have  all  the  fiffhting 
qualities.  They  understand  the  manage- 
ment of  the  great  guns,  atkd  are  thus  of 
the  greatest  possible  use.  That  is  the 
state  of  the  French  navy,  and  the  result 
is  summed  up  by  M.  LaBJuinaia  in  these 
words — 

"  On  the  whole,  wo  believe  that,  making  allow- 
ance for  all  contingencies,  we  may  ooont  on 
40,000  seamen  eminently  fit  for  war,  and  on 
20,000  borrowed,  partly  from  the  'inscription* 
and  partly  fn»m  the  *  recrutement'  and  capable 
of  rendering  efficient  service  if  they  are  properly 
embodied  with  the  former.  It  must  not  be  said 
that  we  are  to  count  as  nothing  the  *  novice^ 
who  have  little  experience,  the  master  mariners, 
and  the  seamen  above  the  proper  age,  not  com- 
prised in  Che  60,000,  who  are  certainly  available ; 
but  these  mast  be  reserved  for  serrioe  on  ahorei 
in  transports,  and  in  the  defence  of  the  coasts." 

Now,  I  a^k  the  House  to  consider  for  a 
moment  what  is  the  ordinary  state  of 
things  in  this  country,  Wfe  of  course 
maintain  a  large  number  of  men  afloat, 
but  our  senmun  are  generally  scatterwi 
over  a  vast  portion  of  the  world.  We 
have  extensive  colonies  and  an  extensive 
commerce.  Our  sailors  are  employed  for 
the  protection  of  those  colonies  and  of 
that  commerce ; .  but  whatever  our  naval 
service  has  been  in  former  years  we  still 
want,  beyond  the  ships  scattered  all  over 
the  whole  world,  a  certain  force  at  home, 
and,  above  all,  we  want  that  which  the 
French  and  the  Russians  have,  the  means 
of  putting  at  once  on  board  ship  a  consi- 
derable number  of  seamen.  I  do  not  ex- 
pect the  measure  which  I  uow  propose  to 
accomplish  that  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  ought  ultimately  to  be  done ; 
hut  it  will  c<msiilerably  aid  in  providing 
seamen  for  our  naval  service.     Measares 
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hft?e  frflm  time  to   time  been  tnken  to 
strengthen  the  reserve  navAl  force  of  this 
country,  but  I  think   it   better   that  the 
tneartiires  shonbl  be  combined  together.    A 
cercAin  number  of  men  are  entered  in  the 
dockyards  as  riggers,  and  who  are  liable  to 
be  called  into  net ive  service  in  case  of  war. 
We  drew  somewhere  about  200  men  from 
this  source.     The  great  reserve,  however, 
has  been  that  bodj  of  men   called   tlie 
coaH- guard.      For  many  years  past  men 
who  have  entered  the  coast-gnard  have 
previously  been  sailors.     The  whole  num- 
ber of  that  body  is  about  5,000.     About 
2,000  of  thoso  men  were  drnnghted  last 
year  to  serve  in  the  Baltic  fleet.     There 
h  another  body  small  in  number — the  pen- 
sioners, but  who  are  not  very  efficient  for 
active  service.     The  whole  number  of  men 
who  were  and  who  might  be  called  into  ser- 
vice on  an  emergency  I  should  state  to  be 
about  3,000,   and  that  in  all  probability 
not  more  than  about  2,500  were  at  any 
one  time  so  employed.      Comparing  this 
number  with  the  extent  of  our  maritime 
power,  I  must  say  that  such  a  state  of 
things  does  not  consint  with  the  honour, 
the  interests,  or  the  safety  of  the  country. 
The  eircamatnnco  that  we  were  actually 
able   to    withdraw  2,000   men    from    the 
coast-gonrd   pointed   out   that    branch    of 
the  aenrice  as  the  first  to  which  we  could 
look  to  in  forming  a  reserve.     I  propose, 
therefore^  to  enlarge  its  numbers,  and  to 
render  it   more  perfectly  naval  in  its  cha- 
racter.     Some  years  ago  there  was  a  force 
called  the   Naval   Blockade.     It  consisted 
of  two  abips — one  in  the  Downs  and  the 
other   at    Ncwhaven  — on   board  each  of 
which  1,200  were  stationed.     Thoso  men 
were  all  aaitors,  either  moved  from  other 
ships  or  raised  by  the  officers   from  the 
g'eneral    service  ;  and  they  wore  employed 
in  the   protection  of  the  revenue.     It  was 
snppnsecl   that   that  plan  was  more  expen- 
sive than  ft  might  have  been-;  although  I 
believe  there  was  some  misconception  on 
the  aahject.      It  was  put  an  end  to  in  the 
▼ear  1830.     There  was  a  good  opportunity, 
of  judging  of  the  efficiency  of  the  system 
as  tar  aa   manning  the  navy  on  an  emer- 
gency.     It  being  necessary  to  send  ships 
p^uddenW  to  Xtiebon,  tho  commanding  offi- 
cer got  into   his  boat,  and  ran  down  the 
coaat  to  gire  notice  to  his  men.     They  im- 
mediately   mustered  on  board  their  ship, 
nnd  they  were  reaily  to  sail  the  next  day. 
I    propose    to    render   the  coast-guard   aa 
available  aH  the  const  blockade  were.    The 
cuast^uanl    originally  consisted   in  great 


part  of  civilians,  hnt  in  recent  years  a 
change  had  been  introduced  which  ha» 
rendered  it  more  of  a  naval  body  than  ii 
had  been  before.  Most  of  the  officers  are 
now  naval  officers,  and  abont  two-thirds  of 
the  men  were  sailors,  who  have  served  a 
certain  n amber  of  years  afloat,  and  wh» 
have  been  admitted  into  the  coast-guard 
on  account  of  their  good  conduct.  Those 
sailors  are  all  liable  to  be  recalled  into 
the  service ;  but  there  is  this  objection 
to  the  arrangement,  that  they  remain  in 
the  service  rather  longer  than  was  de** 
sirable.  It  was  that  circumstance  which 
had  furnished  a  foundation  for  the  face^ 
tious  account  given  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  (Sir  C.  Napier)  of  the  appearance 
of  the  coast-guard  men  in  a  ship's  crew 
seated  on  the  deck  for  Divine  worshipr 
who,  when  the  chaplain  began  to  read,  all 
pulled  off  their  caps  displaying  bald  heads, 
and  put  on  their  spectacles.  Those  old 
gentlemen,  however,  if  not  flt  to  go  aloft, 
were  amongst  the  steadiest  portion  of  the 
crew  ;  and  I  have  heard  from  some  of  the 
captains  expressions  of  regret  at  losing 
their  service.  The  proposal  which  I  in- 
tend to  make,  in  fact,  is  to  increase  the 
number  pf  the  coast-guard  ;  to  discharge 
all  those  who  have  been  long  in  the  service 
at  an  early  period,  ao  aa  to  retain  in  the 
body  a  larger  number  of  young  men  avail- 
able for  the  general  service  of  the  country, 
I  propose  that  their  number  should  ulti- 
mately be  10,000.  but  I  do  not  expect  to 
obtain  that  number  immediately.  The  in* 
crease  must  be  gradual.  There  are  a  great 
nutnber  of  men  in  the  coast-guard  who 
have  not  been  sailors.  With  regard  to 
them,  I  propose  to  leave  all  the  existing 
regulations  in  force.  These  persons  will 
be  subject  to  the  present  regulations  only; 
but  with  regard  to  those  who  have  come 
from  ships  of  war,  and  who,  to  all  intcnta 
and  purposes,  are  sailors,  they  will  be  sub- 
ject to  the  same  discipline  and  to  the  same 
liability  of  service  aa  they  were  while  on 
board  ;  but  they  will  have  an  allowance 
for  provisions  and  lodging,  when  employed 
on  shore,  which  will  be  equal  to  the  pr&< 
sent  pay  enjoyed  by  the  commissioned  host- 
men  and  the  boatmen  of  the  coast-guard. 
Tluia  the  persons  forming  the  const-guard 
will  in  future  be  tried  seamen.  1  calcu* 
late  that  this  will  create  a  corps  of  reserve 
from  which  maybe  drawn,  in  case  of  emer- 
gency, from  5,000  to  7,000  of  the  best 
men,  of  good  character,  and  who  have  been 
discharged  from  the  service  and  apfiointed 
.to  the  coast  acrvicc  as  a  reward  for  their 
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good  conduct.     I  must  say  that,  even  inde- '  ings,  and  other  times  that  will  not  interfere 
pendentlj  of  naval  considerations,  there  are   with  tlieir  ordinary  avocations  ;  and  then 
good    grounds  for   increasing   the  coast-   they  may  be  mustered  for  a  fortnight  or 
guard  for  revenue  purposei>.     The  present   three  weeks  in  each  year  on  board  the 
number  is  not  adequate.     There  are  many   practising  vessels.     I  think  also  that  the 
CAsoB  where  men  are  obliged  to  work  night   ships  stationed  at  the  different  ports  may 
and  day.    Besides,  there  are  several  parts  ,  be  made  most  useful  for  the  training  of 
of  the  coast  which  have  been  most  unae- 1  youns:  men.      Captain   Uarris,  at  Ports- 
countably   left  unprotected.      The  coast*   mouth,  has  had  the  greatest  success  in 
guard  in  Ireland  is  also,  as  they  are  not '  educating  young  men,  and  a  great  many 
expected  to  do  duty  at  night,  inefficient.  [  novices  and  boys  have  been  trained  in  liis 
I    propose    to    make    the    body   efficient !  vessel.     The  people  of  this  country  have  a 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom.      It  is   natural  affection  and  aptitude  for  the  sea ; 
therefore  iodispeu^tahly  necessary  that  the   and  when  tho  advantages  of  the  Queen *8 
body  should  be  considerably  increased,  and   service  are  known,  I  have  no  doubt  they 
be  put  on  a  different  footing.     There  are   will  be  anxious  to  enter  themselves.     I 
various  parts  of  the  country  likewise  in  an    may  mention  a  curious  instance  of  thi». 
undefended  state.      I  propose   to  station    When  a  militia  regiment  was  disbanded  a 
shipA  at  the  principal  ports  of  the  country,    short  time  since,  a  number  of  them  volun- 
which  will  be  the  head  quarters  of  such  a  >  teered,  not  for  tlie  marines,  as  might  have 
portion  of   the  coast-guard  service  as  is   been  supposed,  but  for   the  navy.      Our 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  those  ports.  There   great  object  is  to  attract  the  people  to  the 
are  also  several  revenue  cruisers  which  I    naval  service,  by  making  the  advanta^ 
propose  to  attach  to  those  ships  as  tenders. '  that  it  holds  out  more  generally  known. 
•I  have  often  been  asked  what  I  proposed   At  present,. all  the  knowledge  that  is  pes- 
to  do  with  the  new  gunboats.     I  believe   sessed  of  that  service  is  confined  to  persons 
that  they  will  form  a  most  efficient  class  of  living  near  the  large  naval  ports.     On  a 
vessels  for  this  purpose.       I   propose   to '  ship  being  stationed  for  the  first  time  at 
attach  a  certain  number  of  them  to  the   a  particular  port,  the  people   crowd  on 
large  ships,  and   they  will   be  employed  ,  board,  and   are    particularly  struck  with 
at  tiroes  as  revenue   cruisers.      The  re-  >  the  cleanliness  and  comfort  of  the  ship, 
mainder  can  be  used  with  their  heavy  guns  '  Let  this  familiarity  with  naval  matters  be 
for  the  training  of  the  Naval  Coast  Volun-  j  encouraged,  and  the  people  of  this  countiy 
teers  ;  and  it  is  in  these  vessels  that  the   will  be  more  ready  to  engage  in  the  niari- 
service  of  that  body  will  be  most  efficient  |  time  service.     There  is  one  other  matter  I 
in  future  wars,  for  the  defence  of  their  own  ,  wish  to  mention.    Ail  pensioners  are  liable 
homes  and  shores.  The  Naval  Coast  Volun-  ^  to  serve  during  the  time  they  receive  their 
teers  was  set  on  foot  six  years  ago,  and   pensions.      My  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  J. 
was  to  have  consisted  of  10,000  men  ;  but :  Graham)   introduced  a  measure  to  allow 
the  whole  number  was  never  raised.     But   men,   on   their  ships   being  paid  off,  to 
the   whole  attention   of  the  Government   choose,   after   ten   or  fifteen   years'  ser- 
having  been  turned  to  the  raising  of  men    vice,  to  retire  from  the  service,  receiving 
for  active  service,  the  project  fur  raising  a  small  pension,  but  still  liable  to  be  called 
these  volunteers  has  not  met  with  much  |  upon  to  enter  the  Queen's  service  again  in 
success,  not  by  any  means  so  much  as  it    time  of  war  ;    but  a  very  inconsiderable 
might  have  done,  and.  as  I  firmly  believe,  i  number  of  persons  have  as  yet  had  the 
may  still  attend  it.     Further  than  improv-   opportunity  of  availing  themselves  of  that 
ing  the  local  organisation,  I  do  not  pro-   proposal.     The  number  will,  however,  gra- 
pose  to  make  any  alteration  with  regard  to   dually  increase  as  ships  are  paid  off,  and 
that  body.      The  only  complaint  I  have   they  will  form  a  great  addition  to  the  rc- 
ever  heard  is  one  by  the  volunteers  them-   serve  for  seamen.     I  am  inclined  to  think 
selves — namely,  that  they  have  not  been  ;  that  those  persons  who  arc  thus  paid  off, 
trained.     The  fact  is,  there  has  hitherto  ;  those  who  belong  to  the  coast-guard  and 
been  no  means  of  doing  it ;  but  I  think    pensioners,  should  be  all  brought  together, 
it  would  be  most  desirable  that  they  sliould   and    formed    into   one   body   of    reserve, 
be  instructed   from    time  to  time  in   the    This  subject  of  forming  a  reserve  has  for 
guard-ship  and    the   gunboats.       I    hope    many  years  occupied  the  anxious  attention 
that  by  means  of  practising  the  batterice   of  every  person  connected  with  the  naval 
of  the  coast-guard  the  volunteers  may  re-    service,  and  I  was  delighted  at  hearing 
ceive  a  preliminary  drill  on  Saturday  even-    the  other  evening  my  right  hon.  Friend 
Sir  Charles  Wood 
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(Sir  J.  Gmlinm)  express  sentiments  on  this 
subject  wliicli  entirely  coincide  with  the 
opinions  I  myself  entertain.     With  regard 
to  the  present  measure,  which  is  only  to 
effect  the  transfer  of  the  coast-guard  from 
the  Customs  to  the  Admiralty,  that  is  an 
arrangement  which,  perhaps,  might  have 
been  effected  without   coming  to  Parlia- 
ment, but  I  thought  it  better  to  submit 
the  whole  question  to  the  House,  in  the 
hope  that,  knowing  what  it  is  the  Govern- 
ment wish  to  do.  Parliament  would  see  the 
absolute  necessity  of  taking  adequate  mea- 
sures  for  providing  a  naval  reserve.      I 
hope  I  have   succeeded  in   enabling  the 
TlouRe   to   understand   the    views   of  the 
Government,  and  in  convincing  it  that  the 
plan    I    have   proposed   is    the  best   and 
readiest  mode  of  providing  that  which  is 
ndniitted  on  all  hands  to  be  required  for 
the  interest  and  welfare  of  the  country. 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Sir  JAMES    GRAHAM:    Sir,    hon. 
Members  may,  perhaps,  remember  that  on 
a  former  occasion  I  stated  that  I  was  fully 
impressed   with   the  necessity  of  such  a 
measure  as  that  which  has  now  been  pro- 
posed by  ray  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  that  I  endea- 
voured to  point  out  to  the  House,  when  in 
office,  the  urjjency  of  that  necessity.     My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  stated  very  truly, 
that  the  Coast  Blockade  was  once  connect- 
ed with  the  Adhiiralty,  and  that  there  was 
found  to  be  a  great  advantngi^  in  that  con- 
nection.    Bat  in  the  year  1830,  economy 
was  the  order  of  the  day,  and  fical  consi- 
derations, after  a  peace  of  long  duration, 
and  whicli  at  that  time  there  was  no  pros- 
pect of  seeing  disturbed,  prevailed  before 
ail  other  views,  and  it  was  thought  expe- 
dient to  transfer  the  coast-guard  to  the 
Board  of  Customs.     But,  notwithstanding 
that  transfer,  I  and  my  colleagues  endea- 
voured to  ffive  to  that  force  a  more  naval 
character,  by  enabling  meritorious  seamen 
to  be  placed  in  that  service  as  a  reward  for 
good  conduct,  but  at  the  same  time  to  be 
available  in  the  naval  service  if  war  shonld 
unhappily  return.    That  measure  was  found 
by  experience  to  be  perfectly  correct.    But 
my  subsequent  duties  at  the  Admiralty, 
convinced  me   that  the  time  had  arrived 
when   that  decision  of  making  the  Coast 
Blockade  merely  a  civil  force,  and  subject 
to  civil  control  ought  to  be  reviewed.     I 
acrrcc  with   niv  right  hon.  Friend,  that  in 
outward  appearance  there  will  be  a  consi- 
derable increase  of  expense  by  the  plan 


now  proposed  in  the  first  instance ;  but  I 
am  decidedly  of  opinion  that  it  will  ulti- 
mately, in  a  fiscal  point  of  view,  be  repaid 
to  the  public.  At  this  moment  a  large 
portion  of  the  coast  is  not  watched  by  the 
coast-guard,  and  a  large  opening  is  left 
for  smuggling;  and  there  smuggling  no 
doubt  is,  and  will  be  carried  on  to  a  consi- 
derable extent.  Now,  the  plan  proposed 
will  cover  the  whole  of  the  coast  of  the 
United  Kins^dom.  It  will  be  well  watched 
throughout,  and  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  a 
salutary  effect  will  ensue  ;  and,  if  so,  in 
the  end  the  revenue  will  be  more  produc- 
tive— the  increased  expense  will  be  more 
apparent  than  real.  It  is  also  quite  true, 
that  although  impressment,  as  the  last 
melancholy  resource  of  this  country  in  an 
extreme  emergency,  must  be  retained,  yet, 
as  an  ordinary  means  of  increasing  your 
naval  power,  no  reliance  can  be  placed  on 
it.  But  what  we  want  is,  not  to  increase 
the  number  of  men  by  force,  but  by  attrac- 
tion. We  wish  to  induce  men  to  enter  the 
service.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has  pointed 
out  the  opposite  course  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Channel,  which  has  been  in  opera- 
tion for  nearly  a  century.  As  a  system 
nothing  can  be  more  perfect  It  had  its 
origin  under  M.  Colbert,  in  a  country 
where  great  vicissitudes  have  occurred, 
where  there  have  been  monarchy,  repub- 
licanism, and  revolution  ;  but,  throughout 
the  whole  of  that  period,  notwithstanding 
all  the  changes  and  overthrows  of  Govern- 
ment, that  great  system  of  naval  conscrip- 
tion has  never  been  cast  aside,  and  amid 
all  changes  it  still  remains  perfectly  un- 
in)paired.  I  do  not  believe  that  human 
skill  can  devise  a  better  system  than  the 
French  system  of  naval  conscription. 
The  whole  naval  population  of  that  coun- 
try, which  has  a  coast  on  the  English 
Channel,  the  Atlantic,  and  the  Mediter- 
ranean, is  under  the  command  of  the 
Government,  and  in  the  shortest  time  and 
with  the  utmost  certainty  may  be  made 
available  for  war.  I  do  not  wish  to  push 
this  topic  further,  but  still  when  we  know 
what  are  the  means  of  the  first  naval 
Power  next  to  ourselves,  it  becomes,  I 
maintain,  an  act  of  common  prudence  with- 
out the  least  delay,  to  do  all  we  can  in  fa- 
vonr  of  the  voluntary  system.  That  is  the 
object  of  the  measure  proposed  by  Tier 
Majesty's  Ministers.  This  combination  of 
the  various  bodies  available  as  a  reserve,  is, 
in  my  opinion,  the  best  course  that  can  be 
proposed.  I  do  not  think  a  more  prude'nt 
proposition  could  have  been  made  by  the 
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GoTernment    under  tlie    present  circnm* 
RtanceA.     We  are  in  an  opposite  ponition 
frim  that  which  exists  in  France.     The 
difficulty    which   France   has   to  contend 
with  is  not  the  want  of  men,    but    the 
want   of  materief :    our   difficulty  is  the 
reverse ;  our  maUriel  is  ample,  hut  without 
a  compulsory  power  we  want  men.     But, 
still  I  am  satisfied  that,  on  the  whole,  our 
plan  is  best,  and  that  one  volunteer  is  bet- 
ter than  two  pressed  seamen.     We  have 
now  enlisted  and  embodied  1 6,000  marines, 
who  are  |>erfectly  trained  soldiers,  and  as 
well  skilled  as  any  men  in  the  army,  while 
on  board  ship  they  are  second  only  to  able 
seamen.     They  are  able  gunners,  and  alto- 
gether it  is  a  force  so  powerful  and  so 
vnluible,  that  the  House  will  fail   in  its 
diitv,  if  it  allows  that  force  to  he  reduced 
in  tlie  least  degree  and  become  inefficient. 
It  constitutes  the  guard  of  our  most  im- 
portant   ports  —  Plymouth,    Portsmouth, 
Chatham,  and  Woolwich.     These  shores 
cannot  be  easily  assailed  while  you  have  a 
force  of  10,000  marines  ready  to  go  on 
hoard  your  ships.     The  new  combination 
which  is  proposed  of  the  pensioners  and 
coast  volunteers  with  the   coast-guard,  if 
well    conducted,    and    if    the    men     are 
treated   with  kindness,  and  at  the  same 
time  with  firmness,  I  am  of  opinion  will 
render  the  Queen  *s  service  more  accept- 
able than  it  ever  has  hitherto  been.     It 
will  be  a  plan  most  advantageous  to  the 
country  by  reconciling  an  important  body 
of  men  to  its  naval  service.     If  this  com- 
bination should  be  effected  you  will  have  a 
body  of  at  least  10.000  volunteers  esta- 
blished   in   this   country  as  a  permanent 
naval  reserve  for  the  protection  and  se- 
curity of  the  country.     With  respect   to 
the   coast-guard,  I    would  observe  that, 
perhaps,   not    immediately,   but    prospec- 
tively, it  should  be  made  purely  a  naval 
force.     Some  provision  should  be  made  for 
the  early  pensioning  of  men  who,  from 
age  or  infirmity,  may  be  worn  out.     It  is 
of  the  greatest  importance  that  this  force 
should  be  available  at  all  times,  and  that 
wlren  a  juncture  arrived  there  should  be 
no  disappointment.     The  men  should  be 
trained  constantly  at  gunnery.     The  sys- 
tem nf  gunnery  should   in  all  ships  and 
vessels  be  used  by  the  coast-guard,  that 
they  may  be  accomplished  gunners  as  well 
as  able  seamen  when  their  services  arc  re- 
quired.    It  is  also  very  desirable  that  in 
the  principal  harbours  of  this  country  ships 
of    war   should  bo  stationed    as   quarters 
both  for  the  coast-guard  and  the  coast  vo- 
Sii'  James  Gralutm 


lunteers.  As  to  Scotland,  I  believe,  since 
the  French  war,  there  are  ports  on  the 
north-east  and  north-west  coa^t  where  a 
ship  of  war  has  never  been  seen.  So  also 
on  some  parts  of  the  coast  of  Ireland^ 
there  are  harbours  where  ships  have  never 
made  their  appearance.  The  people  of  this 
country  are  undoubtedly  a  maritime  peo- 
ple. They  have  a  taste  fur  the  naval  pro- 
fession, and  have  a  sort  of  desire  to  soe 
ships  ;  at  the  same  time  they  entertaia  a 
fear  of  the  severity  of  the  discipline  snp- 
I  posed  to  be  practised  in  them.  My  belief 
is,  that  if  you  were  to  accustom  the  people 
to  see  ships  of  war,  and  enable  them  to 
acquire  a  knowledge  of  the  real  service  of 
the  navy,  and  to  know  how  much  it  has 
improved,  how  little  of  that  severity  tliej 
dread  now  exists,  and  what  are  the  com- 
forts and  advantages  which  the  navy  now 
enjoys — I  say.  Sir,  my  belief  is  that  the 
presence  of  those  ships,  and  the  knowledge 
of  the  mode  in  which  the  discipline  is  noir 
carried  on  would  be  of  very  great  advan- 
tage to  the  naval  service  and  the  countnr 
at  large.  I  have  nothing  further  to  add.  I 
have  earnestly  desired  to  see  a  measure  of 
this  kind  introduced.  I  congratulate  my 
right  bon.  Friend  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  having  had  the  opportunity  of 
introducing  this  measure.  I  think  great 
praise  is  due  to  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  having 
given  his  countenance  to  it.  I  think  it 
highly  honourable  on  the  part  of  the  Ad- 
miralty in  having  overcome  the  prejudices 
that  have  existed  In  another  great  depart- 
ment against  this  measure.  Sir,  I  am 
anxious  to  see  the  navy  of  this  country 
maintained  in  all  its  efficiency,  and  I  am 
very  confident  that,  although  the  measure 
may  appear  costly  in  the  first  instance,  yet 
in  the  long  run  the  revenue  will  not  suffer, 
but  prosper  under  the  new  arrangement. 

Mr.  grog  an  said,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  officers  in  the  existing  coast- 
guard would  remain  in  the  service  after  the 
new  coast-guard  was  formed  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  a 
certain  number  of  the  present  coast-guard 
would  remain  if  they  were  competent  to 
discharge  their  duty. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  that  the  officers  who  now 
belonged  to  the  coast-guard  would  remain 
in  the  service,  and  ho  therefore  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  behave  towards 
them  with  liberality.  With  regard  to  the 
plan  before  the  House,  he  desired  to  ex- 
press his  entire  approval  of  that  part  of  it 
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which  transferred  the  coast-guard  from  the 
Treasury  to  the  Admiralty.  The  main 
difficulty  that  we  had  was  the  manning  of 
f^hips  on  the  first  breaking  out  of  war. 
The  House  had   attempted  to  deal  with 


it  would  he  possible  to  place  the  defensive 
resources  of  the  country  on  the  most  efE- 
cient  footing,  it  was  necessary  to  decide 
what  provision  could  be  made  that  would 
be  consistent  with  the  efficiency  of  the 


that  difficulty,  but  unsuccessfully.  The  !  naval  force  of  the  country.  In  arriving  at 
coast-guard,  without  doubt,  was  the  best  r  a  conclusion  upon  that  subject,  the  present 
reserve  the  Admiralty  had,  and  he  thought  state  of  the  const-guard,  and  the  possi- 
it  infinitely  lietter  to  increase  that  service  I  bility  of  using  it  as  a  means  of  manning 


than  to  endeavour  to  devise  any  other 
mode.  They  would  thereby  create  a  naval 
reserve  of  the  very  best  description.     He 


the  navy,  and  also  for  training  seamen, 
naturally  presented  itself  in  a  prominent 
point  of  view.     Therefore,  he  viewed  the 


certainly  did  not  think  the  revenue  would  \  question  not  merely  as  a  fiscal  question, 
suffer  by  the  plan.  But  as  to  the  expen-  :  but  as  a  question  of  general  policy  con- 
diture,  he  was  not  sure  that  the  country ,  nected  with  the  defensive  service  of  the 
would  be  repaid  in  money.  But  he  was  country.  Not  looking  at  the  coast-guard 
prepared  to  go  to  a  greater  expense  for  |  merely  as  an  engine  for  the  protection  of 
that  which  he  believed  to  be  one  of  the  revenue,  but  taking  into  consideration  the 
most  valuable  arrangements  for  the  naval !  other  great  interests  of  the  country,  and 
service  and  for  the  protection  of  the  coun-  j  making,  as  it  were,  a  compromise  between 
try.  He  was  glad  that  the  present  mo-  j  the  protection  of  the  revenue  and  the  de- 
ment had  been  chosen  for  the  proposal  of  fence  of  the  countrjf,  througli  that  great 


such  a  scheme.    It  might  have  been  taken 
under  less  favourable  circumstances.     He 


branch  of  the  service,  the  navy,  he  came 
to  the*  conclusion,  that  on  the  whole  the 


remembered  that  it  was  agitated  when  the  measure  before  the  House  would  be  con- 
liorizon  was  not  perfectly  clear,  and  one  of  ducive  to  the  advantage  of  the  country 
the  great  difficulties  they  had  then  to  con-  and  to  its  permanent  and  lasting  interest, 
tend  with  was  the  effect  it  might  have  in  '  Arriving  at  that  conclusion  he  satisfied 
another  quarter.  When  danger  came,  and  ,  himself  that  sufficient  securities  would  bo 
it  was  proposed  to  make  preparation  for  |  taken  for  the  protection  of  the  Customs' 
that  danger,  it  often  happened  that  the   revenue.    That  revenue  yielded  at  the  pre- 


danger  itself  was  increased  by  the  prepa- 
ration thus  made.  Any  such  feeling  at 
present  waa  entirely  out  of  the  question. 


sent  time  about  £23,000,000  sterling; 
and  it  was  most  important  that  no  defalca- 
tion should  take  place  in  that  great  branch 


This  country  was  fortunately  upon  the  of  the  national  income,  and  that  its  receipt 
tuost  friendly  terms  with  the  greatest ;  should  not  be  put  in  jeopardy.  But  he 
naval  Power  in  Europe  after  ourselves,  I  was  satisfied  that  under  the  control  of  the 
and  the  measure  now  proposed  could  not  be  |  Admiralty  the  coast-guard  service  would 
looked  at  with  that  jealousy  it  might  have  be  perfectly  efficient  as  an  engine  for  the 
been  at  a  less  favourable  moment.  He ;  protection  of  that  important  branch  of 
cordially  concurred  in  the  lu'oposal  of  his  revenue.  In  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad-  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
miralty,  and  in  the  measure  shadowed  out  Grogan)  he  would  state  that  there  was  no 
he  saw  nothing  but  what,  in  his  opinion,    intention  to  break  up  the  present   force. 


the  House  and  the  country  ought  to  adopt. 
The  CHAN.CELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that,  if  the  transfer  proposed 


It  would  be  simply  transferred  from  the 
Customs  to  the  Admiralty.  Whatever 
changes   might  be  made  with  regard  to 


by  his  riglit  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of .  particular  individuals  would  rest  upon  a 
the  Admiralty  were  considered  merely  as  a  ,  special  examination  of   their  cases,   and 


fiscal  question,  and  if  he  had  regarded  the 
coaat-guard  merely  as  a  means  of  protect- 
ing the  Customs'  revenue,  the  conclusion 
at  which  he  should  have  arrived  would, 
])robably,  have  been  that  it  would  be  better 


upon  merely  individual  grounds.  No  ge- 
neral change  would  be  introduced  with  re- 
spect to  the  constitution  and  formation  of 
the  coast-guard. 

Mb.  j.  6.  PHILLIMORE  said,  he  was 


to  let  the   matter  remain  in  its  present   delighted  with  the  measure ;  but  he  should 


position.  But,  considering  the  state  of  the 
country  after  the  great  war  in  which  they 
had  been  engaged,  and  when  it  was  neces- 
sary for  them,  in  making  a  transition  from 
>ar  to  peace  to  consider  in  what  manner 


have  been  better  pleased  if  the  Bill  had 
proposed  to  raise  15,000  men  instead  of 
10,000.  He  regarded  the  navy  as  the 
most  constitutional  force,  and  he  hoped 
that  this  measure  would  prove  some  sort 
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of  recompense  for  tbe  unfortonate  cession 
of  her  belligerent  rights  by  this  country, 
of  which  improvident  act  he  was  afraid  we 
should  still  reap  the  results. 

Mh.  HADFIELD  said,  he  thought  the 
measure  was  calculated  to  excite  the  jea- 
lousy of  other  nations,  and  to  foster  the 
military  spirit  in  this  country.  He  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  calling  attention 
to  the  necessity  of  improving  our  diplo- 
macy, otherwise  these  preparations  would 
be  rendered  nuj^atory.  There  were  at 
present  4,000,000  soldiers  in  Europe,  and 
no  one  could  say  there  was  not  danger  in 
that  fact.  He  believed  that  the  late  war 
might  have  been  prevented  if  a  skilful 
diplomacy  had  been  adopted.  What  was 
necessary  for  defence  was  one  thing,  but 
he  looked  upon  these  preparations  for  war 
with  great  jealousy.  He  implored  the 
House  to  consider  our  relations  with  other 
countries,  and  that  with  the  wrangling 
that  had  occurred  with  the  United  States 
it  was  important  that  the  mercautile  in- 
terests should  be  fully  represented  in  such 
a  dubious  condition  of  things.  He  felt  it 
his  duty  to  rise  and  say  that  he  hoped  that 
those  absurd  quarrels  would  soon  be  put  an 
end  to. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  he  hoped  that 
ships  of  war  would  be  sent  to  the  Irish 
coasts,  as  he  felt  satisfied  that  a  vast 
number  of  valuable  volunteers  would  be 
obtained.  He  would  recommend  Govern- 
ment to  make  a  naval  station  in  the  north 
of  Scotland  and  the  south  of  Ireland,  as 
that  would  hold  out  the  prospect  of  many 
volunteers,  and  at  a  time  when  all  other 
nations  of  Europe  were  arming  it  was  pro- 
per we  should  arm  too. 

Mu.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  should  sup- 
port  the  Bill,  for  he  considered  now  that 
all  nations  were  arming  we  ought  to  put 
ourselves  not  in  a  position  to  insult  other 
nations,  but  so  that  they  should  not  insult 
us.  Nations  were  given  to  war,  and  when  we 
fiaw  continental  nations  making  encroach- 
ments wherever  they  could  lie  would  leave 
it  to  his  hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Hadfield)  to 
say,  if  this  country  took  no  step  to  protect 
itself,  what  would  be  the  condition  of  the 
country,  and  of  his  own  constituents,  in 
«ase  of  aggression  ?  It  was  all  very  well 
to  keep  at  peace  with  the  world ;  but  man- 
kind had  from  the  beginning  of  their  ex- 
istence been  prone  to  war,  and  in  spite 
of  the  warnin<5S  of  very  well-intentioned 
men  they  had  gone  to  war,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  do  so  as  long  as  the  world  lasted. 

Bill  read  2^ 

Mr.  J.  Cr.  Fhillimore 


MILITIA  PAY  BILL. 


Order  for  Committee  read. 

CoLON£L  DUNNE  said*  he  thought  tbe 
conduct  uf  tbe  Goveniuient  in  respect  to 
this  Bill  was  not  wise.    He  wis»hed  to  have 
the  causes  of  the  collision   between  the 
troops  and  militia  at  Nenagh  explained  by 
some   Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Guveru- 
ment.    He  disapproved  entirely  of  the  way 
the  disembodiment  of  the  militia  had  been 
carried  out  in  Ireland,  as  the  contradictory 
plan   adopted  was   calculated  to   produce 
just  discontent.      No    fewer   than   three 
orders  on  the   subject  had   already  beea 
issued  from  the  War  Department.     [Mr. 
F.  Peel:  No!]    The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
No,  but  he  maintained  that  the  War  De- 
partment was  responsible.      Some  of  tbe 
men  who  had  been  disembodied  had  been 
obliged  to  sell  their  boots  for  subsistence. 
He  had  received  a  letter  from  a  magistrate 
who  had  been  wounded  at  Nenagh— tbis 
magistrate  had  gone  with  the  troops  to 
suppress   the   mutiny — and   he   said  tbe 
cause  of  the  outbreak  was  obvious,  namely, 
the  bad   treatment  of  the   Irish   militia, 
compared  with  the  treatment  the  Ens;ii&h 
militia  and  the  German  Legion  received. 
He  therefore  hoped  the  Government  would 
lay  the  letters  written  by  Sir  James  Cbat- 
terton  to  the  War  Department  on  the  table 
of  the  House.     He  had  himself  no  doubt 
that  the  cause  of  the  outbreak  was  the 
vacillation  of  the  War  Department,  and  its 
reluctance  to  do  justice,  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding calculated  to  injure  the  military 
spirit  developing  itself  in  Ireland.     But 
the    Irish    soldiers    and    Irish    regiments 
were  never  fairly  treated.    He  believed,  as 
he  had  just  stated,  that  the  Department 
of  War  was  the  main  cause  of  what  bad 
occurred  at  Nenagh,  for  had  a  little  hu- 
manity and  a  little  common  sense  been  ex- 
ercised, the  disturbances  and   discontent 
that  arose  would  have  been  avoided. 

Mr.  COWAN  said,  he  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  answer  received  some  time  ago 
on  the  subject  of  billeting  militia  in  Scot- 
land. He  understood  that  the  intention  of 
the  Government  was  to  assimilate  the  lav 
upon  the  subject  between  England  and 
Scotland,  and  billet  the  soldiers  on  public- 
houses  instead  of  the  inhabitants.  He 
thought  such  remedy  even  worse  than  the 
disease.  It  would  be  most  lamentable  to 
place  the  soldiers  nearer  to  the  whiskey 
store  than  they  were  at  present,  and  the 
Government  would  do  well  to  abolish  biilci- 
ing  altogether. 

Mb.   FREDERICK     TEEL   said,    it 


861      Rein foreemenU  for  the       JJult  15,  1856} 


Cape —  Question, 


862 


would  be  premature  to  express  any  opinion 
as  to  tbe  efficiency  of  the  militia.  He  had 
already  spoken  twice  on  the  subject  of  the 
occurrences  at  Nenagh,  and  had  nothing 
further  to  add  to  his  remarks  while  an  in- 
quiry was  pending.  He  could  not  agree 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  Dunne)  as  to  the  or- 
ders from  the  War  Department  having 
produced  those  occurrences ;  and  with  re* 
spcct  to  the  impression  that  any  difference 
in  treatment  or  difference  in  gratuity  was 
to  take  place,  an  order  was  issued  promptly 
which  stated  that  a  perfect  equality  was  to 
be  practised. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  the  necessity  of  paying  attention  to 
the  efficiency  of  the   militia   staff.     The 
Bhort  time  to  be  allowed  for  practice  would 
hardly  keep  those  parties  in  a  proper  state 
of  efficiency.     He  did  not  think  the  an- 
swer of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  F.  Peel) 
was  satisfactory  in  reference  to  the  state- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member   for   Portarlington.     It  was   too 
true  that  the  disembodied  men  were  left 
in  a  perfect  state  of  destitution,  and  the 
officers  could   give  them  no  satisfactory 
solution   of    their  embarrassment.     That 
was  a  plain  statement  and  explanation  of 
the  Nenagh    case,   and    he  would    add, 
though  other  mih'tia  regiments  in  Ireland 
had  been  treated  quite  as  badly,  they  had 
shown  no  disposition  to  disorder. 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  nothing  could  be 
more  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try than  to  treat  the  Irish  militia  regi- 
ments as  they  had  been  treated.  He  want- 
ed to  know  what  steps  would  be  taken  to 
give  justice  to  the  Irish  militiamen,  and 
to  pay  tbeoa  their  14«.  ?  The  occurrences 
at  Nenagh  were  solely  attributable  to  the 
miserable  blundering  of  Government. 

Mb.  PALK  said,  he  took  the  same  view 
of  the  case  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
P.  Peel),  for  he  felt  satisfied  no  order 
was  given  inconsiderately  by  the  War  De- 
partment. He  should,  however,  be  glad 
to  hear  how  the  hon.  Gentleman  explained 
the  way  that  the  Irish  militiamen,  with5c{. 
in  their  pockets,  were  to  travel  home,  and 
to  travel  back  to  some  place  to  get  their 
14«.  That,  surely,  was  not  a  proper  sys* 
tern  to  adopt  ? 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  the  greatest 
discontent  e.xisted  in  every  Irish  militia 
regiment,  iu  consequence  of  the  way  they 
hnd  been  treated  and  their  expectations 
disappointed.  He  would  beg  to  ask  the 
hon.    Gentleman    to  consider   whether  a 


larger  amount  of  barrack  accommodation 
could  not  be  afforded  in  Ireland  ? 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3.  (Adjutants,  Quartermasters^ 
and  Non-commissioned  Officers  of  Militia, 
may  be  employed  in  their  counties.) 

Colonel  GILPIN  said,  he  should  move 
that  the  clause  be  rejected. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  clause  stand 
port  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  :-^Kjq^  62; 
Noes  44  :  Majority  18. 

Clause  agreed  to.  Remaining  clauses 
agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported^  as  amended. 

THE  GUARDS— QUESTION. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  soid,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretory  for  War  whether  it  was 
intended,  in  consequence  of  peace,  to 
make  any  reduction  in  the  number  of  com* 
panies,  or  in  the  number  of  captains  of 
companies,  of  the  Foot  Guards. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  that 
the  number  of  companies  in  each  battalion 
of  the  Guards  had  been  increased  to  ten 
during  the  war,  and  as  it  was  not  the  in* 
tention  of  the  Government  to  make  any 
reduction  in  that  number,  of  course  any 
vacancies  which  occurred  in  the  number  of 
captains  would  be  filled  up. 

BURIAL-GROUNDS— QUESTION. 

Mr.  PALK  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Under  Secretary  of  the  Home  De- 
partment what  steps  the  Government  meant 
to  take  with  regard  to  the  Burial  Acts,  and 
what  course  was  to  be  pursued  where  the 
existing  burial-ground  had  been  closed  and 
the  Bishop  refused  to  consecrate  any  new 
ground  ? 

Mr.  MASSET  said,  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion, but  in  the  next  Session  a  Bill  would 
be  introduced  to  revise  and  consolidate  the 
existing  Burying-grouuds  Acts.  The  point 
alluded  to  in  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 
tion would  stand  over  till  then,  as  it  would 
be  included  in  that  measure. 

REINFORCEMENTS  FOR  THE  CAPE- 
QUESTION. 

Lord  WILLIAM  GRAHAM  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Colonial  Secretary  whether  it  waa 
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true  that  (hrc6  regiments  had  been  sent  to 
the  Cape,  and  whether  tliat  was  merely  a 
measure  of  precaution,  or  was  caused  by 
any  immediate  prospect  uf  an  outbreak 
in  that  colony  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCUERE  said,  there  ex- 
isted  considerable  alarm  at  the  Cape  with 
regard  to  the  disposition  of  the  natives 
towards  the  colony,  hut  no  overt  act  of 
aggression  had  as  yet  taken  place.  In  the 
latit  despatches  received  from  the  colony 
the  Governor  expressed  his  confident  hope 
that  no  such  attack  would  take  place,  but, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Government 
had  thought  fit  to  order  reinforcements  to 
be  sent  there. 

THE  REVIEW  AT  ALDERSIIOT. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  Sir.  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  House  at  its  rising  ad- 
journ till  Thursday  next. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  do  not  rise,  Sir,  to 
oppose  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  but 
I  must  protest  against  the  new  system 
which  has  now  been  introduced  of  the 
Minister  of  the  day  giving  holidays  to  the 
Members  of  the  House,  and  paying  for 
.<heir  entertainment  out  of  the  public  purse. 
It  is  a  precedent,  I  thhik.  Sir,  which  ought 
not  to  be  admitted,  and  the  House  ought 
to  take  an  opportunity  of  showing  that  it 
•floes  not  approve  it.  I  should  have  thought 
that  the  experience  of  the  last  treat  which 
the  Government  gave  us  would  have  de* 
terred  them  from  following  that  example. 
But,  however,  as  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  has  thought  fit  again  to  announce 
his  gracious  favours  to  the  House  of  Com- 
tuous — and  I  suppose  the  other  House  will 
be  allowed  to  share  in  the  enjoyment — I 
will  not  al  this  ])eriod  of  the  Sessitm 
formally  ask  for  the  opinion  of  the  House 
upon  it,  but  as  far  as  I  am  personally  con- 
cerned, I  protest  against  the  system*  I 
certainly  thought  last  night  it  waa  not  at 
all  dignified  for  the  First  Miuif^ter  of  the 
Crown  to  be  mforming  tlie  House  how 
ihey  were  to  repair  to  this  entertainment, 
and  what  arrangements  had  been  made 
for  the  Commissariat,  and  other  matters 
of  that  sort.  I  again  assert  that  it  is 
aM>t  at  all  a  desirable  thing  that  the  Mi- 
nister should  give  holidays  to  the  Meni- 
>bers  of  Parliament,  and,  without  any 
sanction  whatever^  aftei* wards  entertain 
them  at  the  public  expense. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  that  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  appeared  to  have  forgot- 
ten to  mention  the  remarkable  generosity 
•♦*  tht»  Government  in  giving  away  what 
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did  not  belong  to  them — the  Wednesdays. 
Now,  hon.  Members  might  recollect  that 
this  was  the  third  Wednesday  which  they 
had  given  away  this  Session.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  there  would  be  any  objec- 
tion to  allowing  Udies  to  use  the  tickets 
which  Members  of  Parliament  did  not  feci 
disposed  to  make  use  of? 

Mr.  W.WILLIAMS  said,  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Pal- 
nierston)  from  what  fund  it  was  intended 
that  the  expenses  of  this  entertainment 
should  be  paid  ?  The  House  had  had  be- 
fore it  neither  Estimate  nor  Vote  upon  the 
subject.  Conijdaints  had  been  frequently 
made  of  the  misapplication  of  money  voted 
for  one  purpose  and  applied  to  another; 
and  if  it  was  by  that  means  that  this  ex- 
pense was  to  be  defrayed  it  would  be  most 
objectionable  and  most  unwarrantable.  He 
for  one  should  not  accept  the  bounty  of 
the  noble  Lord,  although,  if  every  one 
paid  his  own  expenses,  he  might  bo  dis- 
posed to  spend  the  holiday  like  other  hoo. 
Members.  This  system  of  treating  the 
Members  of  the  two  Houses  was  quite 
new,  and  people  out  of  doors  said  it  was 
nothing  but  a  paltry  bribe  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  influence  Members  in 
their  favour. 

ViscooNT  PALMERSTON:  I  really 
think.  Sir,  the  House  will  not  enter  into 
the  constitutional  jealousy  which  has  in- 
duced my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
W.  Williams)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Disraeli)  to  think  that 
these  occasional  military  and  naval  revicw^s 
will  corrupt  the  House  of  Coromons,  espe- 
cially after  what  happened  last  time.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  would  be  very  unfit  that  upon  tri- 
fling and  frequent  occasions  the  Govern- 
ment should  propose  to  the  House  to  ad- 
journ over  any  business  day,  and  that  ar- 
rangements should  be  made  for  the  plea- 
sure of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament; 
but  I  think  every  one  will  feel  that  to  the 
occasion  of  the  great  review  of  the  naval 
forces  which  had  been  assembled  with  a 
view  to  warlike  operations,  but  which  for- 
tunately were  not  required  for  that  object, 
and  to  the  present  occasion,  when  our  brave 
troops  have  returned  from  the  Crimea  and 
when  so  much  iuterest  has  by  every  one 
been  displayed  in  (hem,  that  objection  will 
not  apply.  1  really  think.  Sir,  that  these 
criticisms  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are 
not  in  good  taste.  The  right  hon.  Goiitlc- 
man  thinks  that  it  was  unbecoming  of  a 
person  who  has  tliv  honour  to  fill  tlie  situa- 
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tion  wbieh  I  now  hold  to  explain  the  ar- 
rangements which  had  been  made.     The 
time  was  very  short,  and  I  think  that,  if  I 
had  not  taken  the  opportunity  of  giving 
that  explanation,  I  should  have  been  re- 
proached with  keeping  Members  in  igno- 
rance of  the  steps  which   thej  ought  to 
take  in  order  to  be  present  at  the  review 
which   Her  Majesty  is  about  to  attend. 
With  regard,  Sir,  to  the  question  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  French), 
I  am  afraid  that  it  has  not  been  in  the 
power  of  the  War  Department  to  make 
arrangements  for  the  conveyance  of  ladies. 
It  has  been  difficult  to  obtain  carriages  to 
convey  the  Members  of  the  two  Houses  from 
the  railway  station  to  the  camp,  and  I  am 
afraid  that  ladies,  unless  they  took  their 
Dwn  carriages,  and  were  thus  independent 
of  the  assistance  of  the  Government,  would 
be  exposed  to  great  inconvenience.     With 
regard  to  the  fund  from  which  the  expense 
is  to  be  defrayed,  my  hon.  Friend   (Mr. 
W.  Williams)  must  be  aware   that  there 
is  annually   voted  a  considerable  sum  on 
account  of  civil  contingencies,  to  provide 
/or  unforeseen   expenses.       That  is   the 
Vote  out  of  which  this  very  small  expense 
— I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  it  will 
be  Tery    small — will   be  defrayed.      We 
ahall  be  exceedingly  sorry  not  to  have  the 
pleasure  of  my  hon.  Friend's  company  to- 
morrow, but  I  hope  he  will  relent  and  accept 
the  treat  iritfaoat  feeling  that  he  will  lay 
himself  under  an  obligation  to  the  country 
by  availing  himself  of  the  special  train. 

Mr.  HENLEY :  I  must  say.  Sir,  that 
I  for  one  enter  my  protest  against  the 
payment  of  expenses  of  this  sort  by  the 
Crovernment.      It  is  making  a  beginning. 
If  the  House  chooses  to  adjourn  for  a  par- 
ticular festiTsl  or  for  any  great  spectacle, 
well  and  good.     That  is  for  its  considera- 
tion according  to  the  business  which  it  has 
to  perform  ;  but  I  very  much  agree  with 
what  was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Wiltshire  (Mr.  S. 
Herbert)  on   a  former  occasion.     I  think 
that    if    we    go  as  a  House  we    ought 
to  go  as  a  body ;  if  we  go  as   private 
gentlemen  we  ought  to  pay  our  own  ex- 
penses.    If  we  may  compare  great  things 
to  small,  we  are  getting  very  much  into  the 
way  of  that  with  which  so  much  fault  was 
at   one    time    found — churchwardens  and 
OTerseers  having  a  dinner  at  the  expense 
of  the   parishioners.     I  do  not  think  we 
ought  to  make  such  a  beginning,  and  I 
for  one  protest  against  it,  because,  what  is 
Tery  becoming  to-day,  lays  the  foundation 
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for  something  less  becoming  to-morrow, 
and  so  we  go  on.  I,  therefore,  cordially 
agree  with  all  that  has  been  said  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Disraeli),  and  for 
one  object  to  the  payment  of  these  expenses 
by  the  country. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
thought  that  the  objections  would  be  met 
by  each  Member  paying  his  own  railway 
fare. 

Subject  dropped. 

THE  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  AND  THB 
ATTORNEY  GENERAL  FOR  IRELAND. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  take  adyantage  of  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
to  fulfil  the  pledge  which  I  gave  last  night, 
that  I  would  call  attention  to  the  charges 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Napier)  and  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  of  Ireland,  relative  to  the  escape 
from  justice  of  a  Member  of  this  House 
charged  with  crime.  I  rise  to  perform  a 
duty  which  I  believe  that  every  Member  of 
this  House  owes  not  alone  to  himself  but 
to  the  assembly  of  which  he  is  a  Member 
—namely,  if  a  charge  is  made  a0ccting 
his  personal  character,  his  conduct  as  a 
Member  of  this  House,  or  his  honour,  to 
take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  making  to 
the  House  the  statement  which  may  re- 
lieve him  from  such  imputations.  Sir,  I 
have  lost  not  a  moment  in  adopting  this 
course,  'although  I  stand  in  the  peculiar 
position  that  I  am  not  at  this  moment 
aware  that  I  have  before  me  any  assail- 
ants ;  for  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Napier)  has  adopted 
the  singular  course,  that  while  he  has  in- 
sinuated a  charge  he  declines  to  make  it 
until  he  has  heard  the  defence.  Now,  Sir, 
if  I  could  have  brought  this  question  be- 
fore the  House  in  any  shape  in .  which  it 
could  have  dealt  with  it — if  there  had  been 
any  breach  of  privilege,  or  if  I  could  have 
brought  it  forward  in  any  other  tangible 
shape,  I  should — although  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  shrunk  from 
the  performance  of  that  which  he  under- 
took— have  felt  it  my  duty  to  take  that 
course.  Bnt,  Sir,  it  was  not  open  to  me 
to  do  so.  There  was  no  Motion  which  I 
could  make,  and  I  was  forced  into  the  posi- 
tion that  I  must  either  rest,  probably  until 
next  Session,  under  the  imputations  which 
have  been  cast  upon  me  as  a  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  as  a  Mem- 
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ber  of  this  Hoase,  or  I  must  take  this  op- 
portunitj  of  reliering  myself  from  those 
charges.  I  wtllinglj  take  the  latter  course, 
and  I  am  much  mistaken  if,  before  I  sit 
down,  every  Member  of  this  House  who  is 
influenced  by  the  honour  by  which  a  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  be  influenced,  and  by  the 
candour  which  is  due  to  that  character, 
does  not  say  that  my  exculpation  is  full 
and  complete.  In  order  that  the  House 
may  understand  my  obsenrations  it  will  be 
well  that  I  should,  before  proceeding  to 
that  exculpation,  refer  very  briefly  to  what 
has  taken  place  and  to  what  is  the  grave 
imputation  which  has  been  cast  upon  me. 
The  House  will  recollect  that  in  conse- 
quence of  some  observations  which  fell 
n'om  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  of  Ireland — 
fell  from  the  judicial  bench  on  the  morn- 
ing of  Saturday,  the  5th  of  July,  and  to 
which  I  need  not  now  further  advert,  a  ques- 
tion was  pot  to  me  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Enniskillen 
(Mr.  Whiteside)  in  his  place  in  this  House. 
Kow,  Sir,  there  has  been  some  controversy 
as  to  the  answer  which  I  gave  to  that  ques- 
tion. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Napier)  alleged,  that  I  had 
accused  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  of  Ire- 
land of  breach  of  his  judicial  duty  and 
of  forgetting  the  obligations  which  his 
oath  as  a  Privy  Councillor  imposed  upon 
him.  Upon  a  former  occasion,  Sir,  I 
read  the  statement  which  I  made,  taking 
it  from  The  Times  newspaper.  I  have 
since  referred  to  three  other  journals — 
namely,  the  Morning  Herald,  the  Daily 
Express  (a  Dublin  paper),  and  the  Dub- 
lin Evening  Mail,  I  have  selected  these 
three  as  being  papers  which  do  not  in 
the  least  sympathise  with  my  political 
feelings.  I  find  in  all  of  them,  not 
identically,  but  substantially,  the  same 
account.  Having  before  read  the  report 
of  The  Times  I  shall  not  repeat  it.  I 
will  now  take  that  of  the  Dublin  Even- 
ing Matt,  In  that  paper  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Enniskillen  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  is  represented  as  making  this 
statement : — 

"  A  learned  judge,  from  his  seat  on  the  Irish 
benoh,  had  deolared  that  a  certain  person  ought 
to  be  proseonted,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  consider  the  propriety  of  such 
prosecution.  Now,  it  might  hereafter  be  matter 
for  serious  consideration  if,  as  had  been  stated, 
and  stated  also  judicially,  that  the  principal  in 
these  transactions,  afler  having  been  allowed  to 
walk  about  for  some  days  subsequently  unmo- 
lested, had  finally  left  the  country — it  might,  he 
vould  say,  be  matter  for  inrestigation  how  hr  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  not  having  acted 
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upon  the  admonition  thus  Judicially  given  ia 
them.'* 

There  we  find  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman referring  to  a  statement  which  had 
been  made  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  on 
the  5th  of  July,  and  putting  forward  a 
charge  founded  upon  that  statement,  that 
the  Government,  or  rather  myself  as  its 
responsible  officer,  had  been  guilty  of  a  de- 
reliction of  duty.  It  was  in  answering 
that  question,  the  first  upon  the  subject 
which  I  had  answered,  that  I  made  the 
statement  out  of  which  this  C(»ntroversT 
has  arisen.  According  to  (he  Dublin 
Evening  Mail,  my  answer,  after  stating 
the  facts,  was  this  : — 

"  Now,  if  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  had  adopted 
the  course  which  became  him,  ho  ought  to  have 
made  an  order  directing  the  evidenoo  to  be  )ai4 
before  the  Attorney  General,  or,  in  his  capacity 
of  a  Privy  Councillor,  he  ought  to  have  waited 
upon  his  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  ap- 
prised him  that  materials  were  before  him  to 
enable  him  to  declare  that  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  guilty  of  a  serious  breach  of 
trust." 

That  is  as  nearly  as  possible,  if  not  quite, 
identical  with  the  language  of  The  Times, 
I  have  compared  with  it  the  reports  of  the 
Morning  Herald  and  the  Daily  Ewpresst 
and  they  give  the  same  account  of  the 
matter.  So  that  my  recollection  of  what 
I  intended  to  say,  and  what  I  believe  I 
did  say,  is  corroborated  by  four  news- 
papers, —  that  I  did  not  even  allude  to 
the  oath  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls ; 
that  I  stated  that  he  might,  according 
to  his  judicial  privilege,  have  communi- 
cated with  me  or  my  colleague  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland,  or  have  made 
an  order  that  the  evidence  should  be  laid 
before  ua  ;  or  that  he  might,  having,  in 
virtue  of  his  privilege  as  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor, access  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  have 
waited  upon  his  Excellency,  and  have 
communicated  to  him  the  fact  that  there 
were  before  him  materials  for  declaring 
that  a  great  crime  had  been  committed. 
Now,  Sir,  when  I  was  charged  with  hav- 
ing been  the  means  of  procuring,  or  at 
least  with  having  connived  at  the  es- 
cape of  James  Sadleir,  I  at  once  repu- 
diated  the  imputation,  and  said  that, 
if  he  had  evaded  justice,  my  inferescc 
was,  that  he  had  fied,  being  frightened 
from  the  country  by  the  remarks  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  which  I  characterised 
as  **  irregular.**  Unfortunately,  I  had  not 
the  advantage  of  seeing  in  the  Honse  on 
that  evening  any  members  of  the  Equity 
bar,  but»  had  any  such  been  preaent,    1 
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slioald  hiTe  eoDfideatlj  appMled  to  them 
to  BAj  wbetber,  ia  appljing  the  term 
"irre^lu"  to  the  obierrationB  of  the 
Ifiiter  of  the  RolU,  I  did  not  nae  a 
mild  ftod  mitigated  eipreision.  On  the 
following  Monday  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ua^o  (Ifr.  Q.  H.  Moore),  taking  his 
tone  from  the  Master  of  the  RoIIb,  and 
uanming  that  the  GoTemmeDt  had  con- 
niied  at  the  eacnpe  of  James '  Sadleir, 
aaked  me  a  question  on  the  inbject. 
Tliougb  the  langaage  used  wan  aoniewhat 
irritatiog,  1  endeavoured  to  reply  with  mo- 
deraiioD,  and  I  will  read  to  the  House  my 
answer,  as  I  find  it  reported  in  The  Timet 
of  the  8th  of  Jnly: — 

"  From  tho  earliest  moment  thtt  thii  cue  had 
been  braaght  under  hiii  attentioa,  m  the  «ieau- 
tire  oflloer  of  the  Crown,  be  hid  taken  tbe  moaC 
actJTe  gteps  to  prevent  Mr.  Sadloir  leaving  Ireland, 
eTen  befwehe  was  in  apoiiClDD  to  issua  »  warranC 
nj[ainat  him  ;  ^nd  from  tha  report  of  the  officers 
emploTed  be  bod  reaaon  to  beliere  tbat  he  had  not 
left  Ireland  aiocethe  ITlh  or  ISthofJuna.  If  hs 
bad  left  Ireluid,  it  vaa  hcrore  that  date,  and  in 
conseqDeDce  of  tha  irregular  ohaerrationB  of  the 
Uaater  of  the  £idle." 

The  House,  I  trust,  will  do  me  the  justice 
to  ohsene  tbat  there  is  no  reference  in 
those  words  to  the  conduct  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  either  at  a  Judge  or  a  Friry 
Councillor,  beyond  the  simple  fact  of  my 
applying  to  his  observation  a  the  term 
"  irregular."  But  it  now  appears  tbat  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  tbe  University  of  Dublin  lost 
no  time  in  oommDuicatingon  the  subject  of 
my  reply  witb  the  Matter  of  tbe  Rolls ;  and 
for  tbe  character  of  that  teamed  Jodge  I 
do  most  eameslly  hope  that  some  errooeous 
represent»tion  of  what  did  take  place  was 
made  to  bim.  I  trust  that  he  was  induced 
to  take  tbe  course  which  he  has  pursued, 
not  by  ilh  kccurate  version  of  the  facts, 
hot  by  Komo  misrepreeentstioD  which  led 
him  to  believe  that  bii  character  as  a  Judge 
vaa  assailed,  aod  that  his  honour  as  a  gen- 
tleman waa  called  in  qneatiou  by  tho  dis- 
creditable iBiputBtioD  of  having  disre- 
garded tbe  eacred  obligation  of  his  oath. 
The  House  will  he  good  enough  to  remem- 
ber that,  in  citing  documentary  evidence 
I  bave  taken  care  to  select  my  extracts 
from  newspapers,  which  have  no  political 
■ympatby  witb  the  party  to  which  I  be- 
long.  The  quotation  I  am  now  about 
to  make  is  from  the  DMi»  Daily  Ex- 
preu,  a  jonroal  which  I  need  scarcely 
say  has  not  the  slightest  sympathy  with 
the  LibenI  party.  The  Dublin  Daily 
Bxprtii,  of  tbe  8tb  July,  contiuns  a  report 
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of  the  proceedings  in  the  RolU  Court  on 
the  preceding  dny,  and  tbe  Uaater  of  tbe 
Rolls  is   represented  to  have  expressed 

himself  as  follows — 

"  Maf  t  DOW  inqaire,  on  the  part  of  the  public. 

whether  informations  have  been  iwom  in  reipecC 
of  the  tacts  disclosed  in  tbii  caw  t  If  so,  have 
anr  eStetnal  or  beni  fde  steps  bean  taken  to 
make  an;  of  the  parties  implicated  amenable  ? 
Is  it  intended  to  prefer  a  bill  of  indictment  at  the 
next  Clonmel  astiiea,  where  some  of  the  overt  actn 
were  committed  ?  Ha;  I  further  inquire  what 
ii  tbe  dot;  of  a  priv;  eoanailior  t " 

Having  read  extracts  from  BEocbtoM's 
definition  of  the  duties  of  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor, ho  goes  on  to  ask — 

"  I>  there  anything  in  the  datf,  as  thus  stated, 
requiring  a  frivf  Councillor  to  obtrude  bis  ail- 
Tice  Beeretly  uid  uniukeij,  where  tho  responsillt- 
adrisers  of  the  GoTemment  remain  paasire.  and 
where  the  general  faota  were  matter  of  public 
notorietji,  and  the  details  established  bf  the 
affidavit!  and  documontg  ng  mucb  open  to  tho 
responsible  adriscrs  of  the  Goieroinent  as  they 
were  to  me  !  " 

He  then  makes  this  statement — 

"I  did  not  obtrude  advice  or  fofbrmslicin 
priTalelf,  flrat,  beoaaie  it  was  no  part  of  lai 
dot;  ;  and,  soeondl;,  because  I  belieied  then,  and 
believe  now,  that  it  would  have  received  no  atten- 
tion what4?Ter  from  tbe  Government  for  reaaona 
whicb  the  public  well  know.  1  shall  only  a^ld 
that  if  no  bonAjUe  prooeediogs  be  taken  at  tlie 
next  Clonmel  assiHs,  tha  reault  will  be  that  tho 
dot;  of  a  PriTT  Councillor  and  the  nature  and 
meaning  of  the  oatb  will  possibly  meet  witb  more 
discuiaion  than  tho  Irish  Government  may  lie 
aware  of  There  is  one  other  matter  which  I 
omitted  to  advert  to  ia  giving  jadgment,  and  that 
is  the  examination  of  Ur.  James  Sadleir  h;  the 
Master  in  bis  private  chamber,  no  other  person , 
as  I  understand,  having  been  present,  except  tlie 
official  manager  and  his  eoantcl  and  solicitor. 
That  procecdiDg  has  been  much  disapproved  of. 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  tha  Haalar  would  now 
concur  with  me  that  it  is  to  be  regretted  it  took 

I  have  no  doubt  that  the  bou.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  G.  H.  Moore)  put  upon  the 
language  of  the  Master  of  tbe  Rolls  a 
correct  interpretatioD  when  he  stated  that 
the  reasons  why  the  repreaentations  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  would  fail  to  oommaod 
tbe  attention  of  the  Govermuent,  was  thot 
the  Government  shrank  from  making  James 
Sadleir  amenable,  because  they  knew  that. 
if  they  attempted  to  do  so,  secrets  would 
come  to  light  which  would  be  little  credit- 
able to  themselves.  1  must  beg  hon. 
Members  to  observe  that  the  eipressions 
which  are  liable  to  this  constroctiou  did 
not  occur  in  the  delivery  of  a  judgment, 
hut  were  gratuitous  statements  M  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  entirely  uncalled 
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for.  In  the  Evening  Mail  of  July  9 
I  find  that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  is  re- 
presented as  having  made  the  following 
remarks — 

"  In  eonsequenoe  of  an  aeouBation  whieh  the 
Attorney  General  has  made  against  me  I  shall 
forward  to  London,  by  this  night's  post  or  to- 
morrow morning,  a  statement  in  my  own  rindica- 
tion,  and  I  regret  that  in  defending  myself  I  shall 
be  under  the  necessity  of  bringing  a  yery  serious 
charge  against  the  Attorney  General.  I  shall  on 
Friday  sUte  in  court  what  that  charge  is ;  and  I 
•hall  make  no  statement  which  I  shall  not  be 
prepared  to  proTe  before  a  Committee  of  either 
House  of  Parliament." 

That  statement  which  was  afterwards  read 
in  Court,  I  infer  to  be  the  same  that 
reached  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Universitj  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Napier)  on  the  11th  of  July. 
The  Master  of  the  Rolls  there  remarks 
that  I  accused  him  of  a  breach  of  duty. 
Sir,  I  distinctly  disclaim  any  such  accusa- 
tion. The  Master  of  the  Roils  is  the  Judge 
of  an  Equity  Court,  and  in  reference  to 
the  criminal  proceedings  of  the  country 
has  no  duty  to  perform.  If  in  the  course 
of  a  case  heard  before  him  he  should 
be  led  to  the  conclusion  that  a  witness  has 
committed  perjury,  he  has  a  right  to  direct 
a  prosecution ;  or  if  a  forged  instrument 
be  produced,  he  may  communicate  with  the 
law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  order  that 
the  document  shall  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Crown  Solicitor  with  a  view  to  a 
prosecution.  These  are  his  rights  and 
privileges,  but  he  has  no  duty  as  regards 
the  institution  of  criminal  proceedings.  If 
he  or  any  other  Equity  Judge  discloses 
to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  or  to 
the  responsible  officers  of  the  executive 
Government,  any  information  leading  to 
the  inference  that  a  crime  has  been  com- 
mitted, he  certainly  does  an  act  for  which 
the  couutry  should  feel  grateful  to  him  ; 
but  he  has  no  duty  to  perform  in  that  re- 
spect. I  am  sore  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Wallingford  (Mr.  Malins)  will  bear 
me  out  when  I  say  that  in  Courts  of  Equity 
circumstances  are  every  day  disclosed, 
either  as  to  the  mode  in  which  deeds  are 
got  up,  or  with  reference  to  the  conduct 
of  particular  transactions,  which  might  ex- 
pose the  persons  concerned  to  a  prosecu- 
tion for  conspiracy ;  but  it  is  not  usual  for 
the  presiding  Judge  either  to  direct  a  pro- 
■ecution,  or  to  take  active  steps  in  the 
pceparation  of  one.  On  Friday,  the  11th 
of  July,  a  charge  is  made  specifically 
against  me  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
who  delivers  it  from  the  bench  of  justice, 

n^e  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


in  the  presence  of  a  Court  crowded  to 
excess  with  persons  induced  to  attend  by 
the  notice  previously  given.  The  Dublin 
Eveniug  Mail  contains  a  report  of  what 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  said  on  that  occa- 
sion ;  and  that  it  is  a  true  version  is  very 
likely,  for  I  am  authoritatively  assured 
that  it  was  not  printed  from  notes  takea 
in  the  Court,  but  from  a  manuscript  fur- 
nished previously  either  by  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  himself,  or  by  some  friend  acting 
on  his  behalf.  That  this  was  the  fact 
seems  to  be  corroborated  by  the  circum- 
stance that  printed  slips  of  the  Master's 
speech  from  the  bench  were  circulated 
immediately  after  the  speech  had  been 
delivered.  At  all  events,  there  appeared 
in  the  Dublin  Evening  Mail  what  pur- 
ported to  be  a  report  in  extenso  of  the 
judgment  of  the  Master  of  the  RoIU  on 
that  occasion.  But  first  let  me  read  the 
prefatory  sentences  descriptive  of  the 
scene— 

^'We  displace  from  our  law  intelligence  the 
following  proceedings  in  the  Rolls  Court,  which 
took  place  this  day.  The  Master  of  the  Rolli 
has,  in  accordance  with  the  intimation  which  ap- 
peared in  our  last,  most  ably  vmdicated  himself 
from  the  charge  attempted  to  be  fixed  upon  him 
by  the  Attorney  General;  and  it  now  remains 
with  that  learned  Gentleman  to  account,  if  he  csd 
do  so,  for  the  supineness  whieh  has  marked  his 
conduct  throughout  the  whole  of  the  traaaaotion, 
'The  Rolls  Court— this  day.— The  Court  w^is 
crowded  to  excess  this  morning  by  members  of  the 
bar  as  well  as  by  the  public.  So  great  was  the 
anxiety  to  gain  admission  that  long  before  elereo 
o'clock,  the  time  for  opening  the  Court,  the  doors 
were  besieged  by  the  crowds,  who  absolutely  forced 
their  way  in,  and  immediately  every  available 
place  was  occupied.  Shortly  after  the  Msster  of 
the  Rolls  had  taken  his  seat  on  the  beneh  he  pro- 
ceeded to  pronounce  the  following  obserfations  in 
reference  to  the  attack  made  upon  him  by  the 
Attorney  General.'  ** 

This,  be  it  remembered,  is  not  the  case 
of  a  Judge  engaged  in  the  delivery  of 
a  judgment  and  to  whom  a  latitude  should 
therefore  be  permitted.  The  case  of  the 
Tipperary  Bank  was  not  before  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls.  This  is  a  written  state- 
ment delivered  from  the  benoh,  but  wholly 
unconnected  with  anything  then  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
in  his  judicial  character.  This  docoment 
has  been  published  in  all  the  London  morn- 
ing papers  as  well  as  in  the  Dublin  jour- 
nals. I  shall  not  read  the  whole  of  it ;  ^ 
shall  pass  by  a  great  deal  of  laognftg^ 
of  which  I  have  much  reason  to  complain  ; 
I  shall  only  quote  so  much  as  will  enable 
the  House  to  understand  the  speeiHc 
charges  from  which  I  have  to  clear  myself* 
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unci  the  mode  in  which  they  have  been 
brought  forward.  The  Master  of  the  Rolls 
says — 

*<The  Attorney    General  for  Ireland   having 
tbouf  ht  proper  to  accuse  me  of  being  the  cause 
of  Mr.  James  Sadleir's  not  being  amenable  to  an- 
swer the  criminal  charges  which   the  Attorney 
General  intimates  he  is  prepared  to  bring  forward 
against  him,  now  that  he  is  no  longer  amenable,  I 
feel  it  due  to  myself  to  repel  that  most  unfounded 
and  unwarrantable  charge  ;  and  I  regret  that,  in 
doing  so,  I  shall  have  to  put  the  Attorney  General 
on  his  trial  before  the  public,  and  I -shall  state  no 
&ct  that  I  shall  not  be  prepared  to  substantiate 
before  a  Committee  of  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment.   On  the  4th  of  March  the  Motion  was  made 
before  me,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Winding- 
up  Acts,  that  the  affairs  of  the  Company  should  be 
wound-up.     In  giving  judgment  on  that  occasion 
[a  report  of  which  was  published  in  several  Dublin 
and  London  newspapers,  and  among  others,  in  the 
DubUn  Evening  Mail,  of  the  5th  of  March,  1856], 
J  distinctly  adverted  to  the  fiicts  which  implicated 
James  Sadleir  with  the  gigantic  frauds  which  had 
been  committed.      In  the   Irish  article  of  Th6 
Times  newspaper  of  the  10th  of  March,  1856, 
there  is  tho  following  passage : — '  The  Leinster 
Express,  allading  to  the  connivance  of  Mr.  James 
SadJeir  at  the  tremendous  frauds  brought  to  light 
in  the  Rolls*  Court  says : — **  It  is  said  that  that 
gentleman  has  already  fled  from  the  impending 
storm,  but  we  trust  that  this  is  not  the  fact.   The 
shareholders  owe  it  to  themselves  and  to  the  cause 
of  public  justice,  that  the  surviving  fabricator  or 
&bricator8  of  the   swindling  report  should   not 
escape  a  criminal  prosecution,  and  if  Mr.  James 
Sadleir  and  his  coadjutors,  whoever  they  may  be, 
h.ave  not  already  gone,  it  is  right  that  measures 
should  be    taken   to  prevent   their   leaving  the 
country." '     The  Attorney  General  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  these  poor  people,  and  closed  his  ears 
and  shut  his  eyes  to  everything  which  was  said  or 
written  in  relation  to  the  Sadleir  frauds.     The 
Attorney  General,  who  had  &llen  asleep  from  the 
4th  of  March  to  the  drd  of  June,  notwithstanding 
that  every  newspaper  which  ho  took  up  must  have 
suggested  to  him  the  doty  which  he  had  to  per- 
form, awoke  on  the  last -mentioned  day  in  conse- 
quence of  my  observations,  and  an  electric  tele- 
graph message  was  sent  from  London  to  the  re- 
gistrar, or  some  other  person,  to  know  when  I 
should  gfive  judgment.    Having  intimated  that  I 
would  not  give  judgment  for  some  time  the  Attor- 
ney General  turned  his  head  upon  his  pillow,  and 
again  fell  asleep.    I  am  now  about  to  state  facts 
which  the  Attorney  General  cannot  get  rid  of  by 
any  sophistry  or  mystification.     On  Tuesday,  the 
8lh  of  this  month,  I  applied  to  Mr.  Meldon,  the 
solicitor  for  the  official  manager  (the  official  man- 
ager being  absent  from  Dublin  on  business  con- 
nected with  his  office),  to  know  when  the  Attorney 
General,  or  any  person  on  his  behalf,  first  applied 
for  copies  of  any  of  the  affidavits  or  documents 
filed  or  lodged  in  the  Master's  office  in  this  mat* 
ter.     On  the   14th  of  June,  1856,  a  copy  of  John 
Sadleir's  celebrated  letter  to  his  brother,  James 
Sadleir,  was  given  to  the  Crown  Solicitor  by  Mr. 
Meldon.      Surely  that  letter  was   calculated   to 
arouse  any  person  except  the  Attorney  General. 
He,  however,  remained  as  little  alive  to  the  Sad- 
leir frauds  as  he  had  been  before.     On  tho  20th 
of  June,  1  gave  jadgment.    'the  result  is  this : 


— The  Attorney  General  took  no  step  whatever 
against  James  Sadleir  until  afler  I  gave  judgmei^t 
on  the  20th  of  June,  although  the  judgments  I 
had  given  on  the.  4th  of  March  and  the  Srd  of 
June  imposed  a  distinct  duty  upon  him  to  do  so. 
The  letter  of  John  Sadleir,  of  which  he  was  in 
possession  on  the  14th  of  June,  rendered  it  the 
more  his  duty  to  proceed.  When  did  James  Sad- 
leir cease  to  be  amenable  ?  The  Attorney  General 
says,  on  the  17th  or  18th  of  June.  I  believe  he 
was  amenable  after  I  gave  judgment  on  the  20th 
of  June,  but  I  shall  assume  that  the  Attorney 
General  has  been  accurately  informed  of  Mr. 
James  Sadleir's  movements,  and  that  the  date  of 
the  17th  or  18th  of  June  is  correct.  How  does 
the  Attorney  General  account  for  having  taken 
no  step  from  the  4th  of  March  to  the  Srd  of  June  ? 
Every  document  connected  with  the  bank  was 
in  the  custody  of  the  official  manager  from  tlie 
time  of  his  appointment,  although  John  Sadleir's 
letter  was  not  found  until  after  the  9rd  of  June. 
If  there  was  any  excuse  prior  to  the  Srd  of  June, 
what  justification  was  there  for  taking  no  proceed- 
ings against  James  Sadleir  from  that  date  until 
afler  tho  20th  of  June?.  The  letter  of  John 
Sadleir,  which  the  Crown  Solicitor  was  furnished 
with  a  copy  of  on  the  14th  of  June,  should  have 
awakened  the  Attorney  General  if  anything  could 
have  done  so.  Who  is  responsible  that  no  pro- 
ceeding was  taken  against  James  Sadleir  from 
the  3rd  of  June  until  afler  I  had  given  judgment 
on  the  20th  of  June  ?  No  amount  of  mysti- 
fication can  get  rid  of  that  plain  inquiry.  The 
real  history  is  this, — ^the  .Master  had  exonerated 
James  Sadleir  on  grounds  which  the  public  do 
not  understand.  'J'here  was  abundant  evidence 
against  James  Sadleir,  independently  of  John 
Sadleir's  letter,  which  was  not  found  until  afler  the 
Srd  of  June.  The  Attorney  General  paid  no  at- 
tention to  the  observations  made  by  me  on  that 
day,  which  showed  that  I  had  come  to  an  entirely 
different  conclusion  from  the  Master,  although  I 
had  not  seen  John  Sadleir's  letter.  The  .\ttorney 
General  thought,  I  presume,  that  I  should  not  be 
able  when  giving  judgment  to  substantiate  the 
statement  I  had  made ;  and  he  remained  passive 
until  the  judgment  I  gave  on  the  20th  of  June 
rendered  it  plain  that  he  must  cease  to  hold  office, 
or  perform  his  duty  to  the  public.  It  was,  how- 
ever, according  to  his  statement,  then  too  late. 
James  Sadleir,  he  says,  is  no  longer  amenable, 
and  that  he  has  not  been  so  since  the  17th  or 
18th  of  June ;  and  he  thinks  it  just  and  proper 
to  cast  the  responsibility  on  me  that  he  is  not 
amenable  V 

I  shall  not  trouble  the  House  by  going 
through  all  the  details  of  the  argument 
or  the  other  persoual  observations  of  the 
learned  Judge.  I  think  1  have  read  enough 
for  the  object  I  have  in  view,  namely,  ta 
let  the  House  understand  tho  nature  of 
tbe  imputations  ;  and  from  the  last  sen- 
tence I  hare  quoted  nobody  can  doubt 
that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  from,  tho 
bench  of  justice,  intended  to  and  did 
convey  the  charge  that,  for  some  reason 
or  another  which  I  suppose  he  presumed 
the  public  would  comprehend,  the  Govern- 
meut  connived  at  the  escape  of  Jame:^ 
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Sndleir  and  forbade  his  prosecution — that 
I,  as  the  responsible  organ  of  the  Govern- 
ment, obeyed  its  mandate,  favoured  that 
escape,  and  only  by  the  positive  danger  of 
losing  the  office  which  I  hold  was  at  last 
forced  to  perform  the  duty  I  owed  to  the 
public.  I  say  with  the  most  unaffected 
candour,  that  if  one  tittle  of  that  accusa- 
tion were  fairly  chargeable  upon  me — if  I 
were  to  leave  one  word  of  it  unanswered, 
I  should  be  utterly  unfit  for  the  office  now 
entrusted  to  me.  Let  me  tell  the  House 
what  interpretation  was  put  upon  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls.  I  be- 
heve  that  in  the  entire  history  of  jurispru-. 
dence  —  in  the  annals  of  any  Court  of 
Justice  in  this  country,  you  will  look  in 
vain  for  a  parallel  to  the  proceeding  of  the 
Irish  Master  of  the  Rolls  on  the  11th  of 
July.  I  would  confidently  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Card  well),  who  avowed  him- 
self, the  other  night,  a  friend  of  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls — I  would  appeal  to  him, 
although  I  cannot  call  him  my  friend,  as  a 
gentleman  and  a  man  of  candour,  which  I 
know  him  to  be,  whether  he  can  stand  up 
in  his  place  in  this  House  and — I  will  not 
say  defend,  but — palliate  or  excuse  the 
unprecedented  course  taken  *by  this  learn- 
ed Judge.  Indeed,  I  have  endeavoured  to 
bring  myself  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  must  have  been  irri- 
tated and  excited  by  some  gross  misrepre- 
sentation of  what  occurred  in  this  Assem- 
bly a  few  days  previously,  and  that  if  he 
had  known  what  really  took  place,  he 
never  could  have  allowed  himself  such  ex- 
traordinary licence.  I  shall  read  from  a 
Dublin  paper  of  the  following  morning 
the  construction  given  to  the  language  of 
this  learned  Judge,  and  to  the  charge 
from  which  I  have  to  vindicate  myself. 
On  Saturday,  the  12th  of  July,  alluding 
to  the  transaction  before  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  this  journal  says  : — 

'*  We  have  no  heaitation  in  stating  oar  delibe- 
rate belief^  and  in  declaring  that  it  is  the  conyic- 
tion  of  all  men  in  the  country — ^lay  and  profes- 
sional— that  the  Attorney  General  has  delayed 
and  declined  to  prosecute*  and  has  permitted  to 
escape  a  transportable  felon »  and  tliat  he  has 
done  so  for  priyate  or  party  motives." 

Sir,  I  think  it  is  impossible  for  any  Gen- 
tleman in  this  House  to  be  called  upon  to 
repel  an  accusation  more  gfrave  or  to  be 
charged  with  conduct  more  base  or  more 
abominable  than  that  here  ascribed  to  me. 
With  these  preliminary  remarks  I  shall 
now  proceed  to  state  to  the  House  the 
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coarse  which  I  have  pursued,  and  to  offer 
that  complete  exculpation  of  mysdf  which 
I  am  enabled  to  submit.  I  refer,  in  the 
first  place,  to  the  4th  of  March,  as  the 
earliest  date  in  this  case.     One  of  the  im- 

Jutations  cast  upon  me  by  the  learned 
udge  is,  that  on  that  day  he  pronoanced 
a  judgment  which  ought  to  have  roused 
me  from  my  torpor,  and  taught  me  my 
duty  to  the  public.  I  have  searched  for 
that  judgment,  and  I  now  extract  it  from 
The  Times-^ti  journal  from  which  I  hope 
I  shall  be  excused  for  making  most  of  my 
quotations.  The  death  of  the  unhappy  gen* 
tleman  who  committed  suicide  in  London  in 
February  last,  led  to  disclosures  with  which 
at  present  we  have  nothing  to  do.  It  is, 
however,  placed  beyond  a  doubt  that  thtt 
unfortunate  man  was  guilty  of  the  grossest 
crime — forgery  and  frauds  of  various  de- 
scriptions ;  and  shortly  after  his  decease 
the  Tipperary  Bank,  with  which  he  had 
been  connected,  and  to  which  he  was  in- 
debted to  an  amount  exceeding  ^200,000, 
stopped  payment.  The  consequence  was 
that  one  of  the  shareholders  presented  a 
petition  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  under 
the  Winding-up  Act,  with  the  view  of 
having  the  Bank  dissolved,  its  property, 
such  as  it  was,  realised,  and  the  deficiency 
made  good  from  among  the  contributories. 
This  petition  came  in  the  ordinary  course 
before  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  on  the  4th 
March ;  and  it  appearing  from  the  affi- 
davits before  him  that  the  proceedings 
were  promoted  by  the  solicitor  who  had 
previously  acted  as  solicitor  for  James 
Sadleir,  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  in  giving 
his  judgment,  observed — 

**  The  late  John  Sadleir  was  permitted  by  hta 
brother,  the  sole  director  and  manager  of  the 
bank,  to  overdraw  his  account  to  the  extent  of 
£200,000,  without  the  knowle<%e,  eonsenW  or 
privity  of  a  single  other  contribotory  or  cnditor, 
so  far  as  this  Court  has  heard  or  knows.  The 
liabilities  of  the  bank  are  altogether.  In  roand 
numbers,  £400,000 ;  it  was  in  a  state  of  the  most 
hopeless  insolvency  on  the  1st  of  Febmafylaft, 
and  the  assets  are  not  pretended  to  be  iMfe>  Ia 
round  numbers,  tlian  £d<^000." 

This  is  the  judgment  to  which  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  subsequently  referred,  and 
which  I  did  not  see  until,  in  consequence 
of  his  observations  the  other  day»  I  looked 
for  it,  and  found  it.  It  may  be  matter  of 
blame  in  me,  holding  the  office  which  I  ^* 
that  I  did  not  read  the  Irish  papers  so 
regularly  as  I  ought  to  have  done  ;  bot  I 
can  only  state  that,  up  to  the  time  when 
my  attention  was  first  called  to  this  jodg- 
ment,   I   had  never  seen  it.    Assuoiing* 
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then,  that  the  circuuistances  stated  by  the 
Maater  of  the  Ruils  were  perfect! j  true, 
such  is  the  defective  state  of  the  law,  that 
James  Sadleir  does  not  appear,  upon  that 
stateoient,  to  be  guilty  of  any  offence  that 
would  bring  him  within  the  reac.h  of  the 
criminal  law.  The  charges  against  him 
were  twofold.  First,  that,  being  the  man- 
aging director  of  the  Tipperary  Bank,  he 
had  been  guilty  of  a  gross  breach  of  trust, 
in  permitting  his  brother  to  obtain  assets 
of  the  bank  to  an  amount  exceeding  the 
sum  of  £200,000.  No  doubt  that  was  a 
gross  breach  of  trust  with  regard  to  the 
shareholders  of  the  bank  and  its  creditors, 
bat,  like  many  other  breaches  of  trust,  it 
did  not  bring  James  Sadleir  within  reach  of 
the  criminal  law.  It  was  said,  secondly, 
that  James  Sadleir  prepared  the  flourishing 
bat  false  statement  issued  in  the  month  of 
February ;  but,  assuming  that  charge  to 
be  true,  it  would  not  render  him  amenable 
to  a  court  of  criminal  jurisprudence.  The 
result  of  investigation  has  been  to  show 
that  the  criminal  law  of  the  country  is,  in 
this  respect,  in  a  most  unsatisfactory  state. 
Yoo  cannot  punish  frauds  of  this  kind 
directly,  but  there  is  a  circuitous  course 
which  partakes  more  of  the  nature  of  a 
civil  than  of  a  criminal  proceeding,  namely, 
that  if  parties  have,  by  means  of  common 
agreement,  effected  an  object  sometimes 
lawful  but  sometimes  unlawful,  they  may 
be  indicted  for  conspiracy  for  the  illegal 
agreement.  I  am  satisfied  that  no  lawyer 
who  hears  me,  and  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  criminal  law,  will  entertain  any  doubt 
that,  assuming  all  that  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  stated  on  the  4th  of  March  to  be 
true  and  capable  of  proof,  he  had  disclosed 
nothing  which  brought  James  Sadleir — 
however  morally  culpable — within  reach 
of  the  arm  of  the  criminal  law.  I  have 
read  the  reports  in  several  newspapers, 
and  I  do  not  find  the  slightest  allu- 
sion by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  to  any 
criminal  proceeding  whatever.  It  may 
possiblj  be  said  that  I  was  chargeable 
with  some  neglect  in  not  having  read  the 
jud|^ent  delivered  by  tlie  Master  of  the 
Rolls  on  the  4th  of  March ;  but  I  may 
inform  the  House  that  on  the  5th  of  March 
I  received  from  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  a 
letter  written  by  him  on  the  previous  day 
(the  4th),  immediately  after  he  had  de- 
livered his  judgment.  I  dare  say  the  right 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Napier) 
expects  to  find  in  that  letter  some  allusion 
to  the  Tipperary  Joint'Stock  Bank  ease. 
At  the  time  the  letter  was  sent  to  me 


I  was — I  will  not  say,  ou  terms  of  inti- 
macy with  the  Master  of  the  Rolls — but  I 
knew  him,  and   there  had  never  passed 
between  us,  upon  any  occasion,  a  single 
discourteous  word.     On  the  4th  of  March, 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  wrote  me  a  letter, 
dated  "  Merrion  Square,  Dublin,"  in  which 
he  said,    "  My   dear    Solicitor,   I   have 
just  received  your  letter.     I   have  only 
concluded  the  business  at   the  Rolls  to- 
day.*'   The  Master  of  the  Rolls  had  then 
just  delivered    the  judgment  which   has 
been  referred  to.     I  need  not  trouble  the 
House  with  the  remainder  of  the  letter, 
which  was  a  reply  to  a  communication  I 
had  addressed  to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
with  reference  to  the  proceedings  of  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  reform    of   the   Court  of 
Chancery,  which  was  then  sitting,  and  of 
which  I  was  chairman.     I  merdy  allude 
to  this  letter  because,  being  sent  to  me  as 
Solicitor  General  by  a  Judge  who  com- 
municated with  me  on  terms  of  friendly 
courtesy,  addressing  me  as  "  my  dear  So- 
licitor," and  being  written  only  a  few  mi- 
nutes after  he  had  delivered  his  judgment, 
it  might  naturally  be  supposed  that  if  he 
then  thought  it  the  duty  of  the  executive 
to  institute  a  criminal  prosecution  he  would 
assuredly  have  expressed  such  an  opinion 
in  his  letter.     As  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
failed  to  do  so,  the  case  was  not  one  likely 
to  attract  my  attention.     I  replied  to  that 
letter,  and  I  received  another  letter,  writ- 
ten by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  upon  the 
same  business  on  the  25th  of  March,  stat- 
ing that  he  would  be  in  London,  and  would 
meet  me  here   on  the  31st   of   March. 
There  is   not  in   that  letter  either    the 
slightest  allusion  to  the  Sadleir  frauds  or 
to  the  duty  of  the  Government.     I  had 
gone  to  Dublin  about  the  11th  of  March, 
and  I  remained  there  till  the  30th.     On 
the  31st,  I  believe,  I  resumed  my  place  in 
this  House.     I  then  saw  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  here,    and   I   conversed   with  him 
under  the  gallery  for  more  than  an  hour 
on  the  subject  of  the  Committee  to  which 
I  have  previously  referred.     I  undertook 
to  procure  for  him  certain  papers  to  enable 
him  to  give  evidence  which  would  be  bene- 
ficial to  the  public.     I  sent  those  papers  to 
his  hotel ;  I  had  several  communications 
with  him  ;  but  neither  in  his  personal  com- 
munications nor  otherwise  did  he  ever  sug* 
gest  that  any  steps  should  be  taken  on  the 
part  of   the  executive.     He  never  said, 
"  Mr.  Solicitor  General,   I   wish  to  call 
your  attention  to  the  Tipperary  Bank  case, 
or  to  my  observations  on  the  4th  of  March, 
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which  will  show  you  that  you  have  a  duty 
to  perform."  Well,  Sir,  on  the  2nd  of 
April  I  was  obliged  to  leave  London,  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
having  offered  me  the  office  of  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  which  I  accepted, 
though  I  did  not  formally  enter  upon  the 
discharge  of  its  duties  until  the  14th  of 
April.  Pressing  business  was  immedi- 
ately forced  upon  me.  I  had  to  conduct 
the  prosecution  in  the  case  of  the  murder 
of  Miss  Hinds  and  other  cases  at  the 
special  commission;  and  so  urgent  and 
pressing  wore  my  engagements  that  I  was 
obliged  to  sacrifice  all  personal  conside- 
rations, my  constituents  even  re-elected 
me  in  my  absence — an  act  for  which  I 
cannot  be  too  grateful  to  them.  On  re- 
turning to  my  place  in  this  House,  on  the 
16th  of  April,  1  received  from  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  the  papers  with  which  I 
had  furnished  him,  along  with  a  com- 
plimentary note,  which  I  am  unable  to 
read,  as  it  was  thrown  aside ;  I  only 
allude  to  the  circumstance  to  show  that, 
up  to  that  time,  I  had  never  received  the 
slightest  suggestion  from  him  that  I  had 
any  duty  to  perform.  It  may  be  said  pos- 
sibly that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  did  not 
apply  to  me  previously  to  this  time  be- 
cause I  stood  then  in  the  position  of  So- 
licitor General,  but  that  he  would  apply 
to  the  Attorney  General.  Let  it  not  be 
supposed  that  I  wish  to  shrink  from  the 
least  responsibility.  I  accept  it  most  cheer- 
fully. On  the  4th  of  March  my  late  col- 
league (Mr.  Justice  Keogh)  was  absent 
at  the  ossizes,  and  he  only  held  office 
until  the  2nd  of  April,  and,  in  justice  to 
him,  I  must  say  that  I  cannot  describe  in 
language  too  strong  the  assiduity  with 
which  he  discharged  the  duties  of  Attor- 
ney General  during  the  time — upwards  of 
a  year — which  I  held  office  with  him.  I 
think,  however,  if  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
had  thought  the  attention  of  the  Irish 
executive  ought  to  be  directed  to  the  Tip- 
perary  Bank  case  he  would  have  made 
some  allusion  to  the  subject  in  the  fre- 
quent communications  that  took  place  be- 
tween us.  1  am  now  covering  the  period 
from  the  4th  of  March  to  the  3rd  of  June. 
It  appears  that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
having  made  an  order  for  reference,  after 
the  4th  of  March  the  case  went  into  the 
office  of  Master  Murphy.  The  Masters  in 
Chancery  in  Ireland,  I  may  observe,  stand 
in  a  position  somewhat  differing  from  that 
of  Masters  in  Chancery  here.  In  Ireland 
their  position  more  nearly  resembles  that 
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of  a  Vice  Chancellor ;  they  have  original 
and  very  extensive  jurisdiction.  The  case, 
as  I  have  said,  went  into  Master  Murphy  V 
office,  and  on  the*  19th  of  March  he  held 
a  private  examination  of  Mr.  James  Sad- 
leir,  the  person  against  whom  a  charge  i» 
now  made.  I  only  allude  to  thia  oiream- 
stanee,  as  showing  that  if  Master  Murphy 
had  reason  to  think  that  the  parties  before 
him  wished  to  prosecute  Mr.  James  Sad> 
leir  for  any  crime  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Tipperary  Bank,  that 
private  examination  was  a  most  unwar* 
rantable  proceeding*  There  were  at  that 
time  several  parties  who  might  prosecute 
—  the  Irish  sharehoklers,  the  English 
shareholders,  and  the  creditors.  Any  of 
these  parties  might  have  instituted  a 
prosecution  against  James  Sadleir,  but 
they  wore  the  parties  who  set  the  mat- 
ter in  motion  for  a  private  examination,, 
with  the  view  of  discovering  property 
which  might  be  available  for  them,  and 
I  believe  I  do  not  make  any  misrepre- 
sentation in  stating  that  at  this  very  mo- 
ment those  three  classes  of  persons — or» 
at  least,  two  of  them — are  entirely  averse 
to  a  prosecution  of  James  Sadleir.  Be- 
fore I  proceed  I  may  be  allowed  to  explain 
that  great  misconception  exists  with  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  I  heard  the  other  day,  to  my 
great  surprise,  from  an  hon.  Member,  that 
he  supposed,  as  Attorney  General,  I  had 
nothing  to  do  but  to  go  to  my  office  and 
write  a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  James 
Sadleir.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  that 
supposition  is  unfounded,  and  that  in  that 
respect  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land possesses  no  greater  power  than  the 
meanest  individual  in  the  land.  It  ia 
one  of  the  principles  of  our  glorious  con- 
stitution that  the  meanest  subject  cannot 
be  deprived  of  his  liberty — unless  he  is  de- 
tectea  in  the  actual  perpetration  of  a  felony 
— without  a  warrant,  and  that  warrant  can 
only  be  issued  upon  sworn  informations  be- 
fore a  magistrate.  The  Attorney  General 
ior  Ireland  occupies  a  most  *reeponsiblo 
position,  and  has  most  onerous  duties  to 
discharge,  but  generally  speaking  he  origi- 
nates no  proceedings.  If  a  crime  has  been 
committed,  cognizance  is  talTenof  the  mat- 
ter by  the  resident  magistrates,  or  by 
the  constabulary.  Informations  are  taken 
before  magistrates,  and  if  the  cases  are 
returned  for  trial  those  informations  are 
laid  before  the  Attorney  General,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  read  them  all,  and  to 
pronounce  his  rule  on  each  case,  whether 
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a  Crown  prosecntion    shonid    or    should 
not  be  instituted.     It   ts   not,   however, 
the  practice   to  conduct  prosecutions   at 
tiie  public  expense  except  in  cases  where 
(he  public  peace  has  been   broken.     It 
is  not  the  practice  to  prosecute   at  the 
public  expense  in  cases  of  private  fraud; 
One  remarkable   instance,  illustrative   of 
this,  occurred  about  ten  years  ago,  when  a 
stockbroker  who  had  been  guilty  of  exten- 
sive and  gross  frauds  was  prosecuted,  n^t 
by  the  Attorney  General,  but  by  private 
prosecution.     If,  for  example,  a  forgery  is 
committed  on  a  bank,  the  individual  or  in- 
dividuals accused  are  not  prosecuted  at  the 
expense  of  the  public,  unless   there   are 
some  extraordinary  circumstances  connect- 
ed with  the  transaction.     However,  to  re- 
turn to  the  ease  on  the  17th  of  March, 
James  Sadlier  underwent  a  first  examina- 
tion before  Master  Murphy,  and  a  second 
on  the  23rd.  and  on  the  28th  of  March 
Master  Murphy  gave  his  judgment.     Up 
to  that  date,  as  I  have  shown,  no  creditor, 
or  shareholder  had  lodged  any  complaint  ; 
no  one  had  given  information  or  taken  any 
Btepa  whatever  to  put  tlie  law  in  motion, 
though  it  was  open  to  any  one  of  the  par- 
ties interested  to  have  done  so.     On  the 
28th  of  March,  Master  Murphy  delivered 
his  judgment,    from  which    I   shall   read 
the  following  extract : — [  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  here  read  an  ex- 
tract from  the  judgment  of  Master  Mur- 
phy,   to    the    effect   that,    according    to 
strict  legal   principles,  the  evidence   was 
not  sufficient  to  lead  to  a  charge  of  fraud 
against  James  Sadleir.]      Such  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Master,  and  then  he  went 
on  in  an  elaborate  and  able  judgment  to 
acquit  James  Sadleir  of  any  participation 
in  the  frauds   of   his  brother.      But  the 
House  will  remember  that  up  to  the  3rd 
of  June,    and    for  ten   days   afterwards, 
the  remarkable   letter   of  John    Sadleir, 
dated  the  21st  of  December  last,  had  not 
been  discovered.     The  judgment  of  Master 
Murphy  was  appealed  against  to  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls.    The  hearing  lasted  five  days, 
and  on  the  3rd  of  June  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  made  those  observations  which  consti- 
tute one  of  the  attacks  that  have  been  so 
much  commented  on.     The  House  will  ob- 
serve that  np  to  this  time  there  was  no 
ground  on  which  to  institute  a  prosecution* 
against  James  Sadleir  ;  no  one  had  com- 
plained or  urged  prosecution,  and  Master 
Murphy  had  acquitted  him  of  all  participa- 
tion in  the  frauds  of  his  brother.     I  shall 
now  account  for  the  transactions  from  the 


!  3rd  of  June  to  the  20th  of  June.  On  the 
3rd  of  that  month  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
made  the  following  among  other  observa- 
tions : — 

"  Although,  M  I  have  stated,  I  intend  to.  con- 
sider this  matter  attentiyely  before  girinff  my 
judgment,  still  there  is  one  question  which  f  con- 
sider it  to  be  a  duty  due  by  me  to  the  public  to 
pass  my  opinion  ou  at  present.  I  wish  to  expreiw 
my  unbounded  astonishment  that  the  Irish  Go- 
▼ernment  have  not  thought  fit  to  take  any  notice 
of  this  case.  It  is  of  the  last  importance  to  the 
interests  of  both  parties  that  they  should  do  so ; 
and  if  they  choose  to  remain  qoiesoent,  and  shrink 
irom  the  duty  that  devolves  upon  them,  of  placing 
this  case  before  the  prosecutors  for  the  Crown,  I 
think  that  they  will  be  guilty  of  a  gross  derelic- 
tion of  duty.  When  giving  judgment  I  purpose  to 
enter  into  the  faets  at  considerable  length,  and  I 
undertake  to  prove  that,  if  the  Government  deter- 
mine upon  continuing  to  be  quiescent,  they  can 
have  no  right  to  complain  if  the  public  charge 
them  with  connivance  at  conspiracy.  I  repeat 
that  the  Government  must  interfere.  They  may, 
perhaps,  pretend  ignorance  of  the  law  that  is  ap- 
plicable to.  this  case,  but  I  will  now  lay  it  down 
for  them  distinctly.' 
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That  statement  appeared  in  the  Dublin 
newRpspers  on  the  4th  of  June,  and  the 
House  will  observe  that  the  Af  aster  of  the 
Rolls  sajs  in  it  he  **  had  a  dutj  to  the  pub- 
lic "  to  perform,  which  coerced  him  to 
give  such  observations  to  the  world.  The 
learned  Judge,  let  me  observe,  owed  a 
duty  to  the  Crown,  and,  if  he  owed  a  duty 
also  to  the  public  that  duty  would  have 
been  best  performed  bj  putting  himself  in 
communication  either  with  myself  or  my 
learned  colleague  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  or,  if  there  was  any  cause  why  he 
was  offended  with  me,  he  might  have  com- 
municated with  the  responsible  ofiBcers 
who  took  charge  of  all  public  prosecutions. 
In  the  course  which  he  took,  however — in 
honestly  performing  the  duty  which  he 
supposed  was  incumbent  upon  him — the 
learned  Judge  did  that  which  must  have 
been  more  successful  than  any  other  he 
could  have  adopted  in  driving  the  criminal 
beyond  the  reach  of  the  law.  He  says  I 
was  at  last  roused  from  my  sleep,  and  sent/ 
a  telegraphic  message  to  ascertain  when 
he  (the  Master  of  the  Rolls)  would  deliver 
judgment  ;  and  then,  on  receiving  an  an- 
swer, I  fell  asleep  again.  Now,  Sir,  no- 
thing can  be  more  unjust  or  unfounded  than 
this,  and  my  only  excuse  for  the  learned 
Judge  isy  that  I  believe  he  must  have  been 
misled  by  a  gross  misrepresentation  of  the' 
facts.  I  saw  the  judgment  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  accidentally  on  the  6th  of  June, 
when  a  copy  of  the  Freeman^s  Journal 
reached   my  hands.      On   receiving   that 
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post  on  (be  6tli  of  June.  The  Uoom  will 
observe  that  this  wm  the  oolj  step  I  eoold 
take,  and  that  it  was  taken  within  half  an 
hoar  of  the  time  I  first  read  the  obserta- 
ttons  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls.  In  the 
office  I  hold  I  have  grave  and  important 
duties  to  perform,  duties  enough  to  ooenpy 
mj  whole  time  even  if  I  had  no  Parlia* 
mentary  duty  to  discharge,  and  in  this 
matter  I  could  only  act  through  my  sober* 
dinates.  Accordingly,  in  plain,  specific, 
unambiguous  language,  I  gave  my  direc- 
tions to  the  Crown  Solicitor,  and  that  gen- 
tleman followed  out  with  diligence  the  di- 
rections he  had  received,  I  received  from 
the  Crown  Solicitor  a  letter  dated  the  7th 
of  June,  from  which  I  extract  the  follow- 
ing!— 

«  45,  Kildare  Siraet,  Dublin,  Jane  7. 
**  My  dear  Sir — I  reoeived  your  latter  this  mom- 
ing  with  an  extract  from  the  Freeman*s  Journal^ 
of  Wednesday  last,  containing  a  report  of  obser^ 
Tattons  said  to  be  used  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
ill  reference  to  the  affairs  of  the  bank.    The  ex- 
pressions are  very  strong  indeed,  and  have  been  a 
good  deal  commented  on  here.     I  intimated  to 
"M/<G^'sii^r"l^w  JMt  i^^i^TcJpyof  yoo  by  telegraph  yesterday,  that  hi.  llonour  will 
the  Frtemaa-M  Journal  of  Wedn«day.  aad  hare  I  <>«'"'."  Ju-lgment  m  the  case  m  the  course  of  the 
cut  from  it  a  report  of  some  observations  of  the  !  V^'S  "«k-    That  no  day  had  been  definitely 
Master  of  the  feolls.  represented  to  have  been  I  ?"«••  "j."*  "^  ^  ""^  P~  intimatioa  a  day  or 


paper  I  cut  out  the  statement  said  to  have 
been  made  by  the  learned  Judge,  and 
wrote  to  the  Crown  Solicitor  the  letter 
which  I  now  hold  in  my  hand.  Let  me 
state  for  the  information  of  the  House, 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has 
under  him  certain  officers  called  Crown 
Solicitors,  whose  duty  it  is  to  conduct 
criminal  prosecutions.  The  gentleman  at 
present  holding  the  office  in  Dublin  is  Mr. 
William  Kemmis,  of  whom  I  am  bound  to 
speak  with  the  greatest  respect,  and  who 
discharges  his  duties  with  untiring  dili- 
gence and  trustworthiness.  There  can  be 
no  concealment  of  anything  here,  for  Mr. 
Kemmis  is  a  gentleman  who  never  allows 
political  feeling  to  interfere  with  his  duty, 
and  I  may  add,  that  his  political  views  are 
not  at  all  in  accordance  with  those  held  by 
me.  On  the  6th  of  June,  then,  I  wrote 
to  him  this  letter,  and  I  consider  it  so  very 
important  to  my  case,  that  I  ninst  intrude 
on  the  time  of  the  House  by  reading  it. 

"  Irish  Office.  Whitehall.  June  6,  1856. 
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made  in  the  coarse  of  the  discussion  of  the  appeal 
in  this  case.    I  annex  the  extract  to  this  letter. 

"  At  the  present  moment  I  am  entirely  unin- 
formed as  to  the  facts  on  which  his  Lordship's  ob- 
servations are  based;  but  I  assume  tliat  he  would 
not  have  giren  utterance  to  opinions  so  strong,  if 
the  evidence  before  him  did  not  make  it  a  duty 
to  do  so. 

*'  The  ordinary  coarse  for  a  Judge  to  pursue 
under  such  circumstances  is,  to  make  an  order 


two  before. 

**  I  have  only  to  add,  in  conclusion,  that  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  give  my  best  attention  and  co- 
operation to  such  directions  as  I  may  receive  from 
yoa  on  this  subject." 

Accordingly,  the  Crown  Solicitor  put  him- 
self in  communication  with  all  the  persons 
concerned,  including  Mr.  MacdonalU  the 
official  manager  ;  Mr.  Meldon,  his  very  in- 


Attorney  General  for  his  direction,  and  probably  Eng"sh  shareholders,  requestmg  that  they 
when  the  learned  Judge  comes  to  deliver  judg- '  would  furnish  him  with  all  the  informatiun 
ment  he  will  adopt  that  course.  |  that  was  in  their  power.     It  is  quite  clear 

♦,,  ".^^  \''^*^'  however,  of  such  imporUnce,  I  wish    ^y^^^  j  ^^^^  „^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  judgment  of  the. 
that  m  the  meantime  you  should  take  some  preli-  '  »,     ^         .?  ^i      t>  n         t   i:   j   *  _^    • 

Master  ot  the  Rolls.     I  had  to  ascertain 


you  snouia  tane  some  preli 
minary  steps,  so  as  to  be  in  a  position  to  act  with 
promptitude  and  decision. 

**  1  have  already  telegraphed  to  you  to  ascer- 
tain when  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  is  to  deliver 
judgment  on  the  appeal — ^my  present  intention 
being  to  be  represented  by  counsel  on  that  oc- 
casion— and  I  desire  also  that  you  should  put 
yourself  in  communication  with  the  official  man- 


that  a  crime  had  been  committed  before  I 
could  be  justiBed  in  putting  forth  the  arm 
of  the  law  against  a  delinquent.  Having; 
stated  in  the  letter  which  I  addressed  tu 
the  Crown  Solicitor,  that  I  was  prepared 
to  proceed  to  Dublin,  I  accordingly  took 


Ager  and  his  solicitor,  and  with  the  solicitor  for  j  advantage  of  there  being  no  pressing  hu^ 
the  appellants,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  |  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  f^^  Wednesday,  the  12th 

thev  can  place  at  your  disposal  any  materials  toi-j  jir^        Ai.iwi_fT  r 

guide  my  judgment  as  to  thTfature  course  to  be   of  June,  and  left  on  the  1 1th  of  June  for 
pursued.  I  Dublin,  m  order  that  I  might  hear  the 


I  shall  be  ready  to  proceed  to  Dublin  myself 
if  necessary.  Believe  me,  dK}., 

J.  D.  FlTZOXBAU). 

"The  Crown  Solicitor,  Ac. 


tf 


That  letter  was  written  on  the  moment 
after  I  had  seen  the  observations  of  the 


Master  of  the  Rolls'  judgment.  I  arrived 
in  Dublin  on  the  12th  of  June,  and  on  that 
day  found  that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  had 
postponed  his  judgment  till  the  following 
week.  Now,  Sir,  what  did  I  do  oa  my 
arrival  in  Dublin  ?   I  sent  for  the  Crown 


Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  sent  by  the  late  i  Solicitor,  aad  asked  him  whether  he  had 
The  Attorney  Oeneral/or  Ireland 
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been  Me  to  get  anj   information*     lie 
told  me  that  he  had  not ;  that  he  had  re- 
ceired  a  letter  from  Mr.  Meldon,  the  aoU- 
eitor  to  the  official  manager,  requesting 
him  to  wait  on  til  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
had    delivered    bis    judgment,   when    he 
wonld  put  all  the  documents  into  his  pos- 
session.     I  then  asked  him  whether  he  had 
not  been  able  to  get  any  witness  to  make 
a  preliminary  information  ?      He  replied 
that  he  had   not.     Being  obliged  myself 
to  return  forthwith  to  London,  and  know, 
ing  that  my  learned  colleague  the  Solicitor 
General  had  a  great  deal  of  business  to 
attend  to,  and  that  perhaps  he  had  not  as 
much  experience  of  the  administration  of 
the  criminal  law  as  some  other  legal  Gen- 
tlemen have  had,  I  thought  it  advisable  to 
hold  a  conference  with  him  on  the  same 
day,  in  order  that  he  might  be  put  in  pos- 
session of  the  facts,  and,  being  on  the  spot, 
might  be  able  to  give  directions.     1  have 
the  most  entire  confidence  in  the  learning; 
skill,  and  judgment  of  my   learned  col- 
league  the  Solicitor  General,  and  I   be- 
lieve no  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was 
ever  more  fortunate  in  his  colleague  than  I 
have  been.     He  was  selected,  not  for  his 
political  opinions,  but  solely  for  his  merit 
— I  say  emphatically  solely  for  his  merit — 
and  I  am  happy,  indeed,  in  the  possession 
of  such  a  colleague.     I  thought  it  desir- 
able to  have  a  cunfercnce  with  him,  and 
I  knew  it  would  be  agreeable  to  him,  as  I 
could  not  myself  act  with  him  on  the  spot, 
that  in  the  difficult  and  complicated  case 
which  might  arise  ho  should  have  some  as- 
sistance.    Well,  Sir,  whom  did  I  select  for 
his  assistant  ?     The  ablest  man,  I  believe, 
for  such  a  case  that  the  Bar  of  Ireland 
could  furnish.  I  selected  a grntleman  whom 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  oppo- 
site  (Mr.   Napier)  alluded    to  the  other 
evening   as  his   highly-valued   friend  —  I 
mean  Mr.  Brewster.     I  speak  of  that  very 
learned  gentleman  with  the  utmost   con- 
fidenee,  and  I  believe  at  the  Irish  bar  he 
stands  pre-eminently  in  the  first  position, 
both  as  regards  his  practice  and  his  experi- 
ence. Well,  Sir.  I  put  myself  in  communica- 
tion with  Mr.  Brewster,  and  solicited  him  to 
assist  the  Solicitor  General  in  this  case. 
'We  held  a  conference  on  the  day  in  ques- 
tion ;  I  unfolded  my  views,  and,  according 
to  a  minute  of  the   conference   which  I 
hft ve  before  me,  the  result  which  we — that 
is     to   say,    the    Solicitor   General,   Mr. 
Brewster,  and  myself — came  to  was,  that, 
hawing  no  materials  upon  which  to  form  an 
<ypinion  as  to  whether  or  not  there  was  any 


evidence  to  maintain  a  criminal  prosecution, 
wo  ct>uld  take  no  further  steps  until  after 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  had  given  his  judg« 
ment.  That  was  on  the  l2th  of  June  ; 
the  judgment  was  expected  early  in  the 
next  week.  At  that  time  no  party  had 
been  named,  though  James  Sadleir  was 
known  to  be  the  individual  implicated  ; 
but,  under  the  circumstances,  having  no 
documentary  or  other  evidence  upon  which 
to  found  ourselves,  we  deemed  it  expedient 
not  to  attempt  to  make  any  person  amen- 
able under  the  criminal  law  until  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  had  delivered  his  judg- 
ment. I  set  out  on  mv  return  to  London 
the  same  day,  leaving  full  and  explicit 
directions  behind  me,  leaving  the  case  in 
the  hands  of  my  learned  colleague  the 
Solicitor  General  and  of  my  junior  counsel, 
together  with  the  right  to  call  in  the 
assistance  of  Mr.  Brewster  whenever  ne- 
cessary. I  ask  any  Gentleman  who  hears 
me  to  say  whether  I  omitted  any  step 
which  the  most  prudent  and  most  active 
officer  could  have  taken  ?  But  I  have  not 
told  the  House  all.  I  directed  that,  in 
order  that  we  might  be  put  in  a  position 
to  form  a  judgment  in  this  difficult  and 
complicated  case,  a  renewed  application 
{ should  be  made  to  Mr.  Meldon,  the  Soli- 
citor to  the  official  manager  of  the  Tippe- 
rary  Bank,  for  all  the  information  in  his 
power.  That  was  done,  and  I  hold  in  my 
hand  the  letter  which  Mr.  Meldon  address- 
ed to  Mr.  Kemmis,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  on 
the  14th  of  June,  in  reply  to  that  renew- 
ed  application.  It  is  to  the  following 
effect : — 

"Chambers,  14,  Upper  Ormond-qnay,  Dublin^ 
"  Saturday,  June  14, 1866. 

"  Ro  Tipperary  Bank. 

*'  Dear  Sir,— There  ar«  150  afSdavits  in  this 
case,  and  it  would  be  a  most  laborious  under- 
taking to  wade  through  them  all.  The  Master  of 
the  Rolls  will  give  judgment  on  Wednesday,  and 
you  will  then  be  able  to  select  those  you  require; 
I  would  therefore  suggest  the  prudence  of  your 
waiting  until  then.  Besides,  the  briefs  are  with 
counsel,  and  I  could  not  with  convenience  giro  yoik 
the  copy  sooner.  Tours  truly, 

"  W.  Kemmis,  Esq."  J.  D.  Mkldok. 

That  letter  is  dated  the  1 4th  of  June,  and 
yet  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  makes  it  a 
charge  against  me  that  having  been 
roused  from  my  sleep  on  the  3rd"bf  June, 
I  did  nothing  until  he  had  delivered  his 
judgment  on  the  20th.  If  I  did  nothing 
it  wos  because  there  was  no  information 
aTailable.  because  I  could  not  obtain  posses- 
sion of  the  documents,  because  on  two  oc-^ 
eaaions  Mr.  Meldon,  the  solicitor  to  the 
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official  mftnnger,  told  as  to  «rait  an  til  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  had  delivered  his  judg- 
ment, when  we  eould  obtain  a  knowledge 
of  all  the  facts.  Bat  the  House  will  per- 
ceive that  it  is  not  correct  to  say  that  I 
took  no  steps  between  the  3rd  of  June  and 
the  20th.  In  addition  to  what  I  hare 
already  told  the  House,  I  have  to  state 
that,  in  consequence  of  an  application  to 
another  gentleman,  a  brief  of  the  affidavits 
was  prepared  on  the  15th  of  June,  and 
was  with  me  in  London  shortly  afterwards. 
It  was  not  a  pleasant  duty  to  perform,  but 
I  read  the  whole  of  the  150  affidavits — I 
waded  through  every  ono  of  them.  More- 
over, Mr.  Kemmis  having  got  a  copy  of 
the  remarkable  letter  from  John  Sadloir  to 
his  brother,  James  Sadleir,  which  was  dis- 
covered somehow  or  other  on  the  15th  of 
June,  sent  it  to  me  in  London.  I  received 
it  on  the  16th,  and  tho  moment  I  read  it  I 
saw  it  was  a  very  important  document,  and 
might  probably  be  made  the  ground  of  a 
proceeding  against  James  Sadleir.  Still 
nothing  effectual  coald  be  done  antil  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  had  delivered  his  judg- 
ment, because  until  then  Mr.  Meldon 
would  not  give  the  Grown  Solicitor  the  do- 
cuments ;  and  though  the  letter  of  John 
Sadleir  mii;ht  form  the  foundation  of 
any  proceeding  that  might  be  ultimately 
adopted,  yet  by  itself  it  was  worth 
nothing,  being  merely  evidence  of  a  pre- 
vious agreement  between  the  two  brothers 
for  the  accomplishment  of  a  fraudulent 
purpose.  On  the  same  day — the  16th  of 
June — I  wrote  to  the  Grown  Solicitor  to 
the  above  effect,  and  in  tbat  letter,  after 
some  directions  with  which  I  need  not 
trouble  the  House,  I  said,  *'  I  shall  be 
ready  to  proceed  to  Dublin  when  required, 
and  in  the  meantime  would  desire  to  be 
kept  fully  informed  of  the  proceedings." 
I  could  only  act  through  my  subordinates ; 
I  was  obliged  to  leave  the  case  in  their 
bauds,  always  subject,  of  course,  to  my  di- 
rections, requesting  them  at  the  same  time 
to  keep  me  fully  apprised  of  their  pro- 
ceedings. Having  thus  accounted  for  the 
interval  between  the  3rd  of  June  and  the 
20th,  I  proceed  to  state  that  on  the  21st 
I  was  informed  of  the  judgment  given  by 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  on  the  preced- 
ing day,*tny  informant  being  Mr.  Thomas 
Kemmis,  Crown  Solicitor  on  the  Leinster 
circuit,  and  son  of  the  gentleman  to  whom 
I  have  so  frequently  referred.  Mr.  Thomas 
Kemmis  is  a  gentlcmnn  of  whom  I  would 
desire  to  speak  with  the  greatest  respect. 
He  was  appointed  by  the  right  hon.  and 

The  AUorney  General  for  Ireland 


learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Napier), 
and  one  of  my  first  acts  in  this  House  was 
to  bring  under  its  notice  the  cireomstancea 
connected  with  his  appointmenti  which  I 
believe  I  ventured  to  designate  as  a  "job." 
On  that  occasion y  however,  I  took  care  not 
to  disparage  the  character  of  Mr.  Kemmis, 
and  I  am  bound  to  aay  that  I  have  never 
met  with  a  more  active,  intelligent,  or  effi- 
cient public  servant.  During  the  progress 
of  this  case  I  have  received  from  him  the 
most  valuable  assistance,  although  it  was 
not  in  the  line  of  his  duty.  On  the  21»t, 
as  I  have  said,  I  received  a  letter  from 
him  containing  his  description  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  delivered 
on  the  previous  day,  and  stating  that  he 
had  sent  me  a  copy  of  the  Evening  Mail 
containing  the  judgment  in  full.  The 
Evening  Mail  did  not  arrive,  but  without 
waiting  until  it  reached  ine,  I  despatched 
a  letter  to  Mr.  Kemmis.  by  the  earliest 
post,  containing  the  following  instruc- 
tions :— 

-  Irish  Offloe,'WliitehAll,  June  21,  (3*80). 
'*  Tipperjiry  Joint-stock  Baok. 

"  I  have  just  received  yours  of  yesterday,  but 
the  copy  of  the  Mail  containing  report  of  judg- 
ment has  not  arrived. 

"  I  entirely  approve  of  the  course  pursued  by 
Mr.  Donohoe,  and  of  your  having  a  conference 
with  Mr.  Solicitor  and  Mr  Brewster. 

"  With  my  imperfect  knowledge  of  the  case,  it 
would  be  dangerous  if  I  wore  to  attempt  from 
this  place  to  direct  proceedings  ;  you  had  better, 
therefore,  receive  your  immediate  directions  from 
Mr.  Solicitor,  but  keep  me  as  fiu*  as  poaaibis 
apprised  of  all  steps  to  be  taken. 

**  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  case  on  wliicli 
Mr.  James  Sadleir  may  and  ought  to  be  prose* 
cutcd  for  a  conspiracy,  and  that  it  is  of  that  m^g- 
nitude  and  serious  character  a«  to  render  it 
expedient  that  the  prosecution  should  be  at  the 
instance  of  the  Crown,  and  under  the  direction  of 
the  Attorney  General 

"  The  question  of  venue  is,  then,  to  be  con- 
sidered ;  as  yet  I  see  no  evidence  of  an  overt  act, 
in  pursuance  of  the  conspiracy  committed  else^ 
where  in  Ireland,  than  in  the  South  Biding  ol 
the  county  of  Tipperary. 

"  If  the  trial  is  to  take  place  there,  can  you  ho 
ready  in  lime  for  approaching  assizes  at  Clonmel  f 
For  many  reasons  it  would  he  desirable  that  thii 
case  should  be  brought  to  a  speedy  issue,  and  not 
dcferrad  until  the  Spring  Assises  of  1867." 

Now,  Sir,  I  am  accused  of  endeavouring  to 
evade  mj  duty.  Here  is  mj  answer  to 
that  charge  ;  here  are  the  directions  which 
I  gave  at  the  time  under  the  full  idea  th&t 
James  Sadleir  was  still  amenable ;  omi. 
among  other  reasons,  with  the  view  of  pro- 
viding this  House,  in  considering  the  ex- 
pediency  of  his  expulsion  (which  would 
have  followed  as  a  matter  of  course  npon 
his  conviction),  with  the  legal  and  coostitu- 
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tioDftl  menns  of  aoiing  as  in  its  wisdom  it 
might  -seem  fit.     Tbe  Douse  will  observe 
that  I  say  in  my  letter,  **  It  would  be  dan- 
gerous if  I  were  to  attempt  from  this  place 
to  direct  proceedings ;    you   had   better, 
therefore,  receive  your  immediate  direc- 
tions from  Mr.  Solicitor."     Mr.  Eemmis 
had  also  the  assistance  of  my  junior  coun- 
sel, whose  talents  and  skill  are  well  known 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and 
*re,  indeed,  beyond  dispute.     That  letter 
of  mine  arrired  in  Dublin  on  the  22od  of 
June,  and  on  tbe  previous  day  the  Soli- 
citor General,  Mr.  Brewster,  and  the  junior 
counsel,  had  held  a  consultation.     Now, 
whatever  may  be  my  defects,  no  one,  I  am 
sure,  will  accuse  my  respected  colleague, 
or  Mr.  Brewster,  of  any  complicity  in  this 
transaction  —  their  characters  stand  too 
high,  and  the  latter  certainly  is  not  a  sym- 
pathiser with    the    present   Government. 
Well,  those  learned  Gentlemen  met  upon 
the  2lst  of  June,  they  had  before  them  a 
brief  of  all  the  affidavits,  and  they  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  James  Sadleir  had, 
indeed,  committed  a  crime,  but  that  it  was 
a  crime  of  a  peculiar  character — that  is  to 
say,  that  he  was  chargeable,  not  with  his 
brother's  misdeeds  of  forgery,  or  perjury, 
or  fraud,  but  that  ho   had  agreed  with 
his  brother  to  pass  off  certain  shares  of 
the   Tipperary   Bank  to  English    share- 
holders by  means  of  false  representations 
as  to  the  state  of  the  accounts,  by  pub- 
lishing a  false  balance  sheet,  and  what 
I  may  term  fabricated  and  chimerical  ac- 
counts.    The   charge  against  him,  then, 
waa    not   one    of  felony   but  of   conspi- 
racy, which  is  a  misdemeanor,  the  person 
guilty  of  it  being  liable  to  imprisonment 
for  two  years.      James   Sadleir   was  not 
chargeable  with  the  frauds  of  his  brother 
John,  except  with  relation  to  the  Tipperary 
Bank ;  and  in  that  case  the  crime  went 
only  to  the  extent  of  conspiracy,  for  having 
**  agreed  "  with  his  brother  ;   because,  I 
regret  to  say,  that  the  publication  of  false 
accounts  is  no  crime  cognisable   by  the 
law.     Those  learned  gentlemen  then  came 
to  the  conclusion  that,  though  an  offence 
had   been  committed,  it  was  not  one  in 
which  the  Crown  ought  to  prosecute.     In  | 
the  meantime,  however,  my  letter  of  the 
^Ist,  stating  a  different  opinion,  was  on  its 
way  to  Dublin.     It  arrived  on  Sunday,  the 
22nd,  and,  in  consequence  of  it,  Mr.  Kem- 
mis  called  upon  those  gentlemen  to  meet 
ag^ain.     They  did  meet  again,  upon  Mon- 
day, the  23rd  ;  they  reconsidered  the  case, 


and  I  have  now  in  my  hand  the  minute  of 
their  conference,  which  contains  matter  of 
such  importance  that  I  must  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  while  I  read  it. 

"The  Solicitor  General,  Mr. Brewster,  Q.C., 
and  Mr.  Donohoe  (with  Mr.  T.  Kemmis,  Crown 
Solicitor,  in  attendance),  having  met  in  consulta- 
tion, are  of  opinion  that  though  the  fiusts  statod 
by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  in  bis  judgment  ^  In 
re  Ginger,*  would,  if  satisfiictorily  proved,  esta^ 
blish  a  primA  facie  case,  upon  which  a  prosecu- 
tion for  conspiracy  could  be  sustained  against 
James  Sadleir,  yet  are  further  of  opinion  that  the 
case  is  not  one  to  call  for  the  interposition  of  the 
public  prosecutor. 

"  Viewing  the  question  as  a  legal  one,  it  ap- 
pears more  than  doubtful  whether  such  a  prose- 
cution would  be  successful ;  it  could  not  be  sus- 
tained without  the  evidence  of  persons  referred 
to  in  the  judgment  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
who  themselves  participate  in  the  criminal  acts 
enumerated,  and  who  would  therefore  be  at  li- 
berty to  withhold  their  evidence  on  tbe  ground 
that  it  might  criminate  themseWes,  an  objection 
of  which  it  is  probable  that  they  would  avail 
themselves.  It  would  also  appear  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  information  upon  which  the 
charges  of  fraud  and  conspiracy  are  founded  was 
obtained  fi'om  the  persons  implicated,  including 
James  Sadleir,  and  that  they  made  those  disclo- 
sures before  a  Master  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
in  aid  of  the  winding-up  proceedings,  without 
receiving  any  caution,  and  probably  upon  a  rea- 
sonable expectation  that  statements  made  under 
such  circumstances  would  not  be  used  for  the 
purposes  of  a  criminal  prosecution.  It  has  not, 
heretofore,  been  the  practice  in  Ireland  for  the 
public  prosecutor  to  institute  prosecutions  against 
persons  accused  of  frauds  on  individuals ;  such 
cases  have  been  left  to  the  parties  aggrieved ;  and 
though  from  the  extent  and  magnitude  of  the 
frauds  imputed,  this  case  might  at  first  sight 
appear  to  be  an  exceptional  one,  yet  as  none  of 
the  persons  defrauded  have  come  forward  to  pre- 
fer'any  accusation,  it  seems  inexpedient  to  depart 
from  the  general  rule.  The  fact  that  no  one  has 
sworn  informations,  or  taken  any  step  to  institute 
a  criminal  prosecution,  affords  a  strong  presump- 
tion that  those  who  are  most  interested  in  the 
matter  consider  it  would  not  be  prudent  to  take 
such  a  course  ;  and  though,  in  the  admini:itration 
of  criminal  justice,  the  public  prosecutor's  duty 
is  to  act  without  reference  or  regard  to  the 
wishes  or  feelings  of  individuals,  yet  this  is  only 
within  his  proper  sphere  of  action,  and  ought  not 
to  be  extended  to  cases  like  this,  where  the  crime 
imputed  is  not  in  the  proper  sense  one  against 
the  public,  but  a  fraud  on  mdividuals.  It  is  not 
to  be  overlooked  that  all  those  who  participated 
in  the  frauds  charged  are  now  assisting  the  official 
manager  in  his  endeavours  to  wind  up  the  con* 
cem,  and  realise  something  for  the  creditors ;  and 
it  is  not  impossible  that  a  criminal  prosecution 
would  seriously  affect  his  proceedings,  and  tend 
to  inflict  a  further  pecuniaxy  loss  upon  the  credi- 
tors and  other  sufferers  by  the  bank. 

"  Under  these  circumstances,  and  especially 
considering  the  limits  within  which  the  publio 
prosecutor  in  Ireland  has  hitherto  acted  in  in- 
stituting  criminal    prosecutions  at  the   public 
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expMite,  tliifl  ease  does  not  call  for  hia  interposi- 
tion. 

(Signed)  "  J.  Cbbistiaii, 

'*  A.  Bbbwbtbb, 
«  June  2drd."  "  Thomas  Dobohox. 

That  document  was  forwarded  to  me  on 
the  same  day,  and  it  reached  me  on  the 
24th  of  June.     Having  carefully  perused 
it,  I  am  hound  to  say,  that  not  alone  is 
there  great  weight  in  the  reasons  which 
are  giv^n   for  the  concluaions  at  wliich 
those  three  very  learned  gentlemen  arrived, 
hut  I  may  add,  that   in   this  country,  a 
Grown  prosecution,  under  similar  circum- 
stances, would  never  have   heen  thought 
of.     In  proof  of  this  I  may  refer  to  tho 
recent  case  of  Strahan,  Paul,  and  Bates, 
in  wliich  not  the  Crown  hut  the  injured 
individual  prosecuted;   and  to  the  much 
older  case  of  Lord  Cochrane — which  was 
a  charge  of  a  very  grave  description,  al- 
though   circumstances    have    since    heen 
brought  to  light  tending  considerably  to 
relieve  the  character  of  his  Lordship— in 
which  the  prosecution  was  instituted  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Stock  Exchange.     Well. 
as  I  have  previously  said,  that  document 
reached  me  on  the  24th  of  June.     I  read 
it  carefully,  and  I  did  not  agree  in  the 
opinion   at  which   those  learned   persons 
arrived.     I  thought  that  there  were  rea- 
sons which  had  been  overlooked,  and  that, 
having  regard   to  the  magnitude  of  the 
case,  to  its  complication,  and  to  the  shock 
that  had  been  given  to  public  credit  by  it, 
it  was  a  case  in  which  the  Crown  ought 
to  prosecute,  and  I  did  not  hesitate,  there- 
fore, on  my  own  responsibility,  to  overrule 
that  opinion.     Having,  then,  on  the  24th 
of  June  considered  the  case  with  great  care 
and  labour,  and  having  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion which  I  have  stated,  I  communicated 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  who  agreed  with  me  in  opinion. 
I  did  more.     I  waited  on  my  right  hon. 
Friend   the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home   Department ;    I  stated   what  my 
iviews  were,  and  I  added  that  I  was  pre- 
pared to  act  on  my  own  responsibilty  ;  but 
I  said  that  as  I  was  overruling  the  opinion 
of  two  such  high  authorities  as  Mr.  Brews- 
ter and  the  Solicitor  General,  it  was  only 
fair  to  them  that  I  should  have  a  confer- 
ence with  the  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land.    I  cdled  on  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  for  that  purpose,  but  the  26th  of 
June  was  the  first  day  on  which  my  hon. 
4ind  learned  Friend  could  meet  me.     We 
met  in  conference  and  considered  the  case. 

The  Attormtf  General  far  Ireland 


I  eiplained  my  views  fnlly  to  him,  and  he 
agreed  with  me.  He  said,  **  You  are  right. 
You  have  taken  the  trnoviewof  the  case," 
and  by  post  the  same  day  I  communicated 
to  the  Crown  Solicitor,  laying  my  mandate 
on  him  that  there  should  be  a  Crown  pro- 
secution. I  stated  at  the  commencement 
of  my  observations  that  nothing  in  this 
case  should  rest  upon  my  recollection  only, 
and  I  have  now  before  me  a  copy  of  my 
letter  to  the  Crown  Solicitor,  written  on 
the  27th  of  June,  a  portion  of  which  I  will 
read.    It  is  as  follows — 

"  Tipperary  Joint-Stock  Bank  Winding-up. 
"  Irish  Office,  Whitehall,  Juno  27, 1858. 

"  I  thought  it  expedient  to  have  a  consulta- 
tion with  the  Attorney  General  for  England  in 
relation  to  the  course  to  be  puraned  by  the 
Crown  in  thia  case.  Sir  Alexander  Cockborn, 
Mr.  Donohoe,  and  I  met  yesterday,  and  on  a  fall 
consideration  of  all  the  circumstances  brought 
under  our  notice  by  Mr.  Donohoe,  and  reading 
the  report  of  the  judgment  of  the  Master  of  th« 
Rolls,  and  the  minutes  of  consultation  held  in 
Dublin  on  Saturday  and  Monday  last,  we  rame  to 
the  conclusion  that  Mr.  James  Sadie ir  ought  to 
be  prosecuted  for  conspiracy,  and  that  such  pro- 
secution should  be  instituted  and  conducted  by 
the  public  prosecutor,  that  is,  by  the  Attoniey 
General.  You  must,  therefore,  at  once  proceed 
to  make  the  requisite  inquiries,  and  take  the  ne* 
cessary  steps  to  have  Mr.  James  Sadleir  amenable. 
The  principal  informant  for  that  purpose  should 
he  Mr.  William  K^y,  late  manager  of  the  Tippe- 
rary Bank. 

"  I  enclose  a  memorandum  from  Mr.  Douohoe, 
giving  a  sketch  of  the  heads  to  which  Mr.  Kelly's 
information  should  be  directed. 

**  I  think  that  it  would  be  practicable  to  obtain 
a  warrant  against  Mr.  Sadleir,  on  the  information 
of  Mr.  Kelly  alone. 

"  I  write  now  in  haste. — ^Yours  faithfully, 

•'  J.  D.  FixsoKaiiJ*. 

«•  The  Crown  Solicitor." 

On  the  28tb  of  June  that  letter  was  in  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Kemmis  ;  hut  I  have  de- 
scribed Mr.  Kemmis  to  jou  as  an  actire 
officer — did  he  do  nothing  in  the  interral ! 
[The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
having  read  a  journal  of  Mr.  Kemmiss 
procceedings,  which  hare  been  already  de- 
tailed in  the  course  of  his  speech,  conUnoed] 
— It  was  not  until  the  morning  of  the 
4th  of  July  that  Kelly  was  induced — and 
then  it  was  effected  by  what  I  may  call  a 
sort  of  stratagem — to  swear  tho  first  in- 
formation. If  there  was  delay  I  do  not 
want  to  fix  the  responsibilty  on  any  one. 
My  object  is  simply  to  clear  myself.  My 
final  directions  were  given  on  the  27tii  of 
June,  but  it  was  not  until  the  4th  of  July 
that  any  information  of  any  kind  could  be 
procured.     On  the  morning  of  that  day  a 
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warrant  was  issued  against  James  Sadleir, 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  consta- 
bulary of  the  county  where  Mr.  Sadleir 
was  supposed  to  he,  and  a  duplicate  war- 
rant was  sent  to  this  country.  I  myself 
was  not  idle  in  the  mean  time.  Mr.  Tho- 
mas Kemmis  happened  to  come  to  London 
to  see  a  son  of  his,  who  is  at  school  here. 
I  accidentally  heard  of  it,  and  detained 
him  here.  By  my  directions  he  put  him- 
self into  communication  with  the  Eng- 
lish shareholders.  He  spent  ten  days 
here  engaged  in  the  case,  and  he  got  it 
in  such  a  position  that,  if  James  Sadleir 
were  amenable  to  justice,  he  might  be 
brought  to  trial  at  the  next  Tipperary  As- 
sizes ;  and  he  will  be  enabled  to  present  a 
bill  before  the  grand  jury  on  Friday  next, 
and  to  get  it  passed  in  order  to  lay  the 
foundation  for  any  future  proceedings.  He 
also  put  himself  in  communication  with 
the  detective  police  here,  and  a  warrant 
was  placed  in  their  hands  for  the  arrest  of 
James  Sadleir.  Can  any  one  say,  there- 
fore, for  one  moment  that  the  justification 
which  I  have  made,  based  entirely  on  do- 
cuments, is  not  full,  complete,  and  satis* 
factory?  But  there  is  more  than  this. 
The  bon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  6.  H. 
Moore)  asked  me  a  few  days  ago,  when 
James  Sadleir  ceased  to  be  amenable  to  jus- 
tice. I  told  him  I  did  not  know  whether  he 
had  ceased  to  be  amenable  or  not — at  that 
time  I  was  inclined  to  think  he  had  not — 
but  that  if  he  had  left  the  country  it  was 
not  since  the  17th  or  18th  of  June.  The 
reason  why  I  said  that  was  that  his  place 
of  residence  at  Bray  had  been  carefully 
watched  by  the  police  by  my  directions,  and 
the  report  sent  to  me  stated  that  he  was 
still  living  at  Quinn's  hotel,  at  Bray,  up 
to  the  17th  or  18th  of  June.  Subsequent 
information,  however,  shows  that  this  was 
a  mistake — ^that  his  wife  was  living  there, 
but  he  himself  was  not.  I  stated  also,  in 
answer  to  the  same  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
I  conld  not  exactly  tell  when  the  warrant 
was  issned,  but  it  was  on  or  before. the  4th 
of  July.  The  reason  of  my  uncertainty 
was  that,  having  telegraphed  to  Dublin 
for  a  warrant  to  be  sent  over  here,  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  police,  the  an- 
swer which  was  returned  did  not  state  the 
day  when  the  warrant  had  been  issued. 
When  Mr.  Kemmis  placed  himself  in  com- 
monieation  with  the  police,  they  asked, 
**  What  are  we  to  do  with  Mr.  Sadleir  if 
we  find  him  V*  '•  Arrest  him."  "  But 
we  have  no  warrant."  Communication 
was  then  made  to  me,  and  I  sent  a  tele- 


graphic message  to  Dublin.  The  answer 
I  got  was  **  Information  sworn,  warrant 
issued,  and  sent  down  to  Tipperary,"  but 
the  date  of  issuing  the  warrant  was  not 
given.  On  the  9th  of  July  I  was  not  able 
to  say  whether  James  Sadleir  had  left  the 
country  or  not,  but  very  shortly  after  some 
information  reached  me  on  the  subject. 
While  in  this  House  I  received  the  follow- 
ing telegraphic  message  from  the  Crown 
Solicitor  in  Dublin— 

**  Private. — If  reward  is  given  for  the  appre- 
benrion  of  J.  S.,  the  party  will  come  to  Dublin 
and  give  infonnation  of  his  whereabouts.  An- 
swer by  magnetic  telegraph." 

I  showed  that  message  to  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  and  to  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  with  their  approbation  I 
sent  the  following  answer — 

"  Go  to  Colonel  Larcom  at  once.  Offer  such 
reward  as  he  shall  approve  of.    Be  liberal." 

This,  as  is  often  the  case,  produced  no 
result ;  but  a  liberal  reward  was  offered  by 
the  Government,  who  are  now  charged  by 
a  Judge  from  the  bench  with  having  en- 
deavoured to  screen  this  i^entleman,  lest 
his  capture  should  lead  to  disclosures  which 
would  be  painful.  The  question  remains, 
is  James  Sadleir  amenable  or  not  ?  I 
shall  conceal  nothing  from  the  House  on 
this  point.  On  Friday  last  I  received  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman,  whose  name  I  am 
not  at  liberty  to  mention,  which,  in  con- 
nection with  another  document,  gives  a 
clue  to  the  quarter  where  information  can  be 
got.  I  shall  only  read  one  passage  from 
it— 

"  James  Sadleir  had  not  the  slightest  idea  that 
he  was  in  danger  until  he  read,  on  the  4th  of 
June,  the  remarks  made  by  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  on  the  3rd.  He  came  in  that  morning 
with  the  paper  in  his  pocket  from  Bray,  where 
he  was  residing ;  and  he  said,  *  I  must  now 
stand  my  ground  or  cut.' " 

I  said  on  Friday  night  that  the  inference 
which  I  drew  was,  not  that  James  Sadleir 
had  fled,  but  that  if  he  had  it  was  in  con- 
sequence of  the  language  of  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  because  I  think  there  never  was 
language  used  more  calculated  to  alarm 
a  criminal,  and  to  show  him  what  he  must 
do.  On  my  own  responsibility  I  undertake 
to  say  that  the  statement  made  in  the  pas- 
sage I  have  quoted  can  be  proved.  I  have 
got  a  clue,  not  from  the  witness,  and  I 
undertake  to  say  that  before  a  Committee 
of  this  House  a  gentleman  shall  be  pro- 
duced who  must  prove  this.  James  Sad- 
leir was  induced  to  remain  in  Ireland  four 
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days  after  the  4th  of  Juue,  and  for  what 
purpose  ?  He  remained  at  Kingstown  up 
to  the  8th  of  Juue,  and  his  last  act  before 
he  left  was  to  swear  an  affidavit  for  the 
official  manager  and  for  the  creditors  in 
answer  to  the  affidavits  of  the  English 
shareholders  charging  him  with  fraud,  and 
having  sworn  that  affidavit  he  stepped  on 
board  the  steamer,  and  I  am  not  able  to  tell 
what  has  since  become  of  him.  What 
often  happens  in  cases  of  this  sort  has 
happened  to  me.  A  gentleman,  finding 
that  I  was  unjustly  assailed,  and  knowing 
that  he  had  the  means  of  showing  it,  like 
a  man  of  honour,  wrote  this  letter  to  me, 
which  I  received  on  Friday  night  last,  just 
at  the  time  when  I  was  ineffectually  urg- 
ing the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  to  delay  this  discussion.  1  do  not 
say  that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  intended 
James  Sadleir  to  flee,  but  it  is  evident  that 
it  was  his  irregular  and  unwise  observations 
which  frightened  him,  and  which  showed 
him,  for  the  first  time,  that  he  was  in 
danger.  This  morning  I  received  a  letter 
from  a  firm  in  Lincoln's  Inn,  whom  I  do 
not  know  at  all,  but  who,  I  am  informed, 
are  of  the  highest  respectability. 

Mr.  MALINS  :  I  know  the  gentlemen, 
and  I  can  vouch  for  their  high  character 
and  standing  in  the  profession. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  :  In  that 
letter,  which  they  can  only  have  written 
to  me  from  a  sense  of  justice,  they  inform 
roe  that  the  affidavit  of  the  English  share- 
holders, imputing  fraud,  did  not  leave  Eng- 
land until  the  7th  or  8th  of  June;  and 
what  legal  evidence,  they  ask,  could  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  for  Ireland  have  before 
him  on  that  point  on  the  3rd  of  June  1  I 
have  now  gone  through  the  facts  of  this 
case.  I  have  been  obliged  to  trouble  the 
House  at  some  length,  but,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  I  was  placed,  I  was 
entitled,  I  conceive,  to  some  indulgence  at 
their  hands.  I  appeal  to  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  to  the  House 
generally,  with  the  utmost  confidence.  Can 
any  man  say,  after  the  statement  which 
I  have  made,  that  the  slightest  imputa- 
tion rests  upon  my  character?  I  can- 
not conceive  it  possible  that  the  Govern- 
ment, which  I  for  some  purposes  re- 
present, can  be  charged  with  the  base 
and  dishonourable  design  of  endeavouring 
to  screen  a  criminal  from  justice.  I 
can  only  pledge  my  honour,  as  a  Gentle- 
man |iud  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  that 
I  know  of  no  circumstance  which  could 
induce  the  Government  to  screen  James 
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Sadleir  from  justice;  and  ten   thousand 
times  would  I  rather  vacate  my  office  than 
act  at  the  behest  of  any  Government  which 
could  dictate  such  a  course  to  me.     These 
charges  are  not  only  unfounded,  but  per- 
fectly untrue.     I  may  state,  aolely  for  my 
own  gratification,  that  although  I  sat  oa 
the  same  side  of  this  House  with  Mr.  James 
Sadleir  and  his  brother  John,  they  vere 
persons  with  whpm  I  had  no  connection, 
and  there  was  on  their  part,  as  many  hon. 
Members  are  aware,  not  the  moat  friendiv 
feeling  towards  myself.     I  have  now  done 
with  this  case;   but  there  is  one  matter 
to  which  I  feel  bound  briefly  to  advert.    1 
do  not  refer  to  it  as  intending  Uy  make  s 
charge  ag^ainst  the  Master  of  the  Rolls. 
I  regret  that  I  should  in  any  wa^  have 
been    brought    into    collision    with   that 
right  hon.   and   learned   Judge.     If  any 
incautious  expression  of  mine  has  led  to 
that    I    sincerely    regret   it,    because  it 
is  not  becoming  that  I,  standing  in  my 
position,   should    be  in    collision  with  a 
Judge.     But  I  put  it  to  the  House--did  I, 
when  assailed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  G.   H.   Moore),   and  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Napier),  upon  the  authority  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls — did  I  exceed  the  hounds  of 
the  freedom  of  speech  allowed  in  this  Houm 
when  I  said  that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls' 
observations  were  irregular,  and  suggested 
another  course  which  that  learned  Judge 
might  consistently  with  his  high  character, 
his  position,  and  his  duty,  have  pursued  ? 
I  apprehend  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
constitution  or  in  the  rules  of  this  House 
to  prevent  my  commenting  upon  the  con- 
duct of  a  Judge  if  I  should  think  fit.    1 
believe  that  it  is  one  of  the  privileges  of 
the  House  to  call  in  question  the  conduct 
of  a  Judge ;  but  I  did  not  do  so.     I  used 
in  a  most  temperate  and  moderate  manner 
the  freedom  of  speech  whioh  vas  due  to 
my  position  as  a  Member  of  this  Houso. 
I  used  expressions   which  ought  not  to 
have   excited    the  animadversion  of  the 
Master  of-<the  Rolls,  and   which  I  most 
believe  were  in  some  way  misrepresented 
to  him.     Bnt,  give  me  leave  to  express  mj 
regret,  my  sincere  regret  and   my  deep 
grief,  that  that  learned  Judge  should  have 
adopted  the  course  whioh  he  has  done. 
We  are  all  interested  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  dignity  of  Courts  of  Justice  and  of 
legal  proceedings.     For  what  are  we  all 
here?     For  what  do  Queen,  Lends,  and 
Commons,  exist, — for  what  have  we  armies 
and  navies,  but  to  secure  to  us  good  laws. 
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well  JMfauiaistored  by  good  Judges  ?     He 
who  brings  into  contempt  the  ndniinistra- 
(ion  of  justice, — who  in  any  way  tries  to 
cast  obloquy  upon  it,  inflicts  a  serious  in- 
jury upon  the   State.     1  do  assure  the 
House  tlmt  I  from  my  soul  lament  that 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  should  ha^e  been 
so  forgetful  of  the  dignity  of  bis  position, 
of  what  was  due  to  himself,  to  the  public, 
to  tbe  law  whieb  he  h|s  to   administer, 
and  to  justice,  which  be  represents,  as  to 
have  adopted  tbe  ui^emly  course  which 
he  pursued  on  Friday  last.     Still  more  do 
J  grioTe  and  lament  tliat  the  Bar  of  Ire- 
land, whose  privilege  it  was  by  their  pre- 
.  sence  to  restrain  the  Jinterfereuce  of  the 
Judge — no,  I  will  not  say  tbe  Bar  of  Ireland, 
bat  some  members  of  it — that  some  mem- 
bers of  that  Bar,  a  Bar  that  I  have  so 
moch  respected,  that  I  have  always  acted 
with  and  cherished,  and  the  privileges  of 
which  I  have,  as  far  as  I  could,  supported 
and  advanced  —  that  there    were    found 
some  members  of  that  Bar  who  polluted 
the  sacred    presence  of  justice  by  their 
ribald  cheers.    According   to  the  state- 
ment made,    '*  when  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  concluded,  tbe  audience  testified  their 
approbation  by  several  rounds  of  applause." 
Information    has  reached  me  that  some 
membera  of  the  Bar  joined  in  those  cheers. 
I  have  heard  it  with  grief,  I  bare  beard 
it  with  feelings  which  I  cannot  express, 
and  I  only  hope  that  tbe  statement  may 
prove  to  be  nnfounded.     I  have  now  done, 
and  I  indeed  owe  an  apology  to  the  House 
at  the  aame  time  that  I  thank  it  for  the 
indulgence  with  which  it  has  beard  me, 
and  for   its  kindness  in  allowing  me  to 
clear  avraj  any  imputation   which   there 
might  be   upon  my  conduct.     My  great 
anxiety  has  ever  been,  to  gain  tbe  good 
opinion    of   thia   House.     I  hope  I  have 
obtained  and  shall  ever  retain  that  good 
opinion;   but  I  have  an  apology  to  offer, 
and  it  is  to  express  my  sincere  regret  that 
any  ezprension  of  mine — if  it  were  indis- 
creet  I   am    sorry  for  it  —  should  have 
brought  about   this  unseemly  controversy, 
and  should  have  exposed  the  House  to  the 
infliction  of  this  long  explanation. 

Me.  NAPIER:  Sir,  there  is  only  one 
thing  in  regard  to  the  statement  of  tbe 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  of  which  I  have 
to  complain,  and  that  is,  that  having  such 
an  explanation  of  the  whole  course  of  his 
proceedings  in  this  case,  there  should  have 
been  any  attempt  on  his  part  to  force  upon 
me  tbe  responsibility  and  place  mo  in  tbe 
position  of  his  accuser.  I  became  con- 
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nected  with  tbe  cose  while  sitting  here, 
and  taking  no  part  in  the  proceedings.  I 
heard  a  question  asked,  and  an  answer 
given,  and,  according  to  my  interpretation 
of  that  answer,  I  the  next  day  communi- 
cated with  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ire- 
land, who  is,  as  I  have  already  stated,  my 
constituent  and  friend.  I  believe  that  I 
understood  the  answer  accurately.  I  sent 
it  truly,  and  I  at  the  same  time  referred 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  to  the  newspaper 
reports.  I  said  that  I  wanted  to  ascertain 
the  real  facts,  of  which  I  then  knew  no 
more  than  the  general  public.  On  the  fol- 
lowing Tuesday  I  got  an  answer  from  him, 
stating  that  the  facts  and  documents  to 
which  he  bad  adverted  were  included  in 
his  judgment ;  and  he  also  stated — 

"  It  is  new  to  me  that  it  is  any  part  of  the  duty 
of  a  Privy  Councillor  to  inibrm  the  Government  of 
fiiots  notorious  to  all  the  world.  Every  person  in 
Ireland  was,  I  believe,  aware  of  the  frauds  of  the 
Tipperary  Bank.  The  Attorney  General  and  the 
Irish  Government  had  equal  opportunities  of  in- 
vestigating the  fikots  which  I  had,  as  every  state- 
ment in  my  judgment  is  supported  by  some  one 
or  other  of  thes^davits,  accounts,  and  documents 
referred  to  in  my  order,  and  filed  or  deposited  in 
the  Master*8  ofiBoe,  or  in  the  hands  of  the  official 
manager." 

On  Wednesday,  when  I  gave  notice  of  my 
question,  Iswas  wholly  unaware  of.  any  in- 
tended charge  against  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral. I  myself  never  contemplated,  I  bad' 
no  statement  referring  to  any  such  charge, 
I  gave  my  notice  simply  with  regard  to 
tbe  question  of  the  oath  of  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor ;  and  it  was  not  until  Friday  morn- 
ing that  I  received  the  statement  which 
has  been  referred  to.  I  then  bad  no  au- 
thority to  use  it,  except  with  respect  to  tbe 
question  to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land of  which  I  had  g^ven  notice.  I  think 
that  bad  any  Member  of  tbe  Government 
asked  me,  early  enough  to  give  me  time 
for  consideration,  to  postpone  that  ques- 
tion, because  it  was  mixed  up  with  other 
matters,  I  should  roost  likely  have  com- 
plied with  tbe  request ;  but  the  appeal  was 
made  to  me  just  at  the  time  that  I  was 
called  upon  by  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  in 
the  burry  of  the  House  I  bad  no  alternative 
but  to  go  on.  Having  no  intention  of  ac- 
cusing the  Attorney  General,  having  kept 
myself  perfectly  free  from  that  part  of  the 
case,  I  put  tbe  question  of  which  I  had 
given  notice,  and  I  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
whether  in  tbe  statement  with  which  I  in- 
troduced it  I  made  any  charge  whatCTcr 
against  tbe  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
On  the  contrary,  I  understood  that  I  was 
blamed  for  not  making  such  a  charge.     If 
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I  hkd  been  Mkcfl  to  make  it  I  sfioold  fiave 
replied  tbftt  I  was  the  most  unfit  person 
to  do  fto,  bccatme  it  woald  probablj  be 
attri bated  to  personal  or  party  motives.  I 
thought  that  I  could  put  the  question, 
keeping  it  separate  from  any  charge,  and 
I  was  much  surprised  when  I  saw  tliat  an 
attempt  was  made  to  force  me  into  the  po- 
sition of  an  accuser.  I  declined  to  propose 
a  Resolution,  condemning  the  Attorney 
Genera),  because,  baring  neld  that  o£Sce, 
I  knew  that  it  was  his  duty  to  state  to  the 
House  the  steps  he  took,  the  only  question 
beinp:  whether  those  steps  showed  due  dili- 
gence. I  said  last  night  that  if  he  preferred 
an  inquiry  I  would  support  it.  He  had  the 
right  to  choose.  He  has  made  a  state- 
ment, and  I  am  bound  to  say  with  frank- 
ness that,  baring  beard  that  statement,  I 
have  no  charge  to  nmke  against  him.  I 
can  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether,  althongh  bis  political 
opponent,  I  hare  erer,  either  out  of  doors 
or  in  this  House,  acted  towards  him  ex- 
cept in  a  manner  honourable  to  us  both. 
[Mr.  J.  D.  FitzGerald:  Hear,  hear!] 
I  would  sit  down  at  this  moment,  and  con- 
tent myself  with  what  has  been  stated,  if 
the  imputations  upon  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  had  been  entirely  remored.  But 
baring  undertaken  to  appear  fbr  him,  and 
to  take  charge  of  his  honour,  character, 
and  dignity  before  this  House,  I  think 
that  I  should  not  be  doing  my  duty  to  him 
if  I  did  not  ask  the  House  to  listen  to 
what  will  be  a  brief,  but  1  hope  rery  satis- 
factory explanation.  I  do  not  intend  to 
defend  particular  expessions  which  he  may 
bare  used  witb  recard  to  particular  mat- 
ters, and  in  whi<m  his  zeal  and  lore  of 
justice  may  hare  caused  him  to  forget 
himself,  but  I  tbink  that  he  has  acted  from 
an  honest  desire  to  get  at  the  justice  of 
the  case,  and  o^  this  I  bope  to  satisfy  the 
House.  Sir,  there  is  no  man  on  the  Irish 
Bench  more  zealous  in  the  discharge  of 
bis  duties,  or  who  discharges  them  witb 
greater  ability — there  is  no  man  who  is 
more  desirous  of  dispensing  justice  in  every 
case,  than  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Master  ^  the  Rolls ;  and  I 
think  that,  Ht  all  events,  I  shall  be  en- 
abled to  elear  him  of  the  imputations 
which  have  been  cast  upon  him.  It  is 
manifest  now  but  that  for  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  these  frauds  never  would  hare 
been  completely  unravelled.  It  is  entirely 
owing  to  his  diligence,  assiduity,  and 
searching  scrutiny  that  they  were  brought 
to  light.  The  investigation  before  the 
Master  in  Chancery  was  bo  imperfect  that 
Mr.  Napier 


it  would  have  covered  a  diarge  of  so  se- 
rious a  nature  that  the  hon.  and  lesned 
Member   for   Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  is 
about  to  found  upon  it  a  Motion  fbr  tbe 
expulsion  of  the  Member  to  whom  it  ip- 
plies.     For  my  own  part,  I  deeply  r^^t 
that  that  excellent  and  experienced  officer, 
Mr.  Kemmis,  did  not,  on  the  3rd  of  June, 
go  to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  witb  whom 
he  was  well  acquainted,  and  who  would,  I 
am  eonfident«  have  given  him  every  in- 
formation which  would  have  enabled  him 
to  follow  up  the  ease  with  effect.     All  tbe 
difficulties  arose  between  the  3rd  and  tbe 
20th  of  June.     After  the  latter  date  the 
matter  wa3  diligeotly  pursued.     Had  tbe 
information  been  obtained  at  tbe  former 
period  a  warrant  might  have  been  issued, 
and  probably  at  this  moment  James  Sad- 
leir  would  have  been  amenable  to  justice. 
Now,  let  bon.  Members  see  the  position  of 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls.     The  ease  came 
before  him,  in  the  first  instance,  oa  the  3rd 
of  March.     It  was  not  brought  fonrord  by 
a  shareholder,  but  a  motion  was  made  on 
the  part  of  the  under-bailiflP  of  James  Ssd- 
leir  to  get  tbe  carriage  of  the  proeeediDgs 
under  the  Winding-up  Act.     The  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  having  investigated  the  case, 
said  that  neither  in  his  experience  nor  in 
the  experience  of  any  living  being  had  soeh 
a  gigantic  fVaud  been  perpetrated.    From 
tbe  statements  before  the  Court  it  appeared 
that  James  Sadleir  had  coneocteda  bolaoee* 
sheet,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  tbe  assets 
of  tbe  bank  amounted  to  £612,000,  know- 
ing  all  the  time  that  John  SadMr  owed  to 
tbe  bank   £258,000;  and  that  he  had 
transferred  to  the  name  of  Aostia  Ferrall 
£50,000  of  tbe  supposed  paid-up  capital. 
The  Master  of  tbe  Rolls  then  reKured  to 
tbe  case  of  certain  fraudulent  bankers  in 
London,  and  said,  '*  Notbing  oecnrred  in 
that  case  to  be  compared  with  tin  mon- 
strous frauds  in  tbe  present  case/*    It  is 
perfectly  titie  that  tbe  Master  of  the  Rolls 
did  not,  upon  that  ooeaoion,  intimate  that 
there  was  any  fraud  which  coold  be  prose- 
cuted as  a  crime ;  but  what  I  andenftand 
him  to  hare  meant  to  say  aftenratds  is, 
that  if  the  documents  which  wore  in  Uie 
possession  of  tbeoffieial  manager  had  been 
diligently  and  duly  oxaminedt  the  parties 
would  have  discovered  irctti  theee  docu- 
ments, which  were  the  only  evidence*  the 
means  of  carrying  out  a  criminal  proseev- 
tion.     I  understand  from  that,  that  if  they 
had  examined  these  documents  they  would 
have  found  the  means  of  inatitntitig  a  sue- 
cessftil  prosecution.     When  tbe  eaae  came 
before  the  Master  of  tbe  Rolls  it  appeared 
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to  him  to  have  been  imperfectly  inTesti- 
gated   in   Master  Murpliy's    office.     He 
there^Nre  collected  together  all  the  deeu- 
mentSt    and    carefully   examiDing   them, 
foend  oat  this  singular  state  of  faots,  that 
in  1855  James  Sadleir  had,  in  concert 
with  his  brother  Johh,  plotted  and  con- 
spired by  fraudulent  deiices  to  entrap  the 
English  shareholders^  and  that  they  had 
been  guilty,  at  least,  of  the  ertme  of  con- 
spiracy, wl^ch  was  afterwards  established 
in  the  judgment  that  relieyed  the  Bngli^ 
shareholders  fiom  the  liabilittes  of   the 
bank.     The  plan  by  which  they  proceeded 
was  by  drawing  up  a  report  of  the  state  of 
the  bank  at  the  end  of  the  year  .1854, 
which,  from  beginning  to  end,  was  one 
mass  of  falsehoods.     James  Sadleir  hav- 
ing signed  this  report,  they  then  fabri- 
cated a  balance-sheet,  which  was  kept  in 
the  hands  of  John  Sadleir.     By  these  arts 
ihej  indaeed  the  Bnglish  sharehcdders  to 
pnrcbaae  the  unappropriated  shares,  which 
were  represented  as  being  old  shares*  They 
also  allege  that  the  bank  had  paid  a  divi- 
dend of  6  per  cent  on  the  paid-up  capital, 
and  backed  up  their  wholesale  ftlsehoods 
by  a  Bsaas  of  forged  names,  forged  certifi- 
cates of   transfer,  fictitious  entries,  and 
fietitaqoa  registries.     The  ease  was,  there- 
fore^  complete  against  James  Sadleir,  on 
the  one  side,  for  fSabricating  the  report; 
and  against  John  Sadleir,  on  the  other, 
for  fabncating  the  balance-sheet.    They 
stated  tiie  paid-up  eanital  at  £100,000, 
when  it  was  only  £40,000,  and  the  assets 
at  double  their  real  amount.     Such  was 
Uie  gigAotio  system  of  fraud  which  oame 
before  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls ;  it  engaged  his 
closest  attention  for  several  days ;  it  was 
the  oemmon  talk  of  Dublin,  and,  indeed, 
of  the  whole  country;  and  this  learned 
Judge  bttving,  by  his  skill  and  assiduity, 
his  aesd,  his  earnestness,  and  his  int^se 
lore  ai  justiee,  suooeeded  in  bringing  to 
light  end  in  disentaagling  this  complicated 
web  «f  insposture  and  deeeption,  might,  in 
his   netoral  indignation  at  the  enonnity 
and  Befiariousness  of    these  transactions, 
have  beiled  over  and  severely  animadvert- 
ed on.  what  he,  undoubtedly,  thought  the 
femisaness  of  the  Executive  in  not  taking 
Bpeedier  steps  to  bring  the  guilty  parties 
to  psmiabment.     The  Master  of  the  Rolls 
saw  tfaait  Master  Murphy  had  been  imposed 
upon  hj  an  imperfect  investigation,  and 
knowing  ^e  heartless  way  in  which  large 
nmnbers  oi  unfoiUmate  persons  had  been 
swindled  and  victimised,  his  surprise  at  so 
lod^  a  period  elapsing  before  the  clue  he 


had  detested  waa  followed  up  by  the  Grown 
prosecutors  might,  I  conceive,  be  easily 
aeoonnted  for  and  excused.  A  Judge  more 
free  from  political  bias  than  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  never  sat  on  the  bench  ;  he  is 
a  pure,  earnest,  simple-minded  man ;  and 
ho  naturally  expected  that  scum  of  those 
connected  with  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Dublin  would  have  interposed  in  so 
heinous  a  case,  the  startling  particulars  of 
which  were  daily  published  to  the  world, 
and  communicated  the  progress  made  in 
unravelling  it  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  long  before  the  6th  of  June.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  admitted 
that,  when  the  first  application  on  the  part 
of  the  Grown  was  made,  on  the  20th  of 
June,  to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  that 
learned  Judge  showed  himself  ready  to 
afibrd  every  assistance  in  his  power.  As 
far  as  the  evidence  is  concerned,  what  is  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Gaussen  ?  In  a  letter  to 
the  Grown  Solicitor,  dated  June  II,  he 
says — 

*•  All  the  facts  are  set  forth  in  the  affidavita  filed 
with  the  solicitor  of  the  official  manager,  and  the 
entries  oeimplained  of  as  firaudulent  are  cootained 
[n  the  books  lodged  with  me." 

And  in  another  letter,  dated  the  13ih  of 
J  one,  he  adds — 

"  We  send  also  the  copy  of  one  of  another  set 
of  affidavits  made  bj  the  appelUints  since  the 
hearing ;  bat  we  beg  to  suggest  that  the  books  of 
the  bitfik,  and  documents  which  eame  to  the 
hands  of  the  offioial  managor,  furnish,  we  appre- 
hend, stronger  eyidenoe  than  any  affidayit  whieh 
our  clients  could  make  on  the  subject." 

Looking,  then,  at  the  matter  fairly,  here 
is  a  Judge  directing  the  whole  powers  of 
his  mind  to  unravel  these  nefarious  trans- 
actions. He  delivers  a  judgment  which 
must  oonvince  any  lawyer  that  he  has  no 
superior  in  his  ability  to  handle  the  law  or 
to  point  out  the  mode  in  which  criminal 
proceedii^  should  be  instatnted  ;  he  feels 
that  he,  at  least,  has  done  his  best  to  dis- 
charge an  important  public  duty,  and  he 
sees  no  stir  made  by  the  officers  of  the 
Grown  in  a  case  which  has  startled  and 
alarmed  the  country,  and  been  the  common 
talk  of  everybody.  Seeing  that  he  laid 
bare  the  whole  of  this  mass  of  fraud,  a 
little  indulgence  ought  to  be  extended  to 
him  if,  not  knowing  the  circumstances 
which  have  been  stated  to  the  House  to- 
night for  the  first  time,  he  used  eacpres- 
sions  of  some  warmth.  Hearing  that  in 
ihe  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  he 
had  been  charged  with  having,  either  by 
his  default  as  a  Judge  or  by  a  fiulure  in 
bis  duty  as  a  Privy  Gouacillor,  been  th'- 
2  G  2 


903 


Wine 


{COMMONS} 


DuHes. 


904 


means  of  allowing  a  man  to  escape  from 
the  country  who  was  amenable  to  justice, 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland,  haring 
been  the  very  person  wlio  first  brouglit  to 
the  light  of  day  the  materials  for  the  de- 
tection and  prosecution  of  the  offender, 
might  well  feel  sore  at  so  unjust  and  un- 
looked-for an  accusation.  I  hope  the 
House  has  now  get  rid  of  this  painful 
personal  matter.  After  the  explanations 
gi?en  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  it 
would  be  uncandid  and  unfair  in  me  to 
impute  anything  improper  to  him.  Since 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ob- 
tained the  information  to  which  he  referred 
— Titf.,  on  the  6th  of  June— he  appears  to 
have  exercised  doe  diligence,  and  to  Jiave 
availed  himself  of  professional  assistance 
of  the  highest  character  in  Ireland.  [Mr. 
HoiiSMAN  here  made  .a  remark  which  was 
inaudible  in  the  gallery.]  I  hope  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  does  not  sup- 
pose that,  in  making  this  admission,  I  do 
80  with  any  reserve,  or  any  desire  to 
keep  behind  any  insinuation  against  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  The  obser- 
vations of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  may 
have  beon  elicited  in  consequence  of  com- 
munications which  he  received  from  me — 
I  dare  say  they  were.  All  I  can  say 
is,  that  I  intended  only  to  convey  to  him 
what  I  and  several  other  Members  of  this 
House  supposed,  and  still  believe,  to  have 
been  the  statements  made  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  I  have  only  further  to  add, 
that  I  trust  the  House,  while  on  the  one 
hand  it  may  concieive  that  expressions 
were  used  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
which  after  the  explanations  given  to-night 
are  to  be  regretted,  will  yet  believe  that 
this  able,  impartial,  and  indefatigable 
Judge  has  rendered  invaluable  service  to 
the  public  by  his  detection  and  exposure 
of  these  wholesale  frauds,  and  has  been 
actuated  by  no  other  motive  than  an  earn- 
est anxiety  to  see  justice  done. 

Subject  dropped. 

House,  at  its  rising,  to  adjoarn  till 
Thursdaff. 

.     WINE  DUTIES. 

Ma.  OLIYEIRA:*  At  the  comnience- 
ment  of  each  Session  of  Parliament,  since* 
I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House,  I  have  given  notice  of  a  Motion  for 
a  reduction  of  the  duty  charged  upon  fo- 
reign and  colonial  wines ;  and  upon  two 
occasions  I  have  been  favoured  with  the 

''idgence  of  the  House  in  being  permitted 
Mr,  Napier 


to  lay  before  it,  at  considerable  length,  the 
arguments  and  evidence  in  support  of  my 
views.  I  will  now,  if  the  House  will  grant 
mo  its  further  indulgence,  endeavoiir  to 
compress  into  as  short  a  compass  as  the 
magnitude  of  the  subject  will  admit  of,  the 
various  important  considerations  which  are 
involved  in  the  matter ;  and  I  will,  aa 
upon  former  occasions,  divide  the  subject 
into  three  distinct  parts — ^namely »  revenue, 
moral  and  social  points,  and  international 
advantages.  Without  going  into  the  origin 
of  this  particular  duty,  which  is  of  coosi- 
derable  antiquity,  and  whieh  has  been  va- 
ried in  amount  at  different  times  and  for 
various  objects — sometimes  for  regal,  somo- 
times  for  fiscal,  and  sometimes  for  interest 
to  promote  commercial  intercourse  with 
particular  countries — 1  will  confine  myself 
to  the  measures  that  have  been  taken  in 
reference  to  the  matter  in  recent  times. 
In  consequence  of  the  progress  which  free 
trade  measures  had  made  in  public  opinion 
as  well  as  amongst  most  parties  in  this 
House,  the  subject  of  the  wine  duties 
attracted  considerable  attention  in  the 
year  1852,  and  a  Committee  of  the  House 
sat  for  a  period  of  seven  weeks,  eoUecUog 
inforjnation  relating  to  the  various  interests 
which  would  be  affected  by  an  alteration ; 
and  I  think  I  may  confidently  refer  to  that 
evidence  as  proving  that  the  present  high 
duty  prevents  an  increased  consumption — 
that  a  lower  duty  would  produce  a  laiger 
revenue — that  the  use  of  wines  would  tend 
to  diminish  the  excessive  drunkenness  and 
consequent  immorality  which  prevail  in 
this  country — and  that  a  diminished  duty 
would  tend  to  enlarge  and  extend  the  com- 
mercial relations  with  foreign  countries, 
and  to  strengthen  and  consolidate  the  mn- 
tnal,  amicable,  and  material  interests  which 
follow  in  the  train  of  the  ties  which  would 
thus  be  created.  I  shall  not  trouble  the 
House  by  quoting  from  the  two  Blue-books 
particular  evidence  for  each  of  the  heads 
referred  to,  though  I  may  say  that  wit- 
nesses in  every  way  qualified  to  give  weight 
to  their  opinions,  clearly  established  the 
views  I  have  stated.  Convinced  that  it 
was  only  necessary  to  bring  the  question 
under  the  notice  of  this  House,  to  iosore 
it  a  fair  consideration,  I  ventured  to  do  so 
early  in  the  Session  of  1853,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  filled  with  snch  dis- 
tinguished ability  the  office  of  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  Referring  to  the  reply 
given  to  me  upon  that  occasion  by  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  appears  to  me 
that,  possessing  a  most  complete  koow- 
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ledge  of  everything  connected  with   the 
subject,  he  was  disposed  to  view  a  reduc- 
tion with  impartiality,  if  not  favour  ;   but 
being  engaged  in  such  extended  and  bene- 
ficial reductions  in  various  other  branches 
of  the  national  revcnne,  affecting  the  com- 
fort and  welfare  of  the  people,  he  did  not 
feel  justified  in  effecting  any  alteration  in 
this  particular  tax  ;  tind  I  did  not  hesitate 
to  withdraw  the  Motion,  to  submit  it  at  a 
more  opportune  period.     Since  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman  has  been  out  of  office,  if  I 
mistake  not,  from  an  expression  he  used 
last    Session,   when    he    designated    the 
*'  Wine  duties  the  scandal  of  our  tariff,  by 
which  nine-tenths  of  the  produce  of  Europe 
are  excluded  from  our  markets,"  he  enter- 
tains an  opinion  adverse  to  the  present 
rate  of  duty.      Early  in  the  Session  of 
1854,  I  again  bronght  the  subject  under 
the  notice  of  this  Iloufte,  having  in  the  pre- 
vious autumn  accumulated  a  vast  amount 
of    information  in  the  wine  countries  of 
Europe,  and  having  conferred  with  several 
distinguished  authorities  in  France,  Spain, 
and  Portugal,  by  which  my  convictions  in 
favour  of  a  reduction,  were  strengthened 
and    confirmed.      It   happened,    unfortu- 
nately, that  at  the  period  when  I  was  en- 
gaged in  presenting  the  question  for  dis- 
cussion in  this  Houso,  there  were  strong 
indications  of  that  war  with  Russia  which 
soon  afterwards  broke  out ;  and,  therefore, 
considerations  affecting  the  public  service 
induced  me  to  avoid  any  debate,  which,  at 
that   time,  might  have  been  a  source  of 
crobarraAsment  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.    I,  therefore,  simply  placed  on  re- 
cord a  statement  of  the   material  facts. 
During  last  Session  the  continuance  of  the 
war  prevented  my  giving  any  impulse  to 
the  subject,  though  I  retained  a  notice  on 
the  Journals  of  this  House,  ready  at  any 
moment  to  bring  it  forward  if  a  termina- 
tion of  the  war  should   render  it   prac- 
ticable ;»and  I  have  the  authority  of  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as 
well  as  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  intimated  last  Ses- 
sion, if  I  am  not  mistaken,  in  admitting 
that,  if    peace  should    be  restored,   this 
qoestion  would  be  a  fit  and  proper  one  for 
discussion  in  the  House  of  Commons  ;  and 
I  trust,  from  what  transpired  at  a  recent 
interview    I   had,   on   introducing  to  the 
noble  Lord  a  deputation  of  more  than  or- 
dinary weight  and  influence,  representing 
g^reat  interests  in  the  country,  that  Her 
Majesty *s  Government  will  be  disposed  to 
give  to  the  question  a  candid  and  impartial 


reception.  As  to  revenue,  it  is  a  remark- 
able fact,  that  whilst  in  all  other  consum- 
able articles  a  steady  increase  has  taken 
place,  especially  where  a  diminution  of  duty 
has  occurred,  the  wine  duties  show  little 
advance,  notwithstanding  the  increase  in 
population  and  wealth,  as  also  the  desire 
of  most  classes  to  indulge  in  the  bse  of 
wine.  This,  if  compared  with  the  steady 
progress  in  the  consumption  of  spirits, 
shows  a  remarkable  and,  I  think,  unfor- 
tunate result.  By  a  Return  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kildare  county  (Mr. 
Cogan),  it  appears  that : — 

Population  Gallons  of 

being  spirits  consumed. 

In  1803                 15.506,794  15,696,370 

„  1811                 17,030,185  17,380,580 


„  1825 

20,853,151 

22.433,615 

„  1831 

24,046,837 

26.738,203 

„  1846 

26,715,920 

28,352.027 

„  1851 

27,452,262 

28,760,224 

Taking  the  consumption  of  wines  during 
the  same  interval,  I  find,  by  a  Return  I 
obtained  in  the  Session  of  1854,  the  fol* 
lowing  results : — 

Gallons  of 
Population.        wino  consumed. 
In  1802  16,506,794  7,118,416 

„  1811  17.630,185  5.629,723 

„  1825  20,853,151  8,009,549 

„  1831  24,046,837  6,212.264 

„  1846  26,715.929  6,740,316 

„  1853  27,452,262  6,813.830 

So  that  whilst  the  consumption  of  spirits 
has  been,  as  nearly  as  possible  in  the  ratio 
of  one  gallon  per  inhabitant  per  annum, 
that  of  wine,  which  at  the  commencement 
of  the  century  was  at  the  rate  of  about 
half  a  gallon  per  inhabitant  per  annum, 
was  in  1853,  about  a  quarter  of  a  gallon 
per  inhabitant  per  annum,  being  a  steady 
and  progressive  decrease  in  consumption 
with  an  increase  of  population  and  wealth. 
To  show,  however,  how  susceptible  of 
increase  the  revenue  has  proved  itself 
when  decreased  in  amount,  1  will  instance 
two  remarkable  proofs  : — Mr.  Pitt,  in  the 
year  1787,  reduced  the  duty  on  French 
wines  from  8«.  per  gallon  to  4«.,  and  Por- 
tugal and  other  wines  from  45.  6d.  to 
28,  Id,  per  gallon.     The  result  was — 

Gallons. 

Consumption  in  1785 4,064,864 

Consumption  in  1790 6,601,038 

Consumption  in  1792 7,851,707 

Being  nearly  doubled  in  five  years.  Mr. 
Eluskisson  lowered  the  rates  in  1825  from 
13«.  Sd.  on  French  wines  to  7«.  2d.,  and 
on  Portuguese  and  Spanish  from  9;.  \d, 
to  4#.  lOJ.     The  pcsult  was— 
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modity  bean  little  or  no  proportion  to  the  quan- 
iitj  of  tlie  doty  impoeed." 

He  farther  adds — 

"  There  is  also  another  iU-eoneeqiience  aUend- 
ing  high  impoats  on  mepefaandtae,  not  Ireqnently 
oonautored,  hot  indispnninWy  oartain,  tlMt  tbe 
earlier  any  tax  ia  laid  on  a  eommodi^  the  heavier 
it  fidla  open  the  cooaomer  in  the  and,  ibr  every 
trader  through  whose  hands  it  passes  most  have 
a  proAt,  not  only  upon  Ibe  raw  material  aad  his 
own  labour  and  time  in  preparing  it,  b«t  also  apse 
the  very  tax  itself  whieh  he  advanoea  to  the  Go- 
▼enunent :  otherwise  he  loses  the  use  and  interest 
of  the  money  which  he  so  adTances." 


OalloDa. 

Average  coofomption  for  five  Jgan  be- 
fore redoctaon  i,701»lO6 

Average  consumption  for  five  years 
after  redaction 0,741^5 

As  a  branch  of  revenae,  then,  it  would 
appear  that  the  vine  daties  have  reached 
tneir  'maiimuiQ,  and  that  at  the  present 
rate  it  is  vain  to  look  for  any  increase. 
I  will  now,  with  the  permission  of  the 
Hoose,  adduce  some  high  aathorities  in 
favour  of  my  views.  Mr.  Pitt,  in  a  speech 
upon  the  treaty  with  FrancOt  12th  Fe» 
hruaiy,  1787,  said— 

• 

"  We  had  agreed  by  this  treaty  to  take  firom 
France,  on  small  duties^  the  loxnries  of  her  soil, 
which,  however,  the  refinement  of  onrselvea  had 
converted  into  necessaries.  The  wines  of  France 
vrere  alroady  so  much  in  the  possession  of  our 
markets  that  with  all  the  high  duties  paid  by  us 
they  found  their  way  to  our  tables.  Was  it  then 
a  serious  evil  to  admit  those  luxuries  on  easier 
terms  ?  The  admission  of  them  would  not  sup- 
plant the  vrines  of  Portugal  nor  of  Spain,  bat 
would  supplant  only  an  useless  and  pernicious 
manufiusture  in  this  country.  He  stated  the 
enonnous  inorease  of  the  import  of  French  wines 
lately,  and  instanced  the  months  of  Joly  and  An- 
gost,  the  two  most  unlikely  months  in  the  year 
to  diow  the  mcrease  of  this  trade.  The  Com- 
mittee would  not  then  see  any  great  evil  in  ad- 
mitting this  article  on  easier  terms." 

Blaekstone  (book  1»  chap.  8),  in  speaking 

of  the  duties  belonging  to  the  Crown,  has 

the  following  passages,  which  I  think  not 

inappropriate : — 

"  There  is  also  another  very  ancient  hereditary 
duty  belonging  to  the  Crown,  called  the  priaage, 
or  butlerage  of  vrines,  which  is  considerably  older 
than  the  customs,  being  taken  notice  of  in  the 
great  roll  of  the  Exchequer,  8  Richard  I.,  still 
extant.  Prisoge  was  a  right  of  taking  two  tuns 
of  wine  from  every  ship  (English  or  foreign) 
importing  into  England  twenty  tuns  or  more,  one 
before  and  one  behind  the  mast ;  which,  by  charter 
of  Edward  I.,  was  exchanged  into  a  duty  of  3s. 
for  every  tun  imported  by  merchant  strangers, 
and  called  butlerage,  beeause  paid  to  the  Kuig's 
butler." 

He  goes  on  to  say — 

"  But  this  inconvenience  attends  it  on  the  other 
hand,  that  these  imposts,  if  too  heavy,  are  a  check 
and  cramp  upon  trade,  and  especially  if  the  com- 

QuanUtiCi  retained  /or  Home  Consumption  in  the  United  Kingdom  in  each  year /ran 
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Mr.  M'Culloch,  in  his  work  on  Taxatioo 
(vol.  2,  p.  172),  likewise  says*  speaking  of 
the  wine  duties — 

•*  Thos  from  1881  to  1894,  both  ineksrive,  wheo 
the  rale  of  duty  on  fVenoh  wines  was  lS«.9d.  psr 
imperial  gallon,  the  consumption  amounted  to 
171,838  gallons  a  year  at  an  average.  In  1825 
the  duty  was  reduced  to  7s.  9d,  per  gallon ;  sod 
daring  the  subsequent  four  years  the  avengs 
annnal  consumpUoo  was  860,4dO  gallons!  In 
these  respects,  indeed,  there  is  no  dilferenoe  in  the 
practical  influence  of  oppressive  duties,  wfaether 
they  be  laid  on  the  articles  used  by  the  bigh^i 
the  middle,  or  the  lower  clasiee.  They  are  nai- 
formly  pernicious  and  unproductive,  whersas,  mo- 
derate duties  are  as  uniformly  productive,  ia- 
ocuous,  if  not  advantageous.'* 

Upon  the  last  occasion  that  I  brought  this 
question  before  the  House  (14th  Februsrj, 
1854),  I  quoted  Mr.  Porter,  Mr.  Tuke, 
Mr.  Poole,  Mr.  Short,  Mr.  Shawe,  aixl 
other  practical  judges,  whose  opinions 
given  in  evideoce  before  the  Wine  Com- 
mittee were  all  favourable  to  a  redaction 
of  duty*  as  likely  to  increase  consumption, 
and  produce  a  larger  amount  of  revenue. 
Indeed,  the  whole  course  of  proceeding 
adopted  by  successive  administrations, 
since  the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  has  been 
in  fisvour  of  the  policy  of  diminishing  the 
import  duties  upon  articles  of  fiorsign 
growth,  and  the  result  baa  been,  as  it  was 
natural,  a  very  largely  increased  denisnd 
for  those  articles.  I  will,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House»  illustrate  this  by 
reference  to  the  articles  of  cocoa,  sugar, 
tea,  and  coffee-*- 


Years. 


ia52 
18d3 
1854 
18d5 


Cocoa. 


lbs. 
3.328,627 
3,997,198 
4,45i,529 
4,3»4,748 


Tea. 


lbs. 
54,713,034 
58,834.087 
61,063,041 
e8,4dO,69a 


Sugar  (mw). 


cwts. 
6,808,867 
7.272,833 
8.028,768 
7,364,322 


CoflTce. 


lbs. 
34,978,432 
38,983,122 
37,360,924 
36,704,479 


Wuics, 


galious. 

6,346.0Sl 

6,813.830 

6,776,086 

6,205.4«7 


btatiatical  Department,  Board  of  Trade,  April  10,  1866. 
Mr,  Oliveira 
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So  that,  notwitbsUnding  the  prifations 
which  must  have  ensued  to  aotue  extent 
bj  the  proaecution  of  the  war,  in  all  the 
articles  of  primary  necessity,  little  or  no 
effect  has    been    produced,    consumption 
having  progreased ;  but  with  reference  to 
wine,  which  more  properly  belongs  to  the 
wealthy  classes  of  society,  we  see  a  stag- 
nation.   It  is  very  well  Known  that  there 
are,  in  various   parts  of  Great  Britain, 
eitensive  establishments  for  the  fabrica- 
tion of  British  wines,  which  no  doubt  form 
a  large  part  of  the  consumptioh  of  the 
lower-priced   wines,   but  which    has    the 
effect  of  preventing  any  increase  of  duty 
by  augmented  importation.      The  adul- 
teration of  wines  is  notorious.     Without 
troubling  the  House  with  many  extracts 
from  the  Blue-book,  I  may  refer  to  the 
evidence  given  by  Mr.  Bastick  before  the 
Adulteration   Committee,   who  gave    the 
recipe  for  making  port  wine — 

"  Cider  forty-five  galloos,  brandy  lix  gallons, 
good  port  eigbt  gallons,  ripe  sloes  two  gallons ; 
8Uw  them  in  two  gallons  of  water,  press  off  the 
liquor,  and  add  to  the  rest,  if  tho  colour  is  not  strong 
enough,  tincture  of  red  sanders.  In  a  few  days 
this  wine  may  be  bottled ;  add  to  each  bottle  a 
teaspoonful  of  oatechu,  and  mix  it  well ;  it  will 
very  soon  produoe  a  fine  crusty  appearanoe.  Tho 
bottles  being  packed  on  their  sides  as  usual,  soak 
the  ends  of  the  corks  in  a  strong  decoction  of 
Brazil  wood  with  alum,  which  will,  with  the 
cmst,  give  it  the  appearanoe  of  age." 

I  will  also  refer  to  the  following  passage 
from  the  Quarterly  Beview  of  March 
1855— 

*'  The  great  mass  of  ports  at  a  cheap  and  mo- 
derate prioe  are  made  up,  it  is  well  known,  of 
several  kinds,  and  doetored  according  to  price. 
There  is  one  compound,  however,  which  particu- 
larly claims  our  attention, '  Publican's  port.*  We 
are  all  of  us  fiiniiliar  with  tho  announcement  to 
be  seen  in  the  windows  of  such  tradesmen^ '  Fine 
t»ld  cruised  port,  2«.  9d.  per  bottle/  and  the 
sxtraordinaiT'  thi^g  is,  that  upon  opening  the 
bottle  we  often  find  that  it  is  crusted,  and  that 
the  cork  is  deeply  stained.  How  can  they  afford 
to  sell  an  «rticle  having  the  appearance  of  suoh 
quality  and  aga  at  so  low  a  price  ?  The  answer 
is  simple.  \Mne,  crust,  and  stained  oork  are  all 
iabricated.  There  is  a  manuiactory  in  London 
where,  by  a  chemical  process,  they  get  up  bees- 
wiog  to  perfection,  and  deposit  it  in  the  bottles, 
so  as  exactly  to  imitate  the  natural  crust.  Here 
cor)[8  are  also  stained  to  assume  any  age  that  is 
required.  Tho  wine  itself  contains  a  very  little 
inierior  port,  the  rest  being  composed  of  cheap 
French  red  wine^brandy,  and  logwood  as  colouring 
matter." 

Another  species  of  adulteration,  and  equally 
pernicious,  is  that  which  is  effected  in  the 
dock,  under  the  name  of  ••  vatting,*'  by 
which  process  different  wines  are  mixed 


together  for  tho  purposes  of  sale.  Many 
ejcposures  of  those  practices  have  taken 
place  recently.  Since  the  introduction  of 
the  system  of  Free  Trade  by  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  so  ably  followed  by  the  right  h'on. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford,  I  think  we  have  abundADt  proo& 
of  the  wisdom  of  the  system  of  reaueing 
duties  with  a  view  to  obtaining  increased 
revenue — and  the  buoyancy  of  the  national 
income,  e?en  during  the  prosecution  of 
the  war,  shows  the  advantage  of  those 
measures.  I  wish,  in  respect  to  the  article 
of  wine,  the  same  principle  to  be  applied  ; 
and  before  I  conclude  I  will  submit  to  the 
House  a  proposal  by  which,  I  think,  this 
reduction  might  be  brought  about,  by  a 
plan  simple  in  its  operation,  calculated  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  trade,  and  to  dis- 
turb as  little  as  possible  the  amount  of 
revenue  received  from  that  source.  The 
second  branch  of  this  inquiry  is  a  very 
important  one.  I  mean  the  moral,  sana- 
tory, and  social  improvement,  that  may 
be  expected  from  a  more  general  use  of 
wine;  and  although  I  have,  upon  former 
occasions,  almost  exhausted  this  portion 
of  the  subject  by  numerous  practical  illus- 
trations, 1  will  ask  the  House  t<f  permit 
me  to  urge  this  point  on  its  earnest  con- 
sideration by  a  few  remarks  from  trust- 
worthy sources.  Adam  Smith  has  the 
following  remarkable  passage  in  the  second 
volume  of  his  "  Wealtn  of  Nations/'  book 
IT.,  chap.  3 — 

*<  It  deserves  to  be  remarked,  too,  that  the 
cheapness  of  wine  seems  to  be  a  cause  not  of 
drunkenness,  but  of-  sobriety.  The  inhabitants 
of  the  wine  countries  are,  in  general,  the  soberest 
people  in  Europe,  Witness  the  Spaniards,  the 
Italians,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the  southern  pro- 
vinces of  Franca  People  seldom  are  guilty  of 
excess  in  what  is  their  daily  fare.  Nobody  affects 
the  ohamoter  of  liberality  and  good  fellowship 
by  being  profuse  of  a  liquor  which  is  as  cheap  as 
small  beer.  On  the  contrary,  in  the  countries 
which,  either  from  excessive  heat  or  cold,  produce 
no  grapes,  and  where  wine,  goDsequently,  is  dear 
and  a  rarity,  drunkenness  is  a  conunon  vice ;  as 
among  the  northern  nations,  and  all  those  who 
live  between  the  tropics,  the  regions  for  example 
on  the  coast  of  Guinea^  When  a  French  regiment 
comes  from  some  of  the  northern  provinces  of 
France,  where  wine  is  somewhat  dear,  to  be 
quartered  in  the  south,  where  it  is  very  cheap, 
the  soldiers,  I  have  frequently  heard  it  observed, 
are  at  first  debauched  by  the  cheapness  and 
novelty  of  wine;  but  after  a  few  months*  re- 
sidence, the  greater  part  of  them  become  as  sober 
as  tho  rest  of  the  inhabitants.  Were  the  duties 
u|X)n  foreign  wines,  and  the  excise  upon  malt  and 
ale  to  be  taken  away  all  at  onoe,  it  might  in  the 
same  manner,  occasion  in  Great  Britain  a  pretty 
general  and  temporary  drunkenness  among  the 
middling  and  inferior  rauks  of  the  people — which 
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vouM  probably  be  soon  followed  by  &  permanent ; 
and  almost  unirenal   sobriety.    The  restraints 
upon  the  wine  trade  in  Great  Britain,  besides, 
do  not  so  much  seem  calcoUitcd  to  hinder  the 
people  from  going,  if  I  may  so  say,  to  the  ale-  , 
bouse,  as  from  going  where  they  can  buy  the  ! 
beat  and  cheapest  liquor.    The  sneakjng  arts  of 
underling  tradesmen  are  thus  erected  into  poli- 
tical maxima  for  the  conduct  of  a  great  empire ;  for 
it  is  the  most  underling  tradesmen  only  who  make 
it  a  rule  to  employ  chiefly  their  own  customers." 

1  received  the  fullowiog  important  letter 
from  a  wine  merchant  of  Biistol,  named 
Wall,  last  year.     He  aajs — 

"  From  my  long  experience  as  a  wine  merchant, 
the  reduction  of  duties  on  all  wines  will  be  not 
only  a  popular  measure,  but  will  be  attended  with 
good  moral  results.  My  yiews  are  these — that 
the  Chancellor  might  be  inclined  to  get  rid  of  the 
Motion  upon  the  ground  he  cannot  spare  the  re- 
Tenue ;  that  has  been  the  cry  of  erery  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  when  they  have  really  re- 
duced a  duty  they  have  not  had  a  deficiency  of 
revenne,  but  an  increase.  Well,  if  he  will  not 
reduce  the  duty  at  once,  let  him  take  ofiP  Is.  6<f. 
per  gallon  this  year,  and  If.  per  gallon  for  the 
three  following  years,  to  conmienee  6th  April 
next ;  if  he  cannot  afford  to  give  back  so  much 
revenue  at  once,  let  him,  if  he  reduce  the  duty  to 
If.  pay  back  a  fourth  part  every  year  for  four 
years.  Even  this  measure  would  be  received 
gratefully,  and  whatever  resolution  may  be  come 
to,  I  hop^  like  sugar,  the  wine  trade  will  know 
first  and  last  their  position.  The  continued  ex- 
pectation of  duties  being  taken  off,  seriously  in- 
terferes with  the  sale  of  wines,  and  even  now  par- 
ties will  not  pay  duties  till  it  is  deoided." 


That  is  a  fair  specimen  of  numerous  let- 
ters which  I  receive  from  the  trade  upon 
this  subject.  The  following  is  an  extract 
from  Mr.  Ingham,  the  worthy  presiding 
magistrate  at  one  of  tlie  metropolitan  po- 
lice offices : — 

*'  My  experience  in  the  police  Courts  has  con- 
vinced me,  that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
crime  and  misery  which  exist  in  England  arises 
directly  or  indirectly  from  spirit  drinking.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  a  plentiful  supply  Af  cheap 
wine  would  be  found  conducive  to  temperance. 
During  many  recent  visits  to  Paris,  and  other 
parts  of  France,  I  do  not  recollect  ever  having 
seen  a  drunken  man.  If  my  position,  as  a  paid 
magistrate,  did  not  preclude  my  taking  part  in  j 
public  agitation,  I  should  be  most  happy  to  join  I 
your  committee.  I  beg  to  assure  you  that  I  most 
heartily  wish  you  success." 

A  vory  intelligent  and  influential  member 
of  the  wine  trade  (Mr.  Thomas  George 
Shaw)  writes  as  foUowa : — 

*'  In  Scotland  there  is  an  association  for  the 
suppression  of  drunkenness,  consisting  of  some  of 
the  ablest,  as  well  as  most  energetic  clergymen 
and  laymen,  who  have  been  doing  everything  in 
their  power  for  some  years  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
evil,  which  in  many  places  is  destroying  not  only 
the  mental,  but  the  physical  capacities  of  our 
northern  brethren  ;  but  their  toUl  want  of  suc- 
cess hau  at  length  led  the  greater  part  of   the 

Mr,  Oliveira 


society  to  the  eonvietion  that  there  matt  be  same 
other  substitute  than  tea  and  coffee,  Ae.,  and  at 
this  moment  it  is  under  delibentioii  whether  thej 
will  not  urge  upon  Government  a  redaction  of  the 
duty  on  wine,  in  order  that  it  may  again  become, 
as  it  formerly  was,  the  general  beverage  of  tlie 
country,  and  knowing  that  where  wine  is  aecffiai 
bie  to  all,  drunkenness  is  exceedingly  rtfe." 

I  have  numerous  communieations  from 
chambers  of  commerce  of  many  of  the 
large  commercial  towns  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  as  well  as  from  mayors  and 
magistrates.     Mr.  Donald  Nicoll  says — 

"  I  have  reason  to  believe,  by  my  experience  m 
a  licensing  magistrate,  that  the  introduction  of 
foreign  wines,  at  prices  adapted  for  the  million, 
would  be  a  great  boon  to  the  cause  of  morality  in 
this  division,  and  to  the  public  generally." 

The  evidence  taken  before  the  Public- 
houses  Committee  of  the  two  last  Sessions 
teems  witli  proofs  of  the  demoralising  ten- 
dency of  spirit-d I  inking,  and  the  evils  of 
the  present  licensing  system.  Mr.  Ro- 
bertsoti  Gladstone  said — 

'*  I  believe  some  people  entertain  the  idea  that 
you  have  no  right  to  select  the  licensed  victuallers* 
business  for  the  imposition  of  a  tax,  and  trade 
should  be  free.  We  are  now  obliged  to  maintain 
a  police  force  in  Liverpool  of  something  lika  900 
strong ;  and  we  are  at  this  moment  paying  from 
the  borough  funds  something  like  £100,000  for 
the  erection  of  a  new  gaol ;  and  I  contend  that 
we  should  not  have  to  incur  so  large  an  expense 
on  account  of  police  force,  nor  should  we  at  this 
moment  have  been  put  to  the  necessity  of  erect- 
ing a  new  gaol,  if  it  were  not  for  the  existcnoe  of 
the  lioensed  public-houses  and  beer-houses.** 

In  illustration  of  this,  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Packe)  said  last 
year  in  this  House—* 

"  He  happened  to  know  that  in  the  parish  of 
Marylebone,  more  persons  were  in  attendance  at 
the  publio-houses  on  Uie  Sabbath*day/than  in  tbe 
whole  of  the  places  of  worship  throughout  the 
parish.*' 

And  I  would  further  intrude  upon  the 
House  by  reading  a  short  extract  from  a 
petition  signed  by  from  40,000  to  50.000 
wives  and  daughters  of  the  labouring 
classes,  and  presented  to  the  Queen  by 
the  Earl  of  llarrowby,  on  the  9th  of  June 
last: — 

••  Wc  believe  the  ben««fll  of  our  large  and  nu- 
merous class  was  intended  when  the  present  beer* 
laws  were  made.  But  now,  after  many  years'  ex- 
perience, wo  find,  to  our  dis.nppointment  and  sor- 
low,  ihey  work  only  for  our  injury  and  ruin,  in 
every  im:igin;»ble  way,  by  reason  of  the  very  great 
facilities  they  offer,  and  the  too  strong  temptations 
they  hold  out,  to  our  husbands  and  sons  to  carry 
the  wagc8,  they  hardly  and  honestly  earn  for  the 
support  of  their  families,  to  the  gin  and  beer- 
Bhu|i:« ;  nud  iriat  without  one  conv;|K>udtiig  .td* 
vanuigc,  but  rather,  in  how  nuny  iniiuuccs  Hiih- 
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out  miialMr,  Imdiog  them  sfep  by  step  into  orime, 
and  nngodliness  (which  our  own  sex  does  not 
esespe),  entailing  shame,  poverty,  and  disgrace, 
upon  us,  upon  themselves  punishment  and  impri- 
sooment,  and  sometimes  an  ignominious  violent 
death,  and  consequently  increasing  largely  taxa- 
tioo  upon  the  sober,  and  expense  of  the  most  ob- 
jectionable sort  upon  the  whole  nation." 

I   will  only  trouble  the  Hoase  with  one 
-  farther  quotation  from  a  letter  addressed 
to  me  bj  the  Rer.  Mr.  Lewis,  incumbent 
of  Trinity  Church,  Ripon,  who  says — 

"  It  is  problematical  how  fiir  the  temperance 
societios  would  assist  you,  but  many  who  are  ex- 
tremcly  anxious  to  check  intemperance,  though 
they  cannot  go  the  same  length  with  teetotal  s^- 
▼oeates,  wonld  both  sign  petitions,  and  give  money 
and  labour  to  the  cause.  I  yrrite  feelingly  on  the 
subject,  daily  seeing  the  ruinous  effects  of  intcm* 
perance,  principally  through  the  use  of  ardent 
spirits,  and  finding  the  dram-shops  do  more  to 
ruin,  than  all  my  fellow-labourers  and  myself  in 
tills  locality  can  do  to  improve.  Only  this  year, 
1  have  had  to  bury  two  brothers  about  32  or  33, 
absolutely  poisoned  by  ardent  spirits." 

Looking  at  the  deplorable  results  which 
are  so  clearly  traceable  to  the  abuse  of 
strong  beer  and  ardent  spirits,  taken  toge> 
ther  with  the  yery  faulty  condition  of  the 
law  with  reference  to  the  licensing  system, 
i  must  say  that  1  look  for^vard  to  a  con- 
siderable advantage  to  bo  derived  from  the 
measure  which  I  propose ;  for  it  is  im- 
possible not  to  anticipate,  from  the  use  of 
wine,  the  same  effect  which  is  seen  in  other 
countries — that  of  an  invigorating  healthy 
stimulus,  instead  of  the  deadening  poison 
produced  by  spirits.  I  trust,  therefore, 
tliat  upon  this  branch  of  the  inquiry  I 
have  adduced  sufficient  arguments  for  a 
change  of  system.  I  will  now  proceed  to 
investigate  the  third  branch  of  this  ques- 
tion— one  involTing  our  intercourse  with 
foreign  nations,  and  those  increased  facili- 
ties fur  advancing  the  principles  of  free 
trade,  which,  it  seems  to  me,  will  be  pro- 
moted by  a  large  reduction  of  the  duty 
upon  wines.  There  are  several  countries 
in  Europe  which,  by  their  climate  and  soil, 


in  those  regions  for  the  success  of  my  Mo* 
tion ;  that  much  ground,  at  present  devoted 
to  wheat,  Indian  com  and  other  grain, 
would  be  planted  with  vine,  if  the  duty 
upon  wine  were  reduced  in  England.  In 
the  classic  land  of  Italy  there  are  many 
wines  hardly  known  out  of  their  respec- 
tive districts,  hut  which  would  speedily 
find  their  way  to  our  markets,  aod  those 
countries  would,  in  turn,  take  from  us 
many  of  those  manufactured  articles  which 
they  are  unable  to  fabricate.  The  Italian 
wines  are  little  known  to  us,  except  to 
those  who  have  visited  the  various  coun- 
tries of  Italy  ;  but  their  number  is  infi- 
nite, and  justifies  tlie  memorable  liues  of 
the  ancient  poet — 

"  Sed  neque  quam  multsd  species  nee  nomina 

quaisint 
Est  nununus,  neque  enim  nummus  oomprehen- 

dus  rofert. 
Quam  qui  saorl  velit  Lybioi,  velut  ssquoris  idem 
DiBoere :  quam  multa)  Zepbyro  turbentur  arena;, 
Aut  ubi  navigiis  violentior  incidit  Bums 
Nosse  quot  lonice  veniant  ad  littora  fluctus." 

Germany  produces  many  wines  that  wonld 
be  imported  into  England  at  a  low  duty 
and  become  favourites,  and  the  various 
states  of  that  part  of  the  Continent,  who 
are  now  our  customers  to  the  extent  of 
£7,000,000  sterling  annually,  would  no 
doubt  increase  their  commercial  relations 
a  considerable  degree.  In  the  Session  of 
1854  I  gave  the  House  some  statistics 
with  reference  to  the  produce  of  the  va- 
rious wine  countries  of  Europe,  from  the 
most  reliable  sources  that  I  could  apply  to. 
I  have  reason  to  believe  that  those  figures 
were  correct ;  at  all  events  I  took  great 
pains  to  obtain  accurate  information,  and 
in  all  icases  I  published  the  names  of  my 
informant^.  I  appeal  to  those  statistics  as 
constituting  the  best  proof  that  there  are 
to  be  obtained  abundant  supplies,  if  our 
consumption  were  stimulated  by  low  duty. 
I  am  aware  that  many  members  of  the 
wine  trade  do  not  hesitate  to  give  it  as 


are  peculiarly  adapted  to  the  cultivation  of  their  opinion  that  from  the  late  deficient 
the  grape,  and  have  been  so  throughout  |  vintages,  and  the  large  consumption  in  iho 
ail  history.  The  capabilities  of  many  of  countries  of  their  growth,  added  to  tho 
these  countries  are  boundless.  Abundant  demand  in  Australia,  that  Great  Britain 
evidence  was  produced  before  the  Wine  |  will  not  be  able  to  obtain  more  than  the 
Committee    of    1852,    to    show   that   in  I  present  supply  for  her  population.     lam 


France,  in  Spain,  and  in  Portugal,  the 
cultivation  of  the  vine  would  be  extended 
indefinitely  if  markets  existed  for  the  pro- 
duce.    I  adduced,  in  the  Session  of  1854, 


quite  of  a  contrary  opinion.     I  will,  with 
the  permission   of  the   House,   give  the  . 
opinion  of  one  of   the   most  experienced 
members  of  the  trade — Mr.  Thomas  George 


testimonv  to  tho  same  effect  from  various  •  Sliaw,  who  says — 

parts  of  France  which  I  viHited.  and  where  •     ..  as  to  tho  doubts  and  fears  felt  or  professed 

1  was  informed  that  great  auxiety  was  felt   that  we  could  not  procure  the  additional  supply  of 
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■ko«i  30,00<MM0  fiJloM.  tkegrwe  tm  whmad  i$ 
lofe  iimo  in  lefiiting ;  and  I  even  go  tlie  length 
of  fUuog  mj  conviction  that  a  shiUiog  rate,  nl- 
thoagb  probablf  producing  a  iiUght  rise  for  Bonie 
months,  would  cause  such  a  competition  in  the 
wine  oonntries,  and  the  introduction  of  so  many 
excellent  kinds  hitherto  unknown  to  ns,  that  the 
general  high  standard  of  prices  here  would  soon 
be  assimilated  to  that  of  every  other  country.  I 
shall  only  add,  that  the  whole  system  ooniieeted 
with  vrine,  spirits,  licensing,  and  publio-honses,  is 
disgraeefiil  to  a  country  calling  itself  civilised." — 
Mr.  Shaw's  letter  to  Tkg  Time$,  Nov.  26,  1853. 

MeflSTS.  D.  and  G.  Brjmaer,  of  Greenock, 
amongst  many  of  a  similar  oharaeCer,  saj 
as  follows — 

"  In  eonseipience  of  the  late  reductions  in  the 
French  tariff,  a  line  of  communication  between 
Clyde  and  some  of  the  French  ports  will  probably 
be  entablished  by  us  immediately,  and  as  the  wines 
of  France  form  a  large  part  of  her  exports,  it  is, 
of  course,  highly  important  to  the  shipping  interest 
of  this  country  to  see  these  duties  swept  away, 
or  greatly  modified,  as  they  entirely  prohibit  the 
great  bulk  of  her  wine  from  coming  into  consump- 
tion here.  The  salutary  eflEects  upon  the  morals 
and  health  of  all  classes  of  the  chiange  you  pro> 
pose  would  be  incalculable." 

All  Uie  information  which  I  have  obtained 
ftx>m  the  wine  countries  goes  to  show  that 
a  reduced  duty  would  lead  to  greater  culti- 
vation of  the  vine,  and  a  relaxation  of  the 
duty  upon  English  articles.  Looking  to 
the  union  which  happily  exists  between 
Great  Britain  and  France,  and  the  brilliant 
feats  of  arms  that  have  been  performed  by 
the  armies  and  navies  of  those  gallant  na- 
tions during  the  war,  it  seems  to  me  that 
sound  policy,  as  well  as  the  courtesy  due 
to  our  neighbours,  points  this  out  as  a  con- 
cession that  it  would  be  graceful  and  pro- 
per to  make  to  her.  France  has  alreadv 
given  us  an  example  worthy  of  imitatidtt. 
The  Emperor  has  shown  a  strong  disposi- 
tion to  relax  the  high  duties  paid  upon 
English  goods,  as  well  as  to  favour  Eng- 
lish shipping.  Several  decrees  directied  to 
these  objects  were  issued  last  year;  and 
it  is  particularly  worthy  of  notice  that  on 
it  appearing  that  the  price  of  wine  would 
rise  in  consequence  of  an  apprehended 
deficient  vintage,  he  at  once  ordered,  by 
imperial  decree,  that  all  foreign  wines 
should  be  admitted  at  the  nominal  duty  of 
25  centimes  per  hectolitre,  which  had  be- 
fore paid  15  francs  when  imported  by  land, 
and  35  francs  when  imported  by  sea,  per 
hectolitre.  The  reduction  of  duty  upon 
the  same  ground,  that  of  deficient  supply, 
most,  I  apprehend,  be  equally  applicable 
with  us  ;  aince  it  must  bo  admittea  to  bo  a 
suicidal  policy  to  mulct  the  consumer  both 
with  high  duty  and  increased  oost  from  de- 
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iieient  prodaee.  In  faet,  if  Wy  as  a  tem- 
porary measure  on  the  groond  of  scarcity, 
the  principle  recommends  itself,  and  is 
analogous  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  apon  the  sabjeet  of 
malt — when  he  said,  m  1853,  a  scareitj 
being  anticipated — 

**  Parliament  had  been  invited  to  do  that  vbiefa, 
in  cases  of  scarcity,  it  generally  did,  and  to  remit 
for  a  time  a  portion  of  the  duty."-— Chan,  of  Ex., 
8  Aug.  1853. 

In  a  rocent  communication  from  a  corre- 
spondent in  Spain  to  the  leading  journal  in 
this  country  is  the  following  passage^ 

**  Wine  is  so  abundant  in  many  parts  of  Spain 
(Arragon,  among  others),  that  it  does  not  ps?  the 
grower.  It  is  common  in  some  of  the  wine  dis- 
tricts to  send  two  casks,  and  get  one  filled,  the 
other  remaining  in  payment.  When  the  vinta^ 
is  particularly  good  in  quality,  it  is  not  nn usual 
for  the  inferior  liquor  of  a  former  one  to  be  spilt 
upon  the  soil  to  make  room  lor  the  better  son. 
In  the  time  of  the  Carlist  war,  I  remember  often 
seeing  the  soldiers  buying  whole  bnckcis  foil  of 
wine  for  a  few  halfpence,  and  much  of  the  produce 
of  the  Spanish  vineyards  is  of  excellent  qualitj. 
The  Valdepinas,  lor  instance,  when  genaiae,  and 
stored  in  eaaks  instead  of  the  filthy  pifskins  that 
contaminate  it  with  tan,  is  excellent  drinking,  and 
partakes  of  the  qualities  of  both  Burgundy  and 
Port.  Had  Spain  good  roads,  or,  better  still  for 
the  transport  of  merchandise,  extensive  canalff, 
there  is  no  valid  reason  Ibr  her  not  beeoming  a 
formidable  rival  to  Franee  and  Gemaiqr  in  all  the 
wine-purchasing  conntries  of  the  world." 

The  resources  of  Spain,  in  reepeot  to  pro- 
duction, cannot  be  OYerrated.  I  Tisited 
Cadis  last  year,  and  whilst  I  stayed  there  I 
made  excursions  to  Xeres,  Port  Si.  Maiy's, 
and  the  other  localities  where  the  great 
supplies  of  what  we  term  sherry  wines  are 
grown  and  noade ;  and  I  felt  aasored*  from 
all  the  information  I  obtained  from  the 
leading  proprietors,  that  their  stocks  are 
large,  and  the  increased  prodnoe  would  be 
very  great.  These  wines  are  likely  to  be 
greatly  consumed  in  England,  as  they 
have  body  and  flafour  without  acidity. 
The  following  is  an  extract  from  a  letter 
from  Mr.  James  Baker,  H.B.M.  Consul  at 
Barcelona — 

"  The  Bubjoot  appears  to  mo  to  be  of  pnnr 
mount  interest  for  Catalonia,  where  very  cxocUent 
and  by  no  means  dear  table  wines  are  produced  in 
a  sufficient  quantity  to  allow  of  considerable  ex- 
portation ;  and,  though  I  am  unable  to  spcAk, 
with  a  full  knowledge  of  the  subject,  I  cannot  but 
look  forward  with  ywy  great  interest  to  a  deve- 
lopment of  this  remunerating  trade  with  Eng- 
land." 

[Enclosure  to  Letter.] 

"  The  fittest  wines  of  Catalonia,  for  Eogli^ 
consumers,  are  the  Priorato  dry  wine,  which 
would  oost  at  Tarragona,  plaoed  on  Loard^  ^^J 
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hard  doUisra  tfisCatalaa  pipe  ;  and  tiie  auneolaM 
of  wino  iweetelMd,  to  imitate  Oport<s  at  eigh^ 
dolUrs  the  Portuguese  pipe." 

Many  gpeoim^Qs  of  wine  were  presented  at 
the  recent  Agricultural  Exhibition  held  in 
Paris.    From  Catalonia  alone  no  leaa  than 
103  different  kinds  are  reported  to  be  pro- 
duced, Tarying  in  price  from  75  centimes 
the  bottle  (about  7|<i.)  French  Exhibitors 
figure  in  the  official  catalogue  to  the  num- 
bo*  of  296  specimens.    Mr.  Louis  Gazalas 
Allat,  from  the  Herault,  exhibited  no  less 
than  150  ▼arieties,  of  the  vintage  of  1847, 
at  15  francs  the  hectolitre  (about  la.  3d. 
per  bottle) — p.  277  of  the  catalogue  ;  and 
many  of  the  French  wines  are  marked  at 
lower  prices.     From  Sardinia  there  are 
two  specimens  ;  from  Switzerland,  niue- 
teen ;  and  from  Algeria,  thirty-six.    And 
here  permit  me  to  correct  an  erroneous 
impression  entertained  by  many  persons, 
and  lately  given  expression  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty  *s  Govern- 
ment,  namely,,  that  the  duty  bears  a  ratio 
of  25  per  cent  on  the  value  of  the  wine* 
Now,  in  the  wine  above  referred  to,  the 
percentage  of  duty  on  value  is  nearly  300 
per  cent ;  and  the  same  may  bo  said  with 
respect  to  many  of  the  ordinary  wines  of 
France,  Spain,  and  Portugal.     If,  by  the 
reduction  of  this  duty,  a  general  competl- 
tiuo  should  be  brought  about,  we  n\ay  ex- 
pect the  production  of  wino  from  many 
other  countries  whose  climate  is  suitable 
to  its  cultivation.     Referring  to  that  quar- 
ter of  the  globe  in  which  such  intense  in- 
tcreat  ia  at  the  present  time  centred,  I  will 
give  a  short  extract  from  Captain  S pence's 
hook  upon  Turkey,  Russia,  the  Black  Sea, 
and  Circasaia.     The  author  says — 

"Talta,  entirely  the  creation  of  the  Prinee 
^oroBxefl^  ia  destined  to  be,  at  bo  great  distanoe 
of  time,  a  highly  commercial  and  prosperous  city. 
The  harbour  is  safe,  and  ail  that  the  mariner 
could  desire,  and  nothing  can  exceed  the  beauty 
and  fertility  of  the  surrounding  country;  for 
being  protected  from  the  scorching  winds  of  the 
vteppe,  and  the  eold  blasts  of  the  north,  all  the 
productions  of  a  more  soutliem  cUme  here  attain 
the  highest  perfection,  and  the  wiiies  produced 
are  already  so  muoh  prized  as  to  find  a  place  at 
the  EmpeJbr's  table ;" 

and  Mr.  Aoatole  Demidoff,  in  his  Travels 
in  Sotahem  Russia  and  the  Crimea^  toI. 
ii.»  p.  84,  describing  Caatropolo,  says — 

**Anextenn¥a  Ttneyard,  planted  in  1839,  and 
slocked  with  the  ehoieest  species  of  vine,  selected 
with  care,  rcceivos  the  ardent  rays  of  a  sun  worthy 
of  tinting  the  mellow  grape  of  Spain.  To  say  the 
truth  the  wine  docs  not  yet  corrc8i)ond  to  the  qua- 
lity of  the  vine  and  the  beauty  of  the  grape,  but 
it  is  to  be  hoped  ttiat  such  fiae  vintages  will  not 


bo  lost  for  the  want  of  good  wine-makers  to  take 
advantage  of  them." 

By  recent  accounts  it  would  appear  that 
the  United  States  already  produce  con- 
siderable quantities  of  wine.  In  Putnam's 
American  Magazine,  published  in  New 
York,  NoYomber,  1854,  I  find  the  follow- 
ing passages*— 

|^"The  earliest  discoyerers  of  America,  th^ 
N'orthmen,  landed  at  the  island  where  now  New 
port  stands,  and  christened  the  New  World,  Vine- 
land.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  Northmen 
should  hard  called  this  Vineland,  says  an  old 
gentleman  of  our  acquaintance  who  was  bom  and 
bred  at  Newport.  I  can  remember,  when  a  boy, 
seeing  the  wild  grapes  growing  all  over  the  banks 
down  to  the  water's  edge." 

Sir  John  Hawkins,,  who  was  knighted  by 
Elizabeth  for  his  services  in  the  action 
with  the  Armada,  still  better  known  as 
the  Englishman  who  introduced  the  Slave 
Trade,  speaks  of  drinking  wine  from  Ame- 
rican grapes  in  Florida  in  the  year  1564, 
memorable  as  the  birth«year  of  Sbak* 
apere. 

"Landonier  says,  writing  the  history  of  his 
voyage  to  Fioridia  in  1562 — that  the  trees  were 
environed  about  with  vines  bearing  gvapes,  so 
that  the  number  would  8u£Bco  to  make  the  place 
habitable.  Master  Ralf  Sone,  in  1585,  commenda 
the  grapea  of  Virginia,  grapes  of  suchegreatnesse, 
yet  wilde,  as  France,  Spain,  nor  Italy  have  no 
greater.  Vineyards  were  established  in  Virginia 
as  early  as  1620.  Beauehamp  Plantagenct  in 
1648  eommends  the  wine  of  Delawarre  (Uvedale) 
for  its  intoxicating  qualities.  A  second  draught, 
ho  quaintly  says,  four  months  old,  will  foxe  (in- 
toxicate) a  reasonable  pate.  William  Penn,  in 
1688,  and  Andrew  Dore,  in  1685,  attempted  to 
establish  vineyards  near  Philadelphia ;  Kaskaskia 
on  the  Mississippi,  still  earlier,  had  its  vineyards 
planted  by  the  Jesuits.  Fort  du  Qucsne,  now 
Pittsburg,  produced  its  vines  and  wines  under  the 
French,  prior  to  the  year  1758.  Volney,  who 
visited  America  in  the  year  1796,  speaks  of  drink- 
ing an  American  wine  at  GallipoUiB;  Ohio.  Du« 
four,  in  1706,  speaks  of  a  Frenchman  at  Marietta, 
on  the  Ohio,  who  was  making  several  barrels  a 
year  out  of  the  wild  grapes,  known  by  the  name 
of  sand-grapes.  I  drank  some  of  the  wine  when 
about  four  months  old,  and  found  it  like  the  wine 
produced  in  the  vicinity  of  Paris,  in  Franco,  if 
not  better.  In  the  beginning  of  the  present  cen- 
tury the  vineyards  at  Spring  Mill,  near  Philadel- 
phia, and  the  Swiss  settlement  at  Vevay  (Indiana), 
in  1806,  were  established.  At  Spring  Mill,  a  va- 
riety of  foreign  grapes  were  tried,  and  abandoned  ; 
but  a  native  vine,  the  Schylkill,  an  abundant 
bearer,  succeeded  well  as  a  wine-grape.  This, 
under  the  name  of  Cape  grape,  was  transplanted 
to  Vevay  (Indiana),  where  it  flouriahed  many 
years.  It  produces  a  coarse  rod  wine,  of  toler- 
able quality,  only  not  to  compare  with  the  wiue 
of  the  Catawba  and  Isabella.  These  two  vines 
hereafter  may  form  the  great  arterial  branches 
through  which  the  future  prosperity  of  the  Nor- 
thern Slates  shall  flow,  Caliibruia  and  Tejoia.'* 
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The  Cincinnati  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
in  a  recent  report  on  the  hnBinese  of  that 
city,  remarks  as  follows — 


"  A I  other  businoss,  which  hna  grown  up  almost 
entirely  since  1 860,  is  makinj^  of  wino,  and  which 
promises  to  equal  in  amount  that  of  the  finest 
provinces  of  France.  By  com]>aring  the  statis- 
tics of  the  Iloi'tioultural  Society  with  the  fact 
that  numerous  vineyards  have  been  set  out  in  the 
last  year  or  two,  we  may  confidently  state  thi^ 
there  are  not  less  than  2,000  acres  of  Catawul 
Tines  in  cultivation  in  the  vicinity  of  Cincinnati, 
of  which  1,000  acres  are  in  full  bearing.  By  the 
average  production  of  the  last  few  years,  this  area 
of  vines  will  yield  700,000  gallons,  and  in  a  very 
short  time  it  must  be  greatly  increased.  Already 
dry  and  sparkling  wines  and  brandy,  commanding 
the  highest  prices,  are  made  here." 

Mr.  V.  Longworth,  the  famous  wine-grower 
of  Cincinnati,  has  just  published  an  article, 
in  which  he  says — 

"  Ours  is  the  region  for  grape  culture  and  the 
manufacturing  of  wine.  The  wine  countries  of 
Europe  have  no  native  grapes.  Our  hills  and 
Talleys  are  covered  with  vines  producing  hundreds 
of  varieties  of  grapes.  If  our  temperance  men  ean 
be  induced  to  respect  the  doctrine,  of  the  Bible, 
and  not  interfere  with  the  culture  of  pure  wine — 
not  many  years  will  elapse  till  we  can  not  only 
supply  the  United  States  with  wine,  but  include 
all  Europe." 

I  have  a  letter  from  Mr.  Frederick  Coz- 
zens  of  New  York,  in  which  that  gentle- 
man says — 

*'  The  still  Catawba  wine  will  compare  fiivoor- 
ably  with  the  best  Rudesheimer  and  Hookheimer, 
which  it  resembles.  The  sparkling  Catawba  has 
a  flavour  peculiar  to  itself,  richer,  fuller  to  the 
taste,  and  more  grapy  than  any  champagne.  The 
sparkling  IsabelU  is  still  richer.  It  always 
struck  me  that  these  wines  were  peculiarly  suited 
to  the  English  taste." 

There  are  two  domestic  interests  of  con- 
siderable amount  mixed  up  with  this  ques- 
tion ;  and  I  shonld  be  sorry  for  it  to  be 
thought  that  I  could  pass  them  over  in 
silence.  I  mean  the  British  wine  trade, 
and  the  drawback  upon  duty-paid  stock  to 
foreign  importers.  The  British  wine  trade 
has  grown  up  in  a  comparatively  short 
period,  in  consequence  of  the  prohibitory 
duty  upon  foreign  wines,  and  is  at  the 
present  time  a  very  thriving  and  increas- 
ing branch  of  commerce.  The  introduc- 
tion of  British  wines  throughout  the  king- 
dom has  led  to  a  very  large  consumption 
of  those  wines.;  and  it  is  fair  ta  assume 
that,  to  a  certain  extent,  it  has  prevented 
the  consumption  of  foreign  wines  ;  but  I 
believe,  also,  that  it  is  very  often  substi- 
tuted for  the  foreign  article ;  at  all  events, 
by  being  mixed  with  foreign  wines  in  the 
hands  of  unscrupulous  innkeepers  and  retail 
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wine  dealers — and  this  is,  in  my  opinion, 
one  reason  why  the  duty  upon  foreign  wines 
does  not  increase.  Now,  if  my  apprehen- 
sion be  correct,  the  Revenue  is  sofiering 
from  this  process  of  mixing,  and  is  likelj 
to  continue  to  do  so.  The  British  wine- 
makers  view  my  proposed  reduction  of  dutj 
with  great  and  natural  apprehension,  ss 
likely  to  interfere  with  their  business  ;  and 
think  that  if  the  duty  upon  foreign  wines 
be  reduced,  that  they  should  have  a  cor- 
responding favour  shown  them,  by  a  re- 
duction of  duty  upon  spirits  used  in  the 
manufacttjre  of  their  article,  which  will 
permit  them  to  compete  with  the  fo- 
reigner as  regards  the  cost.  It  cannot  be 
urs^ed  that  the  British  trade  has  any  vm 
strong  claim  for  such  an  extension  of  pni- 
tection  ;  and  I  leave  this  matter  eotirelj 
with  the  Chnncellor  of  the  Excbei^ner. 
The  drawback  question  stands  upon  some- 
what different  grounds,  the  merchants  al- 
leging that  there  is  a  distmct  pledge  given 
by  the  Government  under  Treasury  order, 
to  refund  the  duties  paid  upon  stock  in  the 
event  of  a  reduction  taking  place.  I  have 
upon  former  occasions  referred  to  this  ques- 
tion, and  I  am  aware  that  it  presents  con- 
siderable difficulty,  as  well  from  the  largo 
amount  that  would  have  to  be  repaid,  ss 
from  the  facility  which  it  presents  for  the 
practice  of  fraud.  I  trust  that  the  pro- 
position with  which  I  shall  conelode  my 
address  will,  amongst  other  advantsge?, 
effectually  silence  the  opposition  of  tbe 
British  wine  merchant,  and  the  importer 
who  has  paid»duty  upon  stock.  If,  as  1 
think,  it  has  been  conceded  as  regards 
revenue,  the  present  high  duty  is  found  to 
check  consumption — if  it  be  admitted  that 
by  the  use  of  wine  some  improvement  maj 
be  expected  in  the  general  sobriety  of  tbe 
lower  classes,  and  that  a  country  pledged 
to  advance  in  the  principles  of  free  trade, 
we  must  ere  long  remove  this  highly  pro- 
tective duty,  and  thus  promote  a  greater 
interchange  of  commercial  products  with 
other  countries — the  only  question  beinj^ 
how  and  when  this  change  can  be  bron<:)it 
about,  so  as  to  affect,  as  little  at  possible, 
existing  interests,  and  those  parties  whose 
fortunes  are  engaged  in  the  trade.  Mach 
as  I  am  in  favour  of  an  immediate  reduc- 
tion upon  all  wines,  foreign  end  colonisL 
to  one  shilling  per  gallon,  I  am  disposed  to 
modify  its  operation  in  such  manner  ss 
will,  I  hope,  conciliate  all  interests,  and  in- 
duce the  Government  to  adopt  my  pl^n* 
by  wiiy  of  settling  a  question  which,  " 
annually  discussed,  caunot  fail  to  damsge 
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many  important  interests,   and    to   keep 
foreign  conotries  in  a  state  of  uncertain ty 
as  to  the  coarse  they  should  pursue  with 
regard  to  a  most  interesting  branch  of 
agriculture.      I  would  therefore  suggest, 
that,  commencing  from  the  5th  of  April 
next,  the  duty  be  lowered  to  5$,  per  impe- 
rial gallon.     In  the  year  1854,  the  number 
of  gallons  entered  for  home  consumption 
was   6,776,086,  producing  £1,914,387  ; 
so   that,  with  the   reduction  I  propose — 
the    increased    consumption    to    produce 
£2,000,000~should    be  8,000,000   gal- 
lons,   which  I   think  likely  to  occur  the 
first  year.     I  would,  in  April  1858,  reduce 
it  to  4«.  per  gallon  ;  and.  if  the  consump- 
tion should  increase  to  10,000,000  gallons, 
tho  same  amount  of  revenue  would  be  ob- 
tained, namely,  £2,000,000.      In  1859, 
I  would  reduce  it  to  S«.  per  gallon  ;   and, 
at  that  rate,  a  consumption  of  14,000,000 
gallons  would  produce  £2,100,000.     At 
2s.,  to  produce  the  same  revenue  would 
require   a    consumptions    of    20,000,000 
of  gallons;  and,  at  !«.,  a  consumption  of 
40,000,000  of  gallons  would  be  necessary 
to  produce  £2,000.000.      I   would  leave 
the  period  of  effecting  the  last  two  reduc- 
tions to  the  consideration  of  the  (rovern- 
ment,  due  regard  being  had  to  the  suc- 
cess  of  the  reduction  from   the  present 
rate  to  3s,   Though,  it  should  be  observed, 
that  eren  admitting  some  small  loss  of  re- 
venue from  this  source,  the  Treasury  will 
benefit,  in  1859-60,  largely  from  the  fall- 
ing in  of  terminable  annuities.     Being  per- 
suaded that  a  gradual  reduction   of  the 
character  that  I  propose  would  not  disturb 
revenue,  and  combine  the   advantages  I 
have  ventured  to  enumerate,  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  com- 
mittee to  take  into  consideration  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  wme  duties. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  TbAt,  with  a  view  to  promote  increasod  com- 
mercial relations  with  France,  Spain,  Portugal, 
and  other  wine-growing  countries,  this  House 
will  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  take  into 
consideration  a  reduction  of  the  Duty  upon  Fo- 
reign and  Colonial  Wines." 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  looking  to  the  lateness  of 
the  period  of  the  Session  at  which  my 
hoo.  Friend  has  brought  forward  his  Mo- 
tion— looking  also  to  the  state  of  our  reve- 
noe  and  expenditure,  and  to  the  definitive 
financial  settlement  at  which  the  House 
has  arrived  for  the  present  yoar^ — I  think 
I  should  be  justified  in  at  once  calling 
upon  the  House  to  refuse  its  assent  to  the 


Motion  now  made  without  entering  into 
any  full  statement  of  the  reasons  for  that 
course.  But  I  feel  that  the  attention 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  to 
this  subject,  and  the  details  which  ho 
has  laid  before  the  Boose  entitle  him 
to  a  fuller  answer  on  my  part,  and  that 
I  should  be  wanting  in  deference  to  him 
and  the  House  if  I  did  not  state,  not 
at  any  great  length,  but  with  some 
argumentative  reasons,  my  grounds  for 
not  acceding  to  the  Motion  which  he  has 
made.  In  the  financial  statepient  which 
I  laid  before  the  House  since  Easter  I 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  great  diffi- 
culty which  the  financial  reformer  has  to 
encounter  in  removing  inconvenient  im- 
posts and  in  improving  our  fiscal  system 
was  the  large  amount  of  revenue  which 
it  is  necessary  to  raise  in  order  to  meet 
our  great  annual  expenditure.  It  is,  I 
believe,  a  fact  which  rests  on  good  evi- 
dence, that  in  the  interval  between  the 
American  and  French  wars,  and  before  the 
latter  great  contest  had  added  so  largely 
to  the  amount  of  our  national  debt,  so  that 
at  the  commencement  of  the  peace  in 
1815  it  had  reached  a  sum  of  nearly 
£800,000,000— when  our  expenditure  did 
not  much  exceed  the  moderate  sum  of 
£12,000,000  or  £14,000,000,  Mr.  Pitt 
entertained  the  plan,  as  practicable  and 
feasible,  of  abolishing  all  revenue  raised 
by  import  duties,  of  abolishing  all  Customs* 
revenue,  and  of  raising  the  entire  income 
of  the  country  by  direct  taxes  and  taxes 
upon  internal  consumption.  If  Mr.  Pitt 
were  now  at  the  head  of  the  finances 
of  the  country,  he  would  assuredly  find 
that  such  a  scheme  would  be  utterly 
impracticable.  It  is  impossible,  with  the 
large  expenditure  which  we  now  have,  to 
raise  a  sufficient  revenue  by  internal  tax- 
ation and  direct  taxes  alone,  without  re- 
sorting to  rates  which  would  be  found 
most  oppressive.  A  finance  Minister  is  now 
obliged  to  produce  between  £50,000,000 
and  £60,000,000  annually;  and  to  at- 
tempt to  raise  that  immense  sum  by  taxes 
levied  upon  the  internal  consumption  of 
the  country  and  by  direct  taxes  would,  in 
my  opinion,  be  foolish  in  the  extreme. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  is  necessary 
that  we  should,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
rely  upon  import  duties  as  well  as  upon 
taxes  levied  upon  internal  production.  But 
our  system  of  taxation  is  so  arranged  that 
scarcely  any  portion  of  it  affects  that  class 
of  articles  of  consumption  which  consists 
of  solid  food.    We  .have  no  taxes  upon 
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bvead,  bifloiik,  pMtry,  mMt,  fmnltry,  gune, 
fish,  TOgeteblefl,  fruit,  batter,  choese,  or 
egg»  ;  And  if  anj  person  will  confine  his 
consumption  of  food  to  a  combination  of 
the  articles  I  have  named,  and  will  be  so 
sober  as  never   to  drink  any  flaid  but 
water,  he  may  defy  the  inroads  of  the  tax- 
gatherer.     But  in  doTising  our  system  of 
taxation  much  recourse  has  been  had  to 
potable  articles,  or  arttcles  of  drink.     I 
will  state  to  the  House,  in  the  first  place, 
the  amount  of  taxation  which  is  annually 
raised  upon  those  articles  which  produce 
different  sorts  of  drink,  and  which  are  not 
fermented   or  intoxicating.     There  is    a 
small  duty  on  cocoa,  which  produces  abont 
£19,000  a  year  ;  coffee  yields  £462,000 ; 
sugar,  which  to  a  great  extent  is  oon- 
sumed  with  beverages,  £4,254,000  ;  tea, 
£5,683,000.     Upon   these    four  articles 
we    levy   an    annual    revenue    of   about 
£10,418,000.     I  now  come  to  fermented 
or  intoxicating  beverages,  upon  which  a 
very  large  portion  of  our  revenue  depends. 
I  will  ti^e,  first,  the  Customs.     In  1853 
the  duty  on  rum  produced  £1,253,000 ; 
foreign  spirits  yielded  £1,435,000;  wines, 
£1,924,000 ;  and  1  will  add  to  these  an 
article  which  cannot  be  considered  as  solid 
food,  which  certainly  is  not  a  beverage, 
hot  which,  partaking  of  the  nature  of  air, 
may,  perhaps,  be  aasigned  to  flaid»— I 
mean  tobacooi,  the  duty  on  which  prodnees 
£4,728«000.   These  articles  toother  pro- 
dneed  about  £9,340>000.      I  next  take 
the   excise   duties,  which   are  oonnected 
with  different  sorts  of  beverages.     The 
duty  on  hops  yielda  £440,000 ;  the  malt 
duty  £5,418,000  ;  British  spirits  produce 
£6,864,000.  There  is  another  excise  duty 
which  is  producing  a  large  revenue,  of 
which  a  considerable  portion  aiay  be  set 
down  to  ^0  consumption  of  spirits,  beer, 
and  different  fermented  liqnors^-I  mean 
the    duty    upon    licences,    which    yields 
£1,244,000  a  year.    Of  that  sum  I  am 
told  about  £1,000,000  proceeds  from  li- 
cences   for   public-houses,    taverns,    and 
other  places  connected  with  the  consump- 
tion of  spirits.     These  excisable  articles 
produced  a  sum  of  £13,966,000.     These 
two  items  produce  the  aum  of  £23«306,000; 
and,  therefore,  taking  together  the  fer- 
mented liquors,  and  those  liquors  which 
are  not  fermented,  we  have  a  total  of 
about  £33,000,000  levied  exclusively  upon 
different  beverages*     The  House,  there- 
fore, will,  I  think,  see  that  it  is  of  great 
importance  in  our  fiscal  system  not  to  make 
any  change  which  will  diminish  the  pro- 
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duotiveness  of  that  great  brandi  of  oor 
revenue.  But  I  would  now  eeme  more 
closely  te  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Oea- 
tlemsn  on  the  subject  of  the  doty  on  wine. 
I  will  state  briefly  to  the  House  the  pro- 
gress of  the  duties  upon  wine.  In  1794, 
the  duty  npoa  Frendi  wines  was  4«.  fid. 
the  gallon,  and  the  duty  upon  Fertugueae 
wines  waa  3s*  In  1795,  the  duties  were 
raised  respectively  to  7«.  id.  and  4t.  lO^d. 
In  1796,  they  underwent  a  still  grsstor 
increase,  being  raised  to  lOt.  2^.  and 
6f .  9id.  They  continned  at  that  rate  till 
1803,  when  they  were  raised  respectivelj 
to  12«.  5|d.  and  8f.  3d.  In  1804  and 
1805  there  was  a  further  increase,  aad  io 
1813  the  duty  upon  French  wines  wss 
raised  to  19«.  8^.,  and  that  nfion  Por- 
tuguese wines  to  9«.  Hd.  la  1814,  the 
duty  upon  French  wines  was  lowered  to 
13t.  S\d,.  and  in  1816,  the  two  datiea 
were  fixed  respectively  at  13«.  Sd.  sad 
9«.  8|d.  These  duties  again  underwent 
a  considerable  reduction  in  1825,  bcisg 
lowered  to  7s.  2d.  and  4«.  lOd.  respee- 
tively.  That  was  an  important  em  in  the 
history  of  the  wine  duties.  Tkey  w«re 
reduced  to  the  extent  I  have  sUyted  by 
Mr.  Eobinson  (now  Lord  Ripon)  the  then 
Ghanceller  t>f  the  Exchequer,   in  coase- 

Suence  of  its  being  beiieved  that  the  high 
ttties  diminished  the  eoasumption.  In 
1831,  the  differenee  between  Fmneh  and 
aU  other  wines  was  abolished,  aad  the  doty 
was  equalised  at  5s»  Qd.  per  imperial  gal- 
lon fot  all  wines  except  Ciaae,  which  wss 
ehai^  at  the  rate  of  2s.  UM.  In  1840, 
that  6s.  6d»  was  raised  to  5t.  9dL,  which 
is  the  amount  of  the  duty  at  tin  pre- 
sent moment.  Such  being  the  history  of 
the  du^  upon  wines,  it  is  ianoiiant  to 
observe  the  oonsumptioa  since  i795.  In 
1795,  when  the  duties  wera  net  veiy  dif- 
ferent from  what  they  are  now,  aad  when 
the  population  was  considerably  less,  the 
consumption  of  wines  was  8,238,000  gtl* 
loha,  and  the  revenue  waa  £1,694,000. 
In  1803,  when  the  dnty  was  aa  high  as 
I2s.  5d.  on  French  wines  and  8s.  £L  on 
Portuguese  wines,  the  consumption  was 
8,226,000  gaUons,  and  the  duty,  notwith- 
standing its  hig^  rate,  prodaeed  a  reveDoe 
of  £2,423,000,  showing  that  at  that  tiae 
— during  the  war^the  high  rata  of  dstaes 
did  not  affect  the  oonsuapiion  of  wines, 
which  remained  undiminished.  In  1807i 
when  the  duty  was  13«.  Sd.  on  Frsseh 
and  9«.  id.  on  Portngnese  winsa,  the  eoo- 
sumption  was  6,271,000  gallons^  and  the 
revenue  amounted  to  £2,72fi^000,  sb«v- 
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ing  again,  notwithstanding  the  high  rate 
of  dutj»  that  the  consumption  remained 
large,  and  that  a  great  revenue  was  pro- 
duced. In  1810»  the  duty  wss  equally 
high,  and  that  was  the  year  of  the  greatest 
revenue,  the  doty  producing  £2,786,000. 
In  1824,  the  year  previous  to  the  reduc- 
tion, to  which  I  have  just  alluded,  the  con- 
sumption had  fallen  to  5,030,000  imperial 
gallons,  prodacinga  revenue  of  £2^  1 62,000. 
Notwithstanding  the  reduction  of  duty 
which  has  taken  place  since  then,  from 
I3s.  8d.  on  French  and  9f.  8d.  on  Portu- 
guese wines  to  a  uniform  rate  of  5s,  9d.,  the 
consumption  -of  1854  was  only  6,775,000 
gallonB,  and  the  revenue  only  £1,914,000. 
Therefore,  in  spite  of  the  great  increase  of 
{M)p«ktion  and  the  reduction  of  the  rate  of 
duty,  the  total  consumption  of  wine  and 
the  total  prodoce  of  the  wine  duties  have 
diminkhed  since  Ae  early  years  of  this 
centnry.  I  think,  then,  it  roliows  incon- 
teslably  from  these  figures,  that  in  the  case 
•f  wine  we  are  not  to  expect  the  ordinary 
results  to  ensue  from  a  reduction  in  thb 
doty,  because  there  are  here  evidently 
other  causes  in  operation  beyond  the  raer^ 
pressure  of  the  Customs*  duty.  Those 
eansea  are  undoubtedly  to  be  sought  in  the 
great  change  of  tastes  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  upper  classes  of  society  with 
respect  to  the  consumption  of  wine  and 
the  greater  sobriety  of  their  habits  ;  and 
it  is  only  by  taking  those  generally  opera- 
tive causes  into  consideration  that  it  is  pos- 
siUe  to  account  for  the  phenomena  which 
are  presented  by  the  consumption  of  wine 
in  this  country.  I  now  come  to  speak 
more  particularly  with  reference  to  French 
winct  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Pon- 
tefnct  adverted.  In  1854,  notwithstand- 
ing the  e^fuality  of  the  duty  upon  all  foreign 
wines,  the  proportionate  importations  of  fo- 
reign wines  from  different  coontries  stood 
to  oae  another  as  follows: — Of  French 
wine  the  percentage  of  total  imports  was 
only  8  I'lOth,  of  Portuguese  wine  it  was 
36  6-lOthB,  of  Spanish  it  was  38  3-lOths, 
and  of  Sicilian  it  was  11  1-lOth  ;  so  that 
the  importation  of  Sicilian  wines  appears 
to  be  greater  than  that  of  French  wines. 
These  figures,  taken  together  with  the 
progress  which  has  been  made  in  the  con- 
sumption of  difierent  sorts  of  wine  since 
the  equalisation  of  the  duty^  seem  to  show 
that  there  is  a  decided  taste  in  this  country 
in  favour- of  the  stronger  sorts  of  wine  of 
Spain  and  Portugal.  In  1831,  when  the 
eqnalisation  of  duty  took  place,  the  pro- 
portionate consumption  was  as  follows  :— 


Of  Portuguese  wine  43  per  eent^  of  French 
wine  4  per  cent,  and  of  Spanish  wine  33 
per  cent.  In  1854,  these  proportions  stood 
as  I  have  already  enumerated  them,  so 
that  the  increase -of  Spanish  wine  had 
exceeded  that  of  French  wine,  notwith- 
standing the  equalisation  of  the  duties. 
It  seems  to  me  to  follow  from  this  com- 
parison, that  no  considerable  part  of  the  re- 
duction in  the  coaeumption  of  wine  at  the 
present  time,  as  compared  with  the  early 
years  of  this  century,  can  be  attributed 
to  fiscal  causes ;  and  it  also  follows  that, 
inasmuch  as  the  equalisation  of  the  duties 
on  the  weak  and  strong  wines  of  the  Con- 
tinent has  failed  to  produce  any  remark- 
able increase  in  the  consumption  of  weak 
wines,  we  cannot  expect  that  a  further 
reduction  would  be  attended  with  the  ef- 
fect which  the  hon.  Member  anticipates. 
There  is  only  one  case  in  which  that  re- 
duction could  be  expected  to  produce  any 
very  important  result,  that  is  to  say,  if  the 
reduction  were  carried  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  come  into  competition  with  the  con- 
sunfption  of  British  spirits  and  other  fer- 
mented liquors  produced  in  this  country. 
It  is  necessary  as  our  fiscal  system  is  now 
arranged  that  the  duty  on  wine  ahould 
bear  some  reference  to  &e  duty  on  spirits, 
on  which  so  large  a  portion  of  our  revenue 
depends ;  and  if  the  duty  on  wine  be  car- 
ried to  80  low  a  point  as  to  make  it  cheap- 
er to  consume  foreign  wine  than  colonial 
or  foreign  or  British  spirits*  or  even  beer, 
then  nndonbtedly  the  consumption  of  weak 
wines  would  be  greatly  increased  in  this 
country ;  but,  then,  let  me  remind  the 
House  that  the  duties  npon  those  other 
classes  Of  fermented  beverages  would,  in 
fact,  operate  as  a  protective  duty  npon 
wine,  and  wine  would  be  introduced  into 
this  country  under  cover  of  a  dispropor- 
tionate duty  upon  spirits  and  beer.  But, 
so  long  as  a  doe  proportion  is  observed 
in  the  rate  of  duties  upon  those  different 
classes  of  fermented  liquors,  whether  pro- 
duced in  this  country  or  imported  from 
abroad,  I  believe  that  it  is  vain  to  ex- 
pect that  any  considerable  quantity  of  the 
weaker  wines  of  the  Continent  will  be 
consumed  in  this  country.  There  is  one 
other  point  to  whi^  I  must  advert  before 
concluding  my  remains  upon  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Qentleman.  It  is  a  proposition 
which  has  been  often  made  to  substitute 
for  the  present  duty,  which  is  equal  upon 
all  classes  and  qualities  of  wine,  an  ad 
fMlorem  duty.  Attempts  have  been  made 
with    regard  to  other  great  articles  of 
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consomption,  to  impose  ad  valorem  duties 
upon  equitable  principles,  but  hare  proved 
unsuccessful.  Both  before  and  since  I 
entered  on  my  present  office  inquiries  were 
instituted  by  the  department  of  Customs, 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  devise  any  means  of 
imposing  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  wine. 
None  has  yet  been  contrived;  and  I  be- 
lieve it  impossible  to  devise  any  system  by 
which  the  quality  of  wine  can  be  ascertain- 
ed with  so  much  accuracy  as  to  prevent 
fraud,  and  to  enable  the  Government,  with- 
out a  tedious  and  vexatious  process,  which 
would  be  far  more  injurious  to  the  importer 
than  the  present  state  of  the  law,*  to  impose 
ad  fMlorem  duties.  If,  then,  it  be  admitted 
that  it  is  impossible  to  impose  a  duty  upon 
wine  on  the  ad  valorem  principle,  the  only 
means  by  which  the  inferior  wines  of  the 
Continent  can  be  admitted  into  this  coun- 
try, on  such  terms  as  would  meet  the  if  iews 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  would  be  to  lower 
the  duty  to  a  point  which  would  practically 
make  cheap  wine  a  substitute  for  spirits 
and  beer,  and  which  would,  as  I  have  pre- 
viously observed,  subject  them  to  an  unfair 
competition.  I  quite  appreciate  the  force 
of  the  arguments  brought  forward  by  the 
bon.  Gentleman  wiih  respect  to  our  rela- 
tions with  France,  and  I  wish  that  it  were 
in  my  power  to  look  forward  with  any  hope 
to  our  being  able  at  an  early  period — with 
reference  to  the  great  amount  of  revenue 
which  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  raise — to 
place  our  duty  on  foreign  wine  at  such 
a  point  as  would  materially  increase  our 
relations  with  our  continental  neighbours. 
That  is  a  consummation  much  to  be  de- 
sired. I  cannot,  however,  say  at  present 
that  it  appears  to  me  we  can  look  forward 
to  its  immediate  occurrence  with  any  very 
sanguine  hopes,  bnt  in  the  meantime  we 
have  this  consolation  in  reviewing  our  fis- 
cal system,  that,  however  the  lai^e  amount 
of  our  expenditure  may  render  it  necessary 
to  maintain  rates  of  duty  upon  some  arti- 
cles of  domestic  production,  and  on  some 
articles  which  we  import  that  are  inconve- 
niently high,  and  which  we  would  be  glad 
to  reduce,  yet,  nevertheless,  our  fiscal  sys- 
tem is  now  framed  upon  equitable  princi- 
ples. It  favours  no  one  class  of  the  com- 
munity at  the  expense  of  another  class — 
it  favours  no  one  foreign  nation  at  the  ex- 
pense of  another  foreign  natioa — it  favours 
no  class  of  importers  at  the  expense  of  an- 
other class  of  importers — it  is  equal  to  all, 
whether  foreigners  or  natives,  and  when- 
ever it  may  happen  that  a  great  increase 
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in  our  wealth  and  consumption,  and  a  pos- 
sible reduction  of  expenditure,  may  enable 
us  to  reduce  the  rates  of  some  of  those 
duties,  we  may  then  have  an  opportunity 
of  holding  out  to  the  taxpayers  a  prospect 
which,  under  the  present  circumstances  of 
the  country,  I  fear  it  would  be  an  illusion 
for  us  to  expect  within  any  period  likely 
soon  to  occur.  After  these  explanations, 
I  trust  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think 
it  necessary  to  divide  the  House  upon  this 
occasion. 

Mil.  PELLATT  said,  he  wished  to  in- 
funn  the  House  that  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest of  the  Potteries  warmly  sympathised 
with  til  is  Motion  ;  they  felt  that  a  large 
portion  of  their  trade  was  at  stake  in  it, 
and  were  anxious  that  something  should 
be  done  in  order  to  extend  their  connec- 
tions with  France.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
must  confess  that  the  people  of  France 
viewed  our  free-trade  principles  with  sus- 
picion ;  they  could  not  believe  us  sincere 
while  we  kept  up  these  heavy  duties  on 
their  light  wines,  which  we  professed  so 
much  to  want.  He  hoped  the  time  was 
not  far  distant  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
be  able  to  hold  out  brighter  hopes  than  he 
had  done  on  the  present  occasion. 

Mb.  p.  0*BRIEN  said,  he  thought  that 
they  ought  to  look  to  home  and  reduce  the 
malt  duty,  if  they  reduced  duties  in  favour 
of  the  merchants  of  France,  Spain,  and 
Portugal.  The  object  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Oiiveira)  was  no  doubt  a  Inti- 
mate one,  but  if  the  duties  on  wine  were 
reduced^  taxes  must  be  laid  on  the  people 
in  another  shape,  to  make  up  the  defi- 
ciencies in  the  revenue.  He  thought  that 
all  that  was  said  about  strengthening  the 
*' bondi  of  alliance"  with  foreign  coun- 
tries was  only  fine  talk.  Let  foreign  mer- 
chants meet  the  English  half  way,  and 
then  they  might  talk  of  universal  free 
trade.  Some  of  those  cheap  wines  of  which 
so  much  had  been  said,  were  very  sour 
wines,  and  he  thought  that  the  people  of 
this  country  would  prefer  drinking  the 
pale  ale  manufactured  by  a  Member  of  that 
House  to  drinking  those  foreign  wines,  for 
which  they  had  not  yet  cultivated  a  taste. 
In  the  absence  of  any  popular  agitation 
upon  the  subject,  he  thought  it  was  prema- 
ture to  call  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  sacrifice  so  large  an  omoant 
of  revenue  as  an  alteration  of  the  vine 
duties  would  entail. 

Mr.  BRAMLEY- MOORE:*    Sir.    I 
entirely  concur  in  the  observations  which 
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ha?e  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequer,  on  the 
financial  part  of  this  question,  and  will  not 
go  over  the  same  ground.  I  should  not, 
Sir,  have  offered  myself  to  the  notice  of 
the  House,  but  for  the  remarks  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.  A. 
Pellatt),  and  my  hon.  Friend  below  me 
(Mr.  Oliveira),  which  render  it  necessary 
for  some  one  to  point  out  the  disadvan- 
tages which  this  country  labours  under 
in  its  commercial  relations  with  France, 
Spain,  and  Portugal. 

My  hon.  Friend  has  given  the  House  an 
elaborate  stat^^ment  of  the  progress  of  the 
wine  trade  from  an  early  period,  and  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  the  consumption 
has  increased  when  reductions  of  duty  had 
been  effected.  Now,  it  is  a  verv  remark- 
able  fact  that  there  has  been  little  varia- 
tion in  the  consumption  of  wine,  and  that 
it  has  not  been  affected  by  the  reduction 
of  duties.  When  Mr.  iluskiason  reduced 
the  duty  in  1825,  there  was  no  increase  of 
consumption,  and  it  has  continued  with 
litUe  variation  from  that  time  to  the  pre- 
sent day ;  and  if  you  will  take  into  the 
calculation  the  increase  of  our  population, 
the  consumption  of  wine  has  actually  di- 
minished. The  following  is  the  official 
return  of  wine  retained  for  consump- 
tion : — 


stood  him  to  quote  the  duty  for  the  year 
past ;  however,  1  give  the  latest  return 
for  the  past  year,  when  it  amounled  to  the 
sum  I  have  named,  £6.767,000.  This 
sum  exceeds  the  duty  on  wine  more  than 
threefold;  and  malt  is  consumed  mainly 
by  the  poorer  classes.  I  submit  it  has 
stronger  claims  than  wine  on  the  sym- 
pathy of  this  House  for  reduction.  The 
consumption  of  malt,  owing  to  the  in- 
creased duties,  is  less  than  it  was  fifteen 
years  ago. 


Amount  of 

Bushels. 

Rate  of  Duty. 

Duty. 

1841 

30,164.448 

2«.  7d.  and 

£4,880,253 

1845 

86,546,000 

5  per  cent. 

4,987,969 

1846 

42,097.085 

>» 

5,691,142 

1850 

40,744,752 

»t 

5,511,441 

1854 

30,810,860 

4«. 

6,042,888 

1865 

88,887,564 

•> 

6,767,076 

1825 
1880 
1831 
1835 
1840 
1845 
1850 
1855 


Duty  reduced  to 

5«.  ed. 

Duty  5«.  9d. 


Gallons.  Duty  paid. 
8,009,542  £1,815,058 
6,484,445       1,861,607 


ft 


6,212,264 
6,420,842 
6,558,992 
6,786,181 
6,437.222 


1,856,208 
1,691,582 
1,872,799 
1.787.560 
1,824,467 


6,296,439  Duty  not  ret. 


Wine  is  consumed  by  the  rich,  and  those 
who  can  well  afford  to  pay  for  it;  it  is 
therefore  to  my  mind  a  proper  article  for 
taxation.  And  before  we  meddle  with  the 
duty  on  wine,  we  must  do  an  act  of  justice 
to  the  labouring  classes  and  mechanics  at 
home,  by  reducing  the  duty  on  malt,  which 
affects  the  price  of  those  really  national 
beverages  which  are  used  by  all  in  the 
ehape  of  beer  and  porter. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  stated  the  duty  on 
malt  to  bo  only  £5,690,000 ;  but.  Sir,  I 
heg  to  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
duty  paid  on  malt  for  the  past  year  (ac- 
cording to  a  Return  lately  mado  to  this 
House),  was  £6.767.000.  [Here  the 
Chanckllor  rose  and  intimated  that  he 
quoted  the  duty  for  1853.]  I  beg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon  ;  I  under- 

VOL.  CXLIIl.     [third  sekies.] 


I  now  come.  Sir,  to  our  commercial  rela- 
tions, and  will  begin  with  France.  France 
has  no  claim  upon  us  for  further  conces* 
sions  in  the  way  of  reduction  of  duties, 
and  it  is  a  delusion  to  suppose  we  can 
extend  our  commerce  by  t'educing  the  duty 
on  wine,  or  thereby  induce,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  would  lead  you  to  suppose,  France 
to  relax  her  fiscal  system,  and  adopt  a 
more  liberal  commercial  policy.  It  is  Eng- 
land who  ought  to  Qsk  this  of  France,  that 
she  should  give  something  in  return  by 
way  of  reciprocity  for  the  advantages  we 
hare  conceded.  We  have  thrown  open  the 
whole  of  our  trade  to  France ;  she  can 
trade  to  all  our  Colonies  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  we  do  ourselves ;  she  can  compete 
with  us  in  our  colonial  markets  on  equal 
terms ;  and  she  can  bring  produce  from 
our  Colonies  or  any  part  of  the  world  to 
England  on  the  same  footing  as  we  can 
do.  I  ask,  can  we  do  the  same  to  France? 
If  I,  as  a  British  merchant,  wish  to  import 
sugar  or  coffee  into  France  from  South 
America,  Ceylon,  or  any  other  country 
under  the  British  flag,  I  am  subjected  to 
differential  duties,  and  so  prohibitory  in 
their  operation  as  to  exclude  British  ship- 
ping. In  addition  to  a  large  differential 
tonnage  duty  on  the  ship,  there  is  on  the 
cargo  in  British  bottoms  a  difference  vary- 
ing from  15  to  more  than  100  per  cent. 
Thus  I,  as  British  shipowner,  am  excluded 
from  the  valuable  carrying  trade  of  La- 
guira,  St.  Domingo,  Costa  Rica,  and  even 
our  own  Colonies,  into  France. 

In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark (Mr.  A.  Pellatt),  that  if  we  reduce 
the  duty  on  French  wine,  we  might  induce 
France  to  receive  our  pottery  and  cutlery 
on  more  favourable  terms,  I  beg  of  the 
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House  not  to  be  deluded  bj  any  such 
arguments.  We  admit  into  England  all 
French  manufactures,  at  merely  nominal 
duties,  and  ber  trade  with  England  has 
increased  since  1843,  from  £2,500.000  to 
£10,500,000.  and  nearly  all  in  a  highly 
manufactured  state ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  our  exports  to  France  remain  almost 
stationary,  being  now  only  about  3,000,000, 
and  consisting  mainly  of  coal,  unwrought 
copper,  China  clay,  wool,  and  other  arti- 
cles, on  which  very  little  skilled  labour  has 
been  employed. 

I  submit,  it  is  for  France  to  make  con- 
cessions, and  meet  us  in  a  spirit  of  reci- 
procity ;  ber  people  want  our  pottery, 
cutlery,  and  cottons;  and  at  reasonable 
duties — we  should  have  a  large  accession 
to  our  trade,  and  the  advantages  be  mu- 
tual. 

1  now  come  briefly  to  notice  our  rela- 
tions with  Spain.  Spanish  ships  enjoy  all 
the  advantages  of  tiie  British  flag,  both 
with  regard  to  imports  and  exports  to 
England,  our  Colonies,  and  all  parts  of  the 
world,  but  Spain  concedes  nothing  in  re- 
turn. You  will  find  a  British  ship  loading 
side  by  side  with  a  Spanish  ship  for  Spain, 
Cuba,  or  Manilla  ;  the  Spanish  ship  ob- 
tains 60«.  to  70«.  freight  per  ton,  and  the 
British  ship  only  2bs,  to  30«.  per  ton, 
owing  to  the  differential  duties  levied  on 
the  cargoes  at  the  port  of  discharge.  1 
ask,  is  this  right,  that  wiiile  we  place 
Spanish  vessels,  in  all  respects,  on  the 
same  footing  as  British  ships,  that  I,  as  a 
British  shipowner,  should  be  compelled  to 
accept  a  freight  so  much  lower  than  the 
Spaniard,  in  our  own  docks?  Here,  I  say, 
we  should  ask  for  more  liheralitv  from 
Spain,  before  we  make  further  and  un- 
oalled-for  concessions. 

With  regard  to  Portugal,  we  are  her 
best  customers  ;  and  notwithstanding  that 
we  place  Portuguese  ships  and  produce  on 
an  equality  with  British  ships  from  our  Co- 
lonies and  all  parts  of  the  world,  yet  she 
imposes  (according  to  the  evidence  before 
the  Select  Committee  of  this  House)  a  duty 
of  £6  per  pipe  on  wine  exported  to  Eng- 
land, and  only  6d,  per  pipe  to  the  United 
States,  thus  making  the  export  duty  to 
England  240  times  more  than  to  the  United 
States.  My  hon.  Friend  says,  this  has 
been  lately  reduced  ;  1  give  it  as  1  find 
it  in  Mr.  Forester's  evidence  before  the 
Wine  Committee,  page  14. 

The  average  exports  from  Portugal,  for 
)iine  years,  amount  to  33,337  pipes  of 
wine;    of  these  22,861   come   to   Great 

Mr,  Bramley- Moore 


Britain  ;  1,917  to  the  continent  of  Europe; 
and  8,559  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  Thus 
Great  Britain  takes  two-thirds  of  the  en- 
tire exports  of  wine  from  Portugal,  or 
twelve  times  more  than  the  continent  of 
Europe. 

I  therefore  submit,  before  we  make  far- 
ther reductions  on  wine,  we  ought  to  re- 
quire some  relaxation  in  favour  of  the  high 
fiscal  duties  on  our  manufactures,  going  to 
Portugal.  The  effect  of  lowering  this  duty 
would  be  to  raise  the  price  in  Portugal  and 
increase  adulteration,  the  production  not 
being  equal  to  the  demand  in  its  pure 
state.  I  repudiate  protection  in  ships  and 
manufactures,  and  ask  for  free  trade  and 
reciprocity.  British  energy  and  industry 
will  do  the  rest. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  urges  upon  the 
consideration  of  the  House  the  moral  ad- 
vantages which  will  result ;  and  how  it 
would  improve  the  condition  of  the  labour- 
ing classes,  if  the  duty  were  reduced  to 
Is.,  and  the  lower  descriptions  of  wine 
thereby  brought  into  general  consumption. 
This  could  only  be  done  at  the  sacrifice  of 
the  malt  duty.  But  the  evidence  runs 
quite  in  a  contrary  direction,  and  wit- 
nesses of  the  highest  respectability  give  it 
as  their  opinion,  that  the  working  classes 
would  not  drink  the  low -class  wines, 
and  that  they  would  prefer  beer.  With 
the  permission  of  the  House,  1  will  read 
one  or  two  extracts  from  the  evidence. 
Mr.  Maxwell,  upwards  of  twenty  years  in 
business,  says  at  page  446,  vol.  i. : — 

"  I  place  the  Urge  class  of  tradesmen  with  the 
bankers  and  merchants,  and  gentlemen  of  prirate 
fortunes.  The  next  would  be  the  respectabl* 
shopkeepers.  It  is  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that 
thejT  do  not  take  wine  ;  thej  take  a  considerable 
quantity  of  wine  now.  There  might  be  a  sm.tU 
increased  consumption  then,  at  a  lower  duty,  bot 
not  verj  great.  Then  the  next  class  will  be  the 
lowest  class,  the  million  if  I  may  so  express  it ; 
and  I  can  safely  give  an  opinion,  after  some  little 
experience  and  consideration  of  the  subject,  that 
I  do  not  belie? e  that  they  would  drink  the  class 
of  wines  you  could  sell  them  at  a  very  low  price  ; 
and  they  would  be  exceedingly  foolish  if  thej  did, 
to  take  it  in  preference  to  goMi  beer.  I  can  mentioa 
one  or  two  nets,  which  have  often  struck  me  in 
my  own  business.  We  have  a  number  of  people 
coming  into  our  counting-house  in  the  day,  of  the 
lower  class  of  carmen,  and  that  class  of  men.  U  is 
almost  universal  for  them  to  ask  for  somethior  ^ 
drink.  If  you  offer  them  a  glass  of  wine,  1  hav« 
known  them  refuse  it ;  they  have  often  said  to  me, 
*  Give  me  threepence  to  buy  a  pot  of  beer,  and  1 
would  be  much  obliged  to  you.'  Tbenaniin.  I 
have  actually  heard  it  stated,  I  will  not  vouch  for 
it  being  the  fiust,  but  I  believe  it  is  the  case,  we 
are  very  liable  to  pillage,  and  our  men  will  take 
the  wine ;  but  if  you  put  beer  in  the  cellar,  ibej 
will  take  the  beer  in  preference  to  the  vine* 
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though  they  may  take  the  flnert  wine  in  the 
cellar ;  that  is  the  positive  hot.  And  if  you 
come  to  this  class  of  wine— I  have  not  attended 
this  examination  much,  and  do  not  know  the 
views  the  gentlemen  moving  in  the  matter  take 
— but  if  you  come  to  introduce  this  class  of  wine, 
it  would  turn  out  a  complete  failure ;  and  at  the 
very  low  duty  they  propose,  I  believe  the  revenue 
i^uld  suffer  greatly." 

He  says  there  is  a  diminished  consumption 
of  wine  in  the  navj.  Mr.  Hart,  page  427, 
Bays — 

**  nis*  house  has  been  established  a  century. 
He  does  not  think  the  labouring  classes  would 
consume  low-class  wines  duty  free  ;  always  found 
men  prefer  a  glass  of  beer ;  has  seen  it  in  hun- 
dreds of  instances  ;  they  prefer  ale  or  porter ;  there 
is  more  nature  in  it  ;  foreigners  prefer  it  to  their 
low  wines  ;  they  drink  low  wines  In  their  own 
country,  because  they  con  get  nothing  better.'* 

Mr.  Bushell,  page  753,  says — *•  Low- 
class  wines  would  not  be  consumed  at  any 
duty  ;  labouring  men  prefer  beer." 

I  might  quote  many  other  instances, 
but  will  not  trespass  on  the  patience  of  the 
House. 

I  think  I   have  shown   that  low-class 

wines  would  meet  with  no  favour  in  this 

country  ;  and  if  the  duty  were  reduced  to 

]«.,  it  would  be  the  means  of  introducing 

brandy  at  this  rate,  partly  under  the  guise 

of  wines,  and  the  increased  quantity  which 

would  be  used  in  the  bonded  vaults,  to 

strengthen  the  poor  wines  to  make  tbem 

keep.    But,  Sir,  I  will  prove  to  the  House, 

from  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 

wbo  makes  this  Motion,  that  wines  may  be 

imported  at  a  very  moderate  cost.    The 

lion.  Gentleman  (Mr.    Oliveira)  tells   the 

Committee,  at  page  254,  vol.  i. — 

**  I  am  myself  in  the  habit  of  importing  for  my 
own  private  use  and  that  of  some  friends,  who 
like  those  wines,  considerable  quantities,  and  I 
find  that  the  cost  price  is  about  20s.  a  dozen, 
iBvith  the  present  duty.  In  consequence  of  some 
correspondence  with  my  cousin,  the  late  Count 
Tojal,  an  arrangement  was  made,  by  which  I  im- 
ported them  at  £6  5t.  per  case  of  three  dozens, 
which  returned  a  very  large  profit,  nearly  60  per 


fMr.  Ouvsiba:  That  is  quite  correct.] 
Very  well,  if  tbe  bon.  Gentleman  will  con- 
teot  himself  with  more  moderate  profits 
than  50  per  cent,  and  be  satisfied  with  a 
remuneration  of  something  like  8  or  10 
per  cent,  he  may,  if  he  please,  introduce 
wine  At  a  very  reasonable  price  for  gene- 
ral consumption. 

I  will  not  trespass  further  on  the  time 
of  the  House,  and  beg  to  thank  the  House 
for  itB  indulgence,  and  the  patient  hearing 
which  bas  been  given  me. 

Mr.  OLIYEIR^,  in  reply,  said  that, 


after  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, he  should  not  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

REFORMATORIES  FOR  PENITENT 
FEMALES. 
Mr.  biggs  said,  he  rose  to  move —    . 

"  That  this  House  will  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  to  consider  the  propriety  of  granting 
sums  in  aid  of  any  reformatories  for  penitent 
females  at  present  existing,  or  that  may  hereafter 
be  established. " 

The  question  in  connection  with  which  he 
begged  to  submit  the  present  Motion  to 
tbe  House  was  one  of  great  importance, 
and  of  which  he  could  not  but  express  his 
regret  that  it  had  not  been  brought  beforo 
Parliament  at  an  earlier  period.  In  order 
to  entile  his  Motion  to  some  chance  of 
success  he  had  taken  the  trouble  of  mak- 
ing inquiries  of  the  various  reformatories 
throughout  the  kingdom,  and  he  found 
that  those  institutions  were  altogether  sup- 
ported by  the  munificent  donations  of  pri- 
vate individuals,  but  he  was  sorry  to  add 
that  the  funds  thus  raised  were  utterly  in- 
adequate to  the  requirements  of  the  class 
for  whose  benefit  they  were  destined.  He 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  a  Christian 
Legislature  to  come  forward  under  such 
circumstances,  and  to  meet  so  great  a 
social  want.  Institutions  and  hospitals  for 
the  reception  of  tbe  sufferers  from  almost 
every  form  of  human  infirmity  were  well 
and  fairly  supported,  but  he  feared  that 
the  very  nature  of  the  establishments  to 
which  he  desired  to  call  attention  pre* 
vented  the  pure  and  virtuous  from  taking 
any  active  share  in  their  support.  From 
the  very  peculiar  nature  of  the  subject  the 
generality  of  people  appeared  afraid  to 
enter  into  it.  It  was  an  ascertained  fact 
that  in  this  metropolis  alone  there  were 
20,000  unfortunate  women,  whose  lives 
were  a  cause  of  disease  and  demoralisation 
to  others,  a  curse  to  themselves,  and  a 
pest  to  society ;  and  the  number  in  provin- 
cial towns  was,  no  doubt,  equally  large  in 
proportion.  Thousands  of  those  unfor- 
tunate creatures,  he  found,  made  unavail- 
ing application  for  admission  to  reforma- 
tories, which  were  unable  to  receive  them 
on  account  of  the  want  of  funds,  and  they 
thus  were  forced  to  the  alternative  of  con- 
tinuing a  course  of  life  which  they  had  en- 
deavoured to  abandon.  Could  the  expen- 
diture of  a  few  thousands  on  the  part  of 
the  Legislature  be  questioned  when  it  was 
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known  that  for  the  want  of  it  tfaoae  out- 
easts  of  society  were  yearly  dying  by  thou* 
sandd,  ignored,  unnoticed,  and  unknown? 
It  WAS  a  fact  established  by  hospital  re- 
turns, and  confirmed  by  the  experience  of 
medical  men,  that  the  average  duration  of 
life  amongst  the  unfortunate  class  to  which 
he  referred  was  from  five  to  seven  years. 
Assuming  it  to  be  seven  years,  they  would 
have  a  mortality  in  London  alono  amount- 
ing  to  3,000  per  annum,  and  throughout 
tho  country  to  something  like  20,0()0  or 
30,000.  In  London  there  were  but  eighteen 
reformatories  ;  in  the  provinces,  about 
twenty — a  number,  even  supposing  them 
to  be  well  supported — a  supposition  which 
was  At  variance  with  facts — utterly  inade- 
quate to  tho  numbers  he  had  quoted.  Dur- 
ing the  year  1855,  no  leas  than  2,598 
applications  for  admission  into  the  institu- 
tions of  London  had  been  refused  on  ac- 
count of  want  of  funds.  Such  a  state  of 
things  was  frightful  to  contemplate,  and 
ought,  if  possible,  to  bo  put  an  end  to. 
There  was  one  institution  in  London,  the 
London  Society,  for  the  protection  of 
women,  in  which  the  girls  were  under  fif- 
teen years  of  age,  and  which,  under  the 
name  of  a  schoul,  received  a  grant  from 
the  State,  and  why  should  not  women  of  a 
more  odvanced  age  receive  similar  ossist- 
once  to  enable  them  to  return  to  the  paths 
4)f  virtue?  To  prove  that  the  general  opi- 
nion entertained  as  to  the  utter  depravity 
of  these  unfortunate  women  was  an  crru- 
fieous  one,  he  might  mentiuii  that  in  the 
existing  institutions  a  considerable  amount 
of  the  expenses  connected  with  them  was 
defrayed  by  the  labour  of  the  inmates ;  and 
At  was  his  intention,  if  the  House  agreed  to 
bis  Motion,  to  move  a  Resolution  the  eti'oct 
>of  which  would  be  that  reformatory  insti- 
itttions  already  in  existence,  or  which  might 
hereafter  be  established,  should  have  a 
right  to  claim  from  the  State  for  their 
support  a  fium  equal  to  that  which  was 
raised  by  voluntary  efforts.  If,  at  that 
late  period  of  the  Session,  he  did  not  suc- 
ceed in  carrying  his  Motion  he  would, 
at  least,  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing 
that  he  was  the  first  to  moot  a  question 
which  must  recommend  itself  to  the  bene- 
volence of  all.  He  could  only  say  that  ho 
intended  to  bring  the  subject  before  the 
House  again  and  again,  until  he  succeeded 
in  making  a  favourable  impression. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  Motion 
must  come  with  a  recommendation  from 
the  Crown.     It  was  therefore  out  of  order, 
and  could  not  be  proceeded  witlu 
Mr.  Biggs 


GENERAL  BEATSON. 
Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  rose  to  move 
for  a  copy  of  the  correspondence  between 
the  Minister  at  War  and  General  Bcatsun, 
as  to  certain  charges  preferred  against  that 
oflicer.     The  question  connected  with  this 
correspondence  involved  the  conduct  of  a 
general  officer  who  had  served  for  thirty- 
five  years  in  the  British  service,  who  had 
gained  tho  gold  medal,  and  had  six  times 
received  the  thonks  of  his  country  for  his 
distinguished  services  in  the  field.     The 
facts  connected  with  the  case  were  as  fol- 
lows :  —  Last  year  the  Government  bad 
deemed  it  necessary  to  raise  a  corps  of 
Turkish  troops,  and  selected  to  command 
them  an  officer  who  was  well  acquainted 
with  Asiatic  customs.     General  Beataoa 
was  the  officer  who  had  attained  this  high 
distinction.     Tho  corps  of  Bashi  Bazoiike, 
known  as  Beatson's  Horse,  were  ultimately 
placed  under  tho  command  of  General  Vi- 
vian.    General  Beatson  was  recalled,  and 
when  he  left  the  country  there  were  acca- 
sations  made  against  his  conduct  after  he 
had  received  orders  to  deliver  up  the  troops 
to  General  Vivian,  which,  if  true,  subjected 
him  to  the  punishment  of  death.     On  the 
5th  of  March,  General  Vivian  wrote  to 
Lord  Pan  more  referring  to  those  charges. 
The  first  was  that  he  had  endeavoured  to 
excite  mutiny  amongst  the  officers  and  men 
under  his  command  ;  the  second  was,  that 
he  had  sent  out  a  "  round  robin  "  amongst 
the  men,  with  a  view  of  obliging  the  Go- 
vernment to  re-appoint  him  to  the  com- 
mand.   General  Vivian  thought  it  his  duty 
to  forward  those  charges  to  the  Govern- 
ment, with  a  view,  not  only  to  the  good  of 
the  service,  but  also  in  justice  to  General 
Beatson  himself.     The  Government  direct* 
ed   a   Court  of    Inquiry  to  assemble  at 
Schumla  to  investigate  those  charges,  and 
that  Court  of  Inquiry  took  place  altogether 
unknown  to  General  Beatson.     Now,  he 
(Colonel  Dunne)  must  complain  that  that 
was  a  course  which  had  never  before  been 
followed  in   the  British  service.     On  the 
5th  of  March   this  inquiry  was  entered 
upon,  and  on  the  6th  of  April  the  Court 
sent  forward  its  Report.    General  Beatson, 
up  to  that  time,  knew  nothing  whatever  of 
thecbarges  that  had  been  made  against  bioj. 
It  was  not  until  the  17th  of  May  that,  at 
General  Vivian's  suggestion,  a  copy  of  the 
charges  was  sent  to  him.     Now,  it  va6  the 
fact  of  this  secrecy  of  which  he  (Colonel 
Dunne)  complained.      Nothing,  however, 
resulted  from  this  Court  of  Inquiry,  sod 
General  Beatson  did  not  ^o  this  hour  koow 
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ix'hetber  he  was  considered  gniltj,  or  iras 
absolved  from   tlieac  clmrjrcs.      Now,  he 
would  ask,  W08  thnt  fair,  cither  to  himself, 
or  to  the  profcfision  to  which  he  belonged  ? 
lie  .(Colonel  Dunne)  supposed  that  the  Go- 
Temmcnt  considered  that  the  charges  were 
absurd,  been  use,  if  they  had  believed  them 
to  have  the  slightest  colour,  they  oup[ht  to 
have  brought  General  Beatson  to  trial  before 
a  court-martial.     Thoy  had,  however,  done 
nothing  ;  they  had  only  refused  to  give  to 
General  Beatson  a  fair  acquittal,  and  to 
acknowledge  that  they  were  in  error.     He 
should  therefore  move  that  the  whole  of 
the  correspondence  should  be  laid  upon  the 
table  and  given  to  the  public.     General 
Beatson  was  ready  to  meet  the  charges. 
He  had  over  and  over  agnin  written  to  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment, but  could  get  no  satisfaction.     The 
first  charge  was  that  General  Beatson  had 
incited  two  colonels  to  mutin}*.     General 
Beatson  had  written  to  both  these  officers, 
and  from  their   letters   it  appeared  that 
there  was  no  foundation  for  that  charge. 
If    General   Beatson   was  guilty  of    the 
charges  brought  against  him,  the  papers 
ought  to  be  laid  on  the  table  that  he 
might  receive  the  condemnation  which  be 
would  deserve.     If,  on  the  other  liand,  he 
was  innocent,  a  brave  and  distinguished 
officer  ought  not  to  be  kept  in  ignorance 
of  who  were  his  accusers,  but  should  have 
the  fullest  opportunity  of  clearing  himself 
from  the  false  and  malicious  accusations 
brought  against  him.      He  therefore  de- 
manded, as  a  simple  act  of  justice  to  Ge- 
neral Beatson,  that  this  extraordinary  cor- 
respondence should  be  at  once  produced, 
and  the  whole  case  against  him  placed  be- 
fore the  world. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  Thtkt  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler 
Mnjestj,  that  She  Trill  be  graciousljr  pleased  to 
piye  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  i 
House,  a  Copy  of  the  Correspondence  between  | 
the  Minister  at  War  and  General  Beatson,  lately 
cxnplojred  as  Commander  of  a  Turkish  Contin- 
pcnt,  as  to  certain  charges  preferred  against  that 
Officer." 

Mb.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  correctly 
stated  the  nature  of  the  employment  which 
had  been  given  by  the  Government  to  Ge- 
neral Beatson.  That  officer  was  instructed 
to  raise  a  body  of  irregular  cavalry  in  Asia 
Minor,  Syria,  Bulgnria,  and  Albania,  and 
to  take  the  command  of  the  men  when 
raiaed.     That  force  first  came  under  the 


command  of  General  Bentson  in  the  month 
of  June;  but  in  the  September  following 
it  was  deemed  expedient  that  it  should 
form  part  of  the  Turkish  Contingent  under 
General  Vivian,  and  that  another  body  of 
irregular  cavalry  should  be  placed  under 
General  Beatson.     The  charges  brouglit 
against  General  Beatson  were  connected 
with    this    transfer   of   his    command    to 
the    officer  who   succeeded   him.      They 
were  to   this  effect  —  that  he  had   insti- 
gated  some  of  the  commanding  officers 
of  the  regimenta  under  him  to  decline  to 
serve  under  any  other  officer  than  himself, 
and  had  sought  to  induce  the  natives  of 
the  force  to  prefer  remaining  under  his 
command  rather  than  that  of  any  other 
person.     These  accusations  were  sent  nnr>. 
nymously  to  General  Vivian,  who  forwarded 
them  to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who 
fi*lt  it  their  duty  to  direct  on  inquiry  into 
the   matter,  with  a  view,  if  possible,  of 
verifying  the  statements  made.     General 
Smitii,  at  Scbumla,  who  was  with  General 
Beatson  on  the  occasion,  was  instructed  to 
set  that  inquiry  afloat.     That  inquiry  did 
take  place,  and  the  statements  of  the  com- 
manding officers  were  forwarded   to  tho 
War  Department.    That  inquiry,  however, 
might  still  be  considered   pending,   inas- 
much  as  the    correspondence    connected 
with  it  had  not  as  yet  closed.     Tho  result, 
however,  of  this  inquiry,  as  far  ns  it  had 
gone,  did  not  justify  the  Government  in 
taking  any   proceedings  against   General 
Beatson.     The  course  taken  by  the  War 
Department .  was   the  obvious   and   usual 
course,  in    instituting   an   inquiry  with  a 
view  merely  of  ascertaining  whether  there 
were  primd  facie  any  grounds   for  tak- 
ing proceedings  against  General  Beatson. 
From   what  had   taken   place   he  appre- 
hended  there  would  be  no   further  pro- 
ceedings in  the  matter.     As,  however,  the 
correspondence  had  not  as  yet  closed,  ho 
could  not  assent  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon« 
and  gallant  Gentleman. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
whether  it  was  usual  to  hold  a  secret  Court 
of  Inquiry  upon  a  British  officer  in  re- 
spect to  charges  contained  in  an  anonymous 
communication?  .  Would  the  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  tell  him  what  was  the  report  of  this 
Court  of  Inquiry?  Ho  (Colonel  Dunne) 
would  venture  to  say  that  such  a  proceeding 
could  not  take  place  in  the  most  absoluto 
army  on  the  Continent — even  in  the  Rus- 
sian armv.  Having  served  in  the  British 
army  since  he  was  a  boy,  he  certainly  nevev 
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thought  that  such  an  occurrence  could  take 
place.  He  considered  that  the  OoTern- 
ment  should  have  sent  to  General  Beatson 
at  once,  nut  only  the  nature  of  the  charj^es 
that  were  to  be  brought  against  him,  but 
the  Report  of  the  Court  when  tbej  had  re- 
ceived it.  Genersl  Beatson  had  applied 
frequently  to  the  War  Department  on  the 
subject,  but  could  get  no  redress  from 
it.  The  country,  he  believed,  would  be 
thoroughly  disgusted  with  the  conduct  of 
the  War  Department  in  the  matter. 
Motion  put  and  negatived. 

CURSITOR  BARON  OF  THE  EXCHEQUER 

BILL. 

The  chancellor  of  the  BXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  begged  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  abolish  the  office  of 
Cursitor  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  vacant 
by  the  decease  of  the  right  hon.  George 
Bankes.  The  duties  of  the  office  were 
of  a  merely  formal  nature,  and  a  small 
salary  was  attached  to  their  performance. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  Viscount 
Palmers  ton. 

Bill  read  i^. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPROPRIATION) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Bill  read  S**. 

Sir  GEORGE  PECHELL  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  whether  the  correspondence 
with  foreign  Governments  relating  to  the 
slave  trade,  in  continuation  of  former  cor- 
respondence on  the  same  subject,  would 
be  laid  upon  the  table  ?  The  services  in 
which  tho  navy  had  recently  been  engaged 
in  the  Black  Sea  and  the  Baltic  had  natu- 
rally diverted  attention  from  the  measures 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
repressing  the  slave  trade  on  the  coasts  of 
Cuba,  Brazil,  and  Africa.  He  would  take 
that  opportunity,  however,  to  express  bis 
acknowledgments  to  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  for  the  ex- 
ertions he  had  made  to  obtain  valuable 
treaties  on  this  subject,  and  also  for  having 
carried  those  treaties  into  effect  by  main- 
taining an  efficient  naval  force  on  the  coasts 
of  Africa  and  Brazil.  Strong  hopes  had 
been  cntertoined,  after  the  engogements 
entered  into  by  Spain  for  the  repression  of 
the  slave  trade,  that  those  engagements 
would  be  faithfully  fulfilled  ;  but  it  had 
been  shown  before  the  Committee  that  had 
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been  moved  for  by  the  late  Mr.  Hume, 
that,  notwithstanding  the  promises  of  the 
Spanish  Government  and  of  the  Captain 
General  of  Cuba,  slavers  were  actaally 
fitted  out  under  the  guns  of  the  Spaoiah 
ships  of  war  at  the  Havannah.  It  was 
notorious,  also,  that  the  Government  of 
Brazil  had  favoared  the  introduction  of 
slaves  into  that  country.  The  British 
cruisers  on  the  coast  of  Cuba  were  enttrelj 
uosnited  to  the  service  on  which  they  were 
employed,  and  they  ought  to  be  replseed 
by  vessels  of  much  lighter  draught  of 
water.  He  would  therefore  beg  to  suggest 
to  the  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty  that 
some  of  the  new  gunboats,  which  were 
peculiarly  adapted  for  that  service,  shoold 
be  stationed  at  Nassau,  in  the  Bahamas, 
and  they  would  be  well  able  to  follow 
slavers  into  the  shallow  waters  of  the  adja- 
cent seas. 

Viscount  PALMERSTONsaid,  he  was 
sure  the  House  was  aware  that  nobody  had 
shown  more  zeal  for  tho  suppression  of 
the  slave  trade  than  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  who  had  just  addressed  them,  and 
he  felt  certain  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  must  feel  a  just  and  commendable 
pride  in  the  reflection  that  soch  eminent 
success  had  attended  the  exertions  in  which 
he  hod  taken  part.  He  thought  the  slave 
trade  might  be  regarded  as  extinct  in 
Brazil,  for  though  attempts  had  been  made 
to  revive  it,  those  attempts  had  not  heen 
attended  with  much  success.  He  tboaght 
we  might  depend  upon  the  Government  of 
Brazil  to  enforce  those  laws  which  had 
been  enacted  for  the  suppression  of  that 
trade.  Those  who  formerly  invested  their 
money  in  this  tn^o  now  employed  it  for 
purposes  of  internal  improvement,  and 
there  was  generally  evinced  throaghoot 
that  country  a  spirit  of  hostility  to  the 
revival  of  the  trade.  There  had,  however, 
been  a  great  mortality  among  the  slave 
population,  and  speculators  from  the 
United  States  had  endeavoured  to  take 
advantage  of  the  circumstance  by  import- 
ing negroes,  but  he  believed  that  verj 
little  success  had  attended  their  efforts. 
With  regard  to  Cuba,  he  was  sorry  to  saj 
that  the  Spanish  Government,  though  pro- 
fuse in  their  assurances  and  liberal  in  their 
orders,  had  not  always  been  so  active  m 
carrying  those  orders  into  effeet  as  might 
be  desired.  The  Captains  General  who 
went  there  usually  did  very  well  for  the 
first  year  or  two,  but  their  virtue  soon 
yielded  to  the  temptations  to  which  thej  i 
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were  ezpo8ed»  and  their  vigilance  relaxed 
80  far  as  to  give  the  slave  dealers  ^consider- 
able advantage.  During  the  late  war  the 
Admiralty  had  withdrawn  from  the  station 
certain  vessels  employed  in  the  snppression 
of  the  slave  trade;  bat  there  were  now  in 
the  navy  vessels  well  calculated  for  that 
service  ;  and  he  could  assure  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  was  anxious  to  employ  such  as 
would  be  best  adapted  for  watching  the 
coast  of  Cuba.  He  was  afraid  that  we 
must  rely  more  on  our  own  yigilance  than 
on  the  orders  issued  by  Spain.  Though  a 
few  cargoes  might  now  and  then  be  landed 
in  Cuba,  he  did  not  think  the  numbers 
bore  any  proportion  to  what  was  formerly 
imported  into  that  country;  and  he  would 
only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  if  we  suc- 
ceeded in  thoroughly  putting  down  that 
horrid  traffic,  it  would  be  one  of  the 
proudest  triumphs  ever  achieved  by  any 
country. 
Bill  passed, 

INCOME  AND  LAND  TAXES  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  received  representa- 
tions from  some  of  the  clerks  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Income-tax,  complaining 
that  by  this  clause  their  salaries  would  be 
reduced  in  amount.  He  found,  on  exa- 
mination, that  the  complaint  was  just,  and 
therefore  he  was  prepared  to  make  some 
concession.  He  proposed  that  a  poundage 
of  2d,  should  be  paid  till  the  ^slary 
amounted  to  £500  a  year,  and  that  after 
that  sum  the  poundage  should  be  Id,  That, 
he  thought,  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
class  of  persons  interested. 

Mr.  T.  chambers  said,  he  would 
^vgg^t  that  the  reduction  should  be  pro- 
spective from  the  5th  of  April  next.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  modified  his  Bill  in  this 
respect*  as  it  would  have  been  most  un- 
just to  restrict  the  poundage  to  £800  iu 
all  cases. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  only 
fault  he  had  to  find  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  that  he  had  not  made 
a  larger  reduction.  It  was  shown  by  a 
recent  return  that  one  of  the  incomo'tax 
collectors  received  a  salary  of  £6,600 
a  year,  in  addition  to  the  profits  of  other 


occupations  in  which  he  was  engaged. 
Many  of  his  brother  officials  did  not  re- 
ceive more  than  £60  or  £70  for  perform- 
ing the  same  duties.  The  best  plan  would 
he  to  limit  the  salaries  to  a  certain  amount, 
all  th#percentage  above  that  amount  to  go 
into  the  Exchequer.  " 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  these  officers  for  the  present  year  had 
not  yet  commenced,  and  therefore  it  was 
competent  to  the  House,  without  violating 
any  contract,  to  revise  their  Falaries.  He 
thought  that,  by  the  operation  of  the  in- 
creased income  tax,  the  salaries  of  the  pre- 
sent clerks  of  the  Commissioners  were  in 
some  cases  extensive  ;  but  he  only  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  salaries  of  thirty 
out  of  700  clerks.  The  salary  of  the  City 
of  London  clerk  was  stated  in  the  return 
at  £6,614  a  year.  That  was  the  amount 
of  the  salary  which  he  received  before  the 
most  recent  addition  to  the  income  tax, 
and  probably  the  same  official  would  now 
'be  in 'the  receipt  of  upwards  of  £7,000 
per  annum.  His  outgoings  could  not  be 
more  than  £1,000,  and  therefore,  accord- 
ing to  the  present  percentage,  his  net  in- 
come would  be  about  £6,000,  or  more  than 
the  salary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, the  Secretaries  of  State,  or  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  was  at 
the  head  of  the  Department.  The  House 
would  see  that,  if  they  were  to  preserve  a 
due  gradation  in  the  salaries  of  the  Re- 
venue Department,  the  remuneration  of 
Mr.  Till  was  unreasonably  high.  Again, 
the  collector  in  Liverpool  received  a  salary 
of  £3,215,  and  the  collector  in  Man- 
chester a  salary  of  upwards  of  £3,000. 
No  one  could  think  the  proposed  reduction 
unreasonable.  It  would  still  leave  the 
collector  in  the  City  of  London  a  sum  of 
between  £3,000  and  £4.000  a  year,  and 
some  of  the  other  collectors  a  salary  as 
large  as  that  of  the  great  officers  of 
State. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  have 
an  explanation  of  the  previous  clause, 
which  seemed  simply  to  repeal  a  provision 
in  an  existing  Act  that  discharged  lands 
from  the  land  tax  after  the  redemption 
money  was  paid. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  provision  which  it  was 
proposed  to  repeal  limited  the  power  of 
redemption  to  persons  who  had  estates  in 
fee.  A  former  Act  allowed  persons  having 
limited  interest  to  redeem  under  certain 
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^ettrietions,  and  what  he  proposed  was  to 
remit  the  law  to  its  ancient  state. 

Mr.  den  ley  said,  he  yerj  mach 
doubted  whether  the  Act  referred  to  was 
of  the  nature  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  supposed,  he  still  apprahonded 
that  the  effect  of  the  clause  in  the  present 
Bill  woald  be  such  aa  he  had  already 
stated. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  if  the  Committee  would 
allow  the  clause  to  pass  now,  he  would  as- 
certain whether  there  was  any  mistake, 
and  state  the  result  upon  some  future  oc- 
casion. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  remaining 
clauses. 

Iloufe  resumed. 

Bill  reported, 

STAMP  DUTIES  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  that  by  the  )>re8ent 
Bill  the  stamp  duty  on  the  proxies  of  the 
shareholders  of  a  company  was  reduced 
from  2a,  6d  to  6d.  At  the  meetings  of 
large  railway  companies  there  was  great 
abuse  in  the  system  of  voting  by  proxy, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  the  proposed  re- 
duction would  abate  the  eril.  He  wished 
to  propose  as  an  Amendment  that  the  duty 
should  be  reduced  to  l<i.,  and,  if  that 
proposition  were  carried,  the  shareholders 
might  make  it  compulsory  on  the  directors 
to  send  a  stamped  form  of  proxy  to  every 
shareholder,  and  thus  nearly  every  pro- 
prietor might  be  represented  at  the  meet- 
ings. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  reduction  of  duty  ef- 
fected by  the  Bill  would  be  consider- 
able. If  shareholders  would  not  be  in- 
clined to  pay  Qd,  stamp  duty  for  a  proxy, 
they  could  not  attach  very  much  im- 
portance to  their  rote  when  great  pe- 
cuniary interests  were  concerned.  It  had 
been  represented  to  him  by  several  per- 
sons connected  with  rni! roods,  that  the 
reduction  of  duty  to  the  amount  stated 
in  the  Bill  would  be  satisfactory,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  approve 
it. 

Mr.  JAMES  MACGREGOR  said  he 
would  beg  to  remind  the  right  hen.  Gen- 
tleman that  there  was  a  Return  before  the 
House,  which  showed  that  the  capital 
embarked  in   railways  amounted  to  over 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


£300,000,000  sterling,  while  the  number 
of  proprietors  was  167,000.  Well,  of  thst 
nomber  it  woold  appear  that  four-fifths 
were  non-resident,  and  of  that  proportioa 
only  one-twentieth  sent  in  proxies.  Tiie 
proposed  reduction  in  the  stamp  was,  no 
doubt,  very  considerable ;  nevertheless, 
the  tax  was  still  too  high.  Take  the  case 
of  a  great  company  like  the  London  and 
North* Western,  with  12,000  proprietors. 
Why,  the  snm  levied  by  means  of  the 
proxy  votes  on  the  occasion  of  an  impor- 
tant meeting  would  amount  to  a  very  heavy 
item.  He  believed^  if  the  tax  were  re- 
duced to  i<j.,  then  it  would  become  the 
policy  of  railway  directors  to  issue  proxies 
to  all  non-resident  shareboldera. 

Mb.  HANKET  said,  he  thooght  no 
further  reduction  was  required  than  wss 
proposed  by  the  Bill. 

Amendment  negaUved, 

Clause  agreed  to;  bm  were  the  remaio- 
ing  clauses. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Chakcsixor  of  the 
Exchequer  a  new  clause  was  added  to  the 
Bill,  exempting  from  the  duty  admissions 
to  the  freedom  of  the  City  of  London  by 
redemption. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Cowan, 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  ho  could  not  hold  out  soy 
hope  that  the  benefit  of  the  redaction 
would  be  extended  to  instruments  by  which 
creditors  empowered  a  few  of  their  num- 
ber to  represent  them  at  meetings,  as  that 
class  of  instruments  had  an  affinity  with 
powers  of  attorney  rather  than  with 
proxies. 

House  resumed. 

BiM  reported^  as  amended. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL  IN  CUANCERY 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

BiU  read  3^ 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  advise  the  Government  not  to  fill  up 
vacancies  in  offices  in  Ireland  which  were 
intended  to  be  immediately  abolished.  The 
prsctice  prevailed,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  healthy  men  became  burdens  for 
life  on  the  funds  of  the  country  to  the 
extent  of  their  salaries.  One  gentlemsn 
thus  happily  circumstanced  had  said  thst 
he  was  indebted  to  his  friends  the  Whigs 
for  giving  him  £1,000  a  year  for  resdiog 
the  newspapers  in  his  office,  and  he  wss 
indebted  to  his  friends  the  Tories  for  gi^* 
ing  him  another  £  1 ,000  a  year  to  read  the 
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new8|m{>er8  at  home.  He  hoped  any  va- 
cancy which  might  occur  in  the  five  Mas- 
terships in  Chancery  or  in  the  two  Com- 
missionerships  in  Bankruptcy  would  not  be 
filled  up. 
Bill  passed. 

LEASES  AND  SALES  OF  SETTLED 
ESTATES  BILL  (UAMPSTEAD  HEATH). 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'•That the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Third  Time.*' 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  be  wished 
to  give  notice  that  he  should  move  in  Com- 
mittee to  insert  in  this  Bill  the  clause 
which  was  inserted  in  that  House  in  a 
similar  Bill  on  a  former  occasion,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  prevent  the  owner  of 
Hampstead  Heath  from  building  on  that 
property. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 
he  objected  to  the  Bill  in  toto,  considering 
it  highly  improper  that  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery should  have  the  power  of  authorising 
n  person  to  act  in  direct  contravention  of 
the  wills  of  settlers.  He  wished  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  Bill,  although 
it  bad  been  on  the  books  for  some  weeks, 
was  only  attempted  to  be  got  through  just 
at  the  fag-end  of  the  Session,  when  hon. 
Members  were  not  in  their  places.  He 
should,  therefore,  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  three  months. 

Lord  ROBERT  GROSVENOR  said, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  which  he  thought 
was  a  good  one  in  its  general  princi- 
ples. Should,  however,  the  clause  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster 
(Sir  J.  Shelley)  be  not  agreed  to,  he 
should  oppose  the  further  progress  of  the 
Bill. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  ho 
hoped  that  the  general  benefit  which  the 
Bill  would  accomplish,  would  not  be  lost  on 
account  of  the  special  objection  to  the  pos- 
sible enclosure  of  Hampstead  Heath.  A 
clause,  to  which  he  had  assented,  had  been 
introduced  into  a  similar  Bill  last  Session, 
which  had  been  intended  as  a  protection 
against  an  invasion  of  public  rights.  At 
the  same  time  he  was  not  a  person  to  con- 
sent to  the  introduction  of  a  clause  directed 
entirely  against  an  individual,  concerning 
whose  particular  intentions  he  believed  a 
grcBX  mistake  existed.  The  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  relieve  persons  interested  in  set- 
tled estates  from  the  necessity  of  coming 
to  Parliament  for  powers  which,  however 
consistent  with  the  interests  of  all  parties 


concerned,  had  been  omitted  from  the  set- 
tlement. If  the  House  would  consent  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  he  would 
make  it  an  early  order  on  Friday,  when 
there  would  be  ample  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  details. 

Mr.  MA  LIN  S  said,  ho  should  give  the 
Bill  his  entire  support,  but  he  would  not 
consent  to  a  public  Bill  restricting  private 
rights.  If,  therefore,  the  clause  in  ques- 
tion was  inserted  he  should  give  the  mea- 
sure his  most  strenuous  opposition. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  from  a 
mere  love  of  legal  right,  he  should  cer- 
tainly oppose  the  introduction  of  the  clause 
proposed  by  the  bon.  Member  for  West- 
minster, because  it  was  against  every  prin- 
ciple of  justice  that  they  should  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  a  private  individual  on 
the  mere  assumption  that  he  intended  to 
interfere  with  Hampstead  Heath. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friends  behind  him  bad  denounced  with 
much  virtuous  indignation  a  general  clause 
which  they  said  would  aifect  a  particular 
individual.  Now,  he  should  like  those  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  to  tell  him  whether 
this  general  Bill  would  not  also  affect  that 
individual,  and  if  so,  why  did  they  support 
it  ?  For  himself,  he  must  confess  that  he 
did  not  like  this  Bill  at  all.  It  was  nothing 
more  than  making  wills  for  men,  and  giv- 
ing to  persons  rights  regarding  property 
which  those  who  made  the  wills  never  con- 
templated conferring.  If  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  S.  Fitzgerald)  divided 
the  House  he  should  certainly  vote  with 
him. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand 
part  of  the  Question,'*  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2«. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Two  o'clock  till  Thursday. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  17,  1856. 

MiKUTi.]  Sat  First  in  Parliament, — The  Lord 
Boyle,  after  the  DcMtth  of  his  Grand&ther. 

Public  Bills. — 1»  Consolidated  Fund  (Appro- 
priatioD) ;  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery  (Ire- 
land). 

2'  Coatham  Marriages  Validity;  Indemnity; 
Formation,  Ao.  of  Parishes;  Nuisances  Ro- 
moTal,  Ao.  (Scotland) ;  Episcopal  and  Capitular 
Estates  Continuance  ;  Customs  (No.  2)  ;  Rjiil- 
ways  Act  (IrcLand),  1851,  Continuance;  Turn- 
pike Acts  Continuance  (Ireland). 

3*  Revenue  (Transfer  of  Charges). 
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FORMATION  OF  PARISHES  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second  reading 
read. 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY,  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said, 
that  its  object  was  to  amend  and  enlarge 
an  Act  passed  some  years  ago,  called  Peel 's 
Act,  whereby  populous  districts  might  be 
formed  into  parishes.  There  was  a  body 
called  the  Church  Building  Commission, 
which  had  been  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  portioning  out  such  districts  and  build- 
ing churches  therein,  and  that  Commission 
having  expired,  the  present  Bill  had  been 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  transferring 
its  powers  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, of  enabling  those  CommisMoncrs 
to  build  churches,  and  of  assigning  to  them 
various  rights  and  jurisdictions  which  they 
bad  not  hitherto  been  entitled  to  exercise. 
At  present,  the  greater  part  of  the  services 
of  baptism,  marriage,  and  burial  took  place 
in  the  mother  church  of  the  parish,  and 
in  populous  districts  great  confusion  and 
disorder  were  thereby  caused  in  the  sacred 
edifice,  while  much  dissatisfaction  was  felt 
on  the  part  of  those  who  were  obliged  to 
travel  a  long  distance  to  take  part  in  the 
marriages  and  burials.  In  the  collegiate 
church  of  Manchester,  as  many  as  sixty 
marriages  had  sometimes  taken  place  on 
a  Sunday;  while  in  St.  Pancras,  London, 
there  wci'e  sometimes  between  thirty  and 
forty.  It  was  important  to  the  Church  of 
England  that  there  should  be  an  easy  ac- 
cess to  all  its  services,  and  that  there  should 
be  a  multiplication  of  districts  enjoying  the 
full  power  of  performing  all  the  services  of 
the  Church.  The  Bill  now  before  their 
Lordships  would,  it  was  hoped,  contribute 
to  induce  people  to  come  forward  and  mul- 
tiply these  districts. 

M(yoed,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«. 

The  Bishop  op  OXFORD  said,  he  had 
much  pleasure  in  supporting  a  Bill  which 
would  enable  the  Church  to  develope  itself 
according  to  the  spiritual  needs  of  the  popu- 
lation, and  should  rejoice  to  see  the  Bill 
become  law. 

The  Earl  op  DERBY  said,  he  was 
disposed  to  give  his  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  but,  since  there  were 
many  details  in  it  which  required  great 
consideration,  that  it  was  desirable  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
where  they  could  be  examined.  He  did 
not  wish  to  interpose  any  delay,  but  the 
measure  was  not  one  that  ought  to  bo  passed 
hastily. 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY  said. 


he  had  no  objeetion  that  the  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee ;  but,  at 
this  late  period  of  the  Session,  there  was 
some  danger  in  adopting  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Earl.  The  measure  was  one 
of  vital  importance,  and  he  was  authorised 
to  say  that  it  had  the  entire  sanction  of  the 
Lord  Primate.  He  trusted  that  if  the  Bill 
were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  they 
would  meet  to-morrow,  so  that  no  time 
should  be  lost. 

Lord  REDESDALE  thought  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  need 
not  delay  the  passing  of  the  measure  in 
the  present  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  rtferred  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

BISHOPS  OF  LONDON  AND  DURHAM 
RETIREMENT  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  read. 

Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee. 

Lord  REDESDALE  :  I  submit  to  your 
Lordships  whether,  before  going  into  Com- 
mittee, you  ought  not  to  have  the  corre- 
spondence between  the  Bishops  of  London 
and  Durham  and  the  Government,  relating 
to  their  retirement,  and  which  has  been 
moved  for  by  a  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Oxford),  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House.  The  preamble  to  tliis  Bill 
states  that  these  right  rev.  Prelates  have 
represented  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
their  inability  to  perform  their  duties,  and 
their  desire  on  that  account  to  vacate  their 
sees.  We  know  nothing — except  from  the 
representations  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— of  the  terms  upon  which  that  repre- 
sentation has  been  made.  We  do  not 
know  whether  the  conditions  are  such 
that  the  Bill  cannot  be  amended  with* 
out  breaking  them.  We  do  not  know 
whether  consent  was  given  by  these  right 
rev.  Prelates  upon  the  understanding  that 
there  would  be  a  general  Bill,  or  upon 
the  understanding  that  there  would  be 
a  measure  personal  to  themselves  only, 
because  I  must  repeat  what  I  said  on  a 
former  occasion,  that  upon  the  latter  sup- 
position, this  measure  is  a  mode  of  carry- 
ing out  a  simoniaeal  contract,  and  I  cannot 
believe  that  the  right  rev.  Prelates  could, 
however  incautiously,  come  to  agree  to  a 
proposition  that  a  separate  treaty  should  be 
made  with  them.  Thej  may  hare  said 
that  if  a  general  measure  were  passed, 
they  would  willingly  avail  themselves  of  it ; 
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but  I  ean  bardly  believe  it  possible  that 
they  would  oonsent  to  treat  in  a  manner 
which,  if  a  rector  so  treated  with  his  patron, 
would  lead  to  the  charge  of  a  simoniacal 
contract.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
do  think  the  House  ought  to  have  the  cor- 
respondence to  which  this  Bill  relates,  and 
I  hope  the  Gorernment  will  allow  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  postponed  till  Monday. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  That 
the  House  is  entitled  to  the  correspondence 
in  question  no  one  can  doubt,  and  there  is 
not  the  slightest  reluctance  or  hesitation  in 
laying  it  upon  the  table  ;  but  I  trust  your 
Lordships  will  not  make  that  very  natural 
wish  on  the  part  of  my  right  rev.  friend 
(the  Bishop  uf  Oxford)  ground  for  not  pro- 
ceeding with  this  stage  of  tlie  Bill.  Notice 
having  been  given  by  my  right  rev.  Friend 
that  he  would  move  for  the  correspondence, 
I  immediately  communicated  with  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  whose  hands  the 
correspondence  rests.  Unfortunately,  I 
have  not  got  it  yet,  but  no  doubt  it  will 
be  laid  upon  the  table  to-morrow.  I  can, 
however,  assure  your  Lordships  that  the 
noble  Lord  is  quite  mistaken  in  supposing 
it  relates  to  a  general  measure.  It  dis- 
tinctly shows  that  these  right  rev.  Prelates 
did  not  suppose  they  were  doing  anything 
simoniacal.  The  language  of  the  Bishop 
of  London  was,  if  by  law  it  could  be 
done,  he  was  anxious  to  do  it,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  difficulties  he  found  in  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  his  office.  With 
regard  to  the  Bishop  of  Durham,  I  be- 
lieve the  letters  also  show  that  he  con- 
sidered the  matter  related  specifically  to 
himself. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  :  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  well  weigh  this  objection 
before  you  go  into  Committee.  The  go- 
ing into  Committee  implies  that  you  are 
about  to  consider  the  details  of  this  mea- 
sure, involving  the  amount  of  salaries  and 
proposed  pensions  to  these  right  rev.  Pre- 
Jates;  and  this  your  Lordships  are  about 
to  do  without  any  knowledge  whatever, 
except  on  the  statement  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  as  to  the  previous  stages  of 
this  arrangement.  I  am  bound  to  say — 
and  though  I  have  no  authority  to  say  it, 
yet  from  my  own  knowledge  of  the  oir- 
Btances  I  pledge  my  truth  for  it — that  what 
has  fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
OD  the  woolsack  does  not  give  the  true 
state  of  the  case.  Of  course  I  do  not, 
for  a  moment,  impute  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  the  slightest  intention  to  mis- 
represent;  but,  speaking  from  no  slight 


acquaintance  with  the  circumstances,  that 
is  what  I  believe  to  be  the  truth  of  the 
case.  I  believe  the  Bishop  of  London 
heard  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  considering,  by  some  general  measure, 
the  means  of  providing  for  the  work  of 
dioceses,  the  Bishops  of  which  were  worn 
out,  and  that  within  a  few  days  a  Bill 
would  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House ; 
and,  being  very  anxious  to  help  forward  any 
such  general  measure,  he  did  communicate 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  with  a  dis- 
tinct view  to  that  general  measure,  his 
readiness  to  retire.  I  believe,  further,  that 
it  was  stated  to  him  that  it  might  be  found 
necessary,  if  not  convenient,  to  deal  with 
the  case  of  the  Bishops  of  London  and 
Durham  by  a  separate  Bill ;  but  that  it 
would  be  a  supplementary  measure  falling 
in  with  the  general  state  of  the  law,  as 
far  as  that  general  measure  affected  it. 
Mark,  my  Lords,  the  different  position  in 
which  that  would  have  placed  my  right  rev. 
Friend  (the  Bishop  of  London).  If  a 
general  law,  affecting  all  who  held  spiritual 
charges,  passed,  and  if  an  accompanying 
measure  applied  the  general  principle  to 
any  particular  case,  with  the  limitations 
which  that  particular  case  required,  the 
right  rev.  Lord  (the  Bishop  of  London) 
would  be  altogether  free  in  conscience 
and  appearance  from  conniving  at  simony 
by  merely  consenting  to  bring  their  case 
under  the  then  existing  general  law  of 
the  clergy.  My  right  rev.  Friend  has 
not  been  acquainted  with  the  objections  on 
the  ground  of  simony.  I  put  it  upon  a 
hypothetical  case.  Suppose  my  right  rev. 
Friend  has  not  heard  of  this  objection. 
Suppose  that,  not  having  it  clearly  before 
his  mind,  he  assented  because  he  expected 
this  arrangement  would  be  a  proviso  to  a 
general  act  and  altogether  free  from  the 
general  charge  of  simony.  Suppose  that 
in  his  present  state  of  weakness  he  is  un- 
able to  read  the  public  journals,  and  his 
anxious  friends  who  are  watching  round 
him  do  not  dare  to  tell  him  this  objection 
to  a  private  Bill — I  will  suppose  there  was 
no  positive  stipulation  that  there  should  be 
a  general  measure.  Then,  I  ask,  if  such 
a  hypothetical  case  should  turn  out  to  be 
the  truth,  are  you  prepared  to  proceed^ 
and,  taking  advantage  of  an  offer  under 
very  different  supposed  circumstances^  to 
make  the  right  rev.  Lord  guilty  in  the 
eyes  of  the  great  body  of  the  Church  of 
England  of  a  simonical  transaction,  for  his 
own  convenience,  when  my  right  rev.  Friend 
is  altogether  free  from  any  charge  of  the 
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kind,  'and  it  is  oiilj  from  the  tnodo  in 
which  he  hns  been  treated  that  ho  is  ex- 
posed to  it  ?  A  great  deal  was  said  the 
otiier  night  of  (he  feelings  of  my  right  rev. 
Friend,  and  how  much  was  dae  to  him,  and 
the  noble  Earl  Mid,  in  almost  a  pathetic 
waj,  would  the  House  refuse  the  petition  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  to  be  released  in  his 
old  age  from  duties  which  he  found  himself 
unable  to  perform  ?  I  beliere  that  is  an 
entire  perversion  of  the  state  of  the  case  ; 
that  nij  right  rev.  Friend  made  the  offer 
with  a  yiew  to  helping  forward  a  general 
Act  ;  and  that,  so  for  from  promoting  his 
wishes  bj  carrying  this  Bill,  your  Lord- 
ships would  promote  them  most  abundantly 
by  refusing  in  this  way  to  give  these  par- 
ticular privileges  ;  because  the  more  atten- 
tion I  give  to  it  the  more  I  come  to  the 
eonclnsion  (and  a  frightful  conclusion  it  is) 
that  this  is  nothing  more  than  an  Act  to 
exempt  the  Bishop  of  London  from  the 
pains  and  penalties  of  committing  simony. 
1  believe  that  is  the  real  eflPect  of  the  Bill 
you  fire  passing,  and  I  can  only  say,  know- 
ing  the  tender  and  sensitive  conscientious- 
ness of  my  right  rev.  Friend,  that  I  tremble 
to  think  what  the  effect  will  be  if,  at  a  fu- 
ture time,  on  recovering  some  strength,  he 
should  find  the  way  in  which  he  has  been 
treated,  and  that  by  the  substitution  of  a 
particular  fur  a  general  Act  he  has  been 
made  guilty  of  a  scandal  to  the  Church.  I 
dare  not  estimate  what  the  effect  of  such  a 
discovery  on  his  mind  may  be.  I  ask  your 
Lordships  whether  you  aught  to  do  this— 
whether  you  ought  not  to  require  that  the 
correspondence  should  first  be  in  your 
hands  ?  I  think  that  is  the  least  measure 
of  justice  to  my  right  rev.  Friend.  I 
claim  it  of  you  as  a  matter  of  justice  to 
him,  that  you  should  not  take  any  repre- 
sentation of  his  words  from  a  third  party, 
and  I  say  you  ought  further  to  do  this — 
you  ought  to  have  an  assurance  that  he 
knows  this  private  Bill  is  being  carried  on, 
the  public  Bill  being  dropped.  You  ought 
not  to  take  advantage  of  any  letter  he  may 
have  written  in  the  simplicity  and  sincerity 
of  his  heart,  and  bind  him  down  to  that 
letter ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  state  distinctly  that  he  knows  it  to 
he  an  act  of  simony  that  you  are  going  to 
lead  him  to  do.  I  ask  upon  what  principle 
you  are  going?  If  an  assent  to  a  certain 
thing  be  obtained  from  a  man,  and  after- 
wards the  circumstances  under  which  that 
assent  was  given  are  altogether  changed, 
would  not  a  Court  of  Chancery  itself  re- 
lieve a  man  who  had  so  bound  himself  to 
The  Bisliop  of  Oxford 


a  bargain  nnder  totally  different  circam- 
stances  f  It  is  the  plainest  equity  in  the 
world,  and  I  say  your  Lordships  ought  not 
to  proceed  with  this  Bill,  based  upon  a 
resignation  which  I  in  my  conscience  be- 
lieve was  given  by  the  right  i-ev.  Prelate 
under  quite  different  circumslanees  from 
those  which  the  passing  of  the  Bill  must 
produce.  I  at  least  pray  your  Lordships, 
at  the  present  stage  of  this  Bill,  not  to 
dream  of  going  into  Committee  to  settle  the 
details  until  yon  know  all  the  facts  npoa 
which  the  present  measure  is  founded. 

Lord  CAMPBELL:  I  was,  indeed, 
surprised  when  I  heard  my  right  rev. 
Friend  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  accuse  the 
Government  of  having  introduced  a  Bill  to 
legalise  a  simoniacal  proeeeding — accuse 
all  your  Lordships  who  had  supported  the 
measure  now  before  the  House  of  havin<r 
voted  for  a  Bill  to  carry  out  a  simoniacal 
treaty — and,  going  further  —  and  accuse 
five  of  his  brother  Prelates  with  having 
aided  by  their  votes  to  ratify  a  simonaicsl 
treaty.  If  any  layman  had  stood  up  and 
made  such  a  charge  against  Archbishops 
and  Bishops  of  the  Church — including  the 
Primate  uf  England  and  the  Prtmnte  of 
Ireland — what  would  my  rijerht  rev.  Friend 
have  done  %  Why.  he  would  hare  instantly 
stood  up  in  that  House  as  the  defender  of 
his  order,  and  have  indignantly  repudiated 
such  a  charge.  And  has  it  come  to  this— 
el  tu  Brvte? — Do  I  hear  my  right  rev. 
Friend  stand  up  and  charge  five  Members  of 
the  episcopacy  with  one  of  the  most  serious 
offences  that  could  be  attributed  to  any 
ecclesiastic  ?  A  more  merciless  attack  was 
never  made.  I  will  tell  my  right  rev. 
Friend  that  his  charge  is  not  founded  in 
law  or  in  fact.  What  is  simony,  and  what 
does  this  Bill  propose  to  do  ?  Simony  is  a 
certain  transaction  which  the  law  prohibits. 
One  Act  of  Parliament  can  nullify  a  pre- 
vious Act  as  perfectly  as  if  the  Act  nulli- 
fied had  never  been  on  the  Statute-book ; 
and  I  lay  it  down  most  solemnly  for  law, 
that  an  agreement  to  do  this  Actcondi* 
tionally  upon  the  sanction  of  tlie  Legisla- 
ture being  given  is  not  simony.  The 
condition  assented  to  by  both  the  right 
rev.  Prelates  was  this — they  were  con- 
tent to  do  what  certainly  is  now  against 
the  law  of  the  land,  but  to  do  it  with 
the  consent  of  the  Legislature.  If  the 
Legislature  assent  to  this  Act,  it  will  pro 
tanto  be  the  same  as  if  the  law  had  never 
prohibited  it.  It  is  not  a  private  bargain. 
I  should  like  to  see  a  general  law  upon  the 
subject.     I  do  see  great  inconveniences  ia 
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bargains  Mies  quoties  between  retiring 
Bishops  and  the  GoTernment  of  the  day  ; 
but  1  say  that,  to  call  an  arrangement 
which  is  publicly  expressed  to  be  condi- 
tional upon  the  consent  of  the  Legislature 
being  obtained,  a  simonaical  proceeding  is 
a  mere  perversion  of  terms. 

Thr  Bishop  of  OXFORD:  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  completely  mis- 
stated my  words.     I  said  if  this  privile- 
gium  did  not  pass,  the  compact  which  had 
been  entered  into,  whether  made  publicly 
through  the  public  journals,  or  privately 
by  correspondence,  will  be  simony  by  the 
]aw.     I  said  also  there  were  two  ways  in 
which  the  Act  could  be  relieved  from  the 
crime  of  simuny — one  by  altering  the  ge- 
neral law,  and  the  other  by  passing  a  pri- 
vilegium^  a  special  Act  of  Parliament,  to 
withhold  in  these  instances  the  penalties 
which  attach  to  similar  acts  done  by  other 
persons.      What  I  say  is  this,  if  after  you 
pass  this  Act  any  rector  or  vicar  does,  in 
the  most  open  manner  in  the  world,  and 
with  the  most  honourable  motives  in  the 
world,  the  very  same  act  which  you  oliow 
the  Bishop  of   London  to   do,  then  that 
rector  or  vicar  will  commit  simony.     Then, 
I  say,  this  Bill  is  a  privilegium  to  with- 
draw, in  these  instances,  the  penalties  of 
simony  from  acts  which  under  the  general 
law  will  still  remain  illegal  and  eimoiiiacal. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  legally  the  two 
right  rev.  Prelates  would  be  guilty  of  si- 
mony if  you  pass  this  Bill,  but  the  act 
they  do  will  remain  in  other  cases  illegal. 

Lord  CAMPBELL :  I  say  that  if  this 
Bill  passes — though  by  a  combination  be* 
tween  mj  right  rev.  Friend  and  another 
party  it  may  not  pass — then  there  will  be 
no  simony  either  legal  or  moral  in  this 
matter. 

The  Earl  of  GQICIIESTER  explain- 
ed the  circumstances  under  which  the  re- 
signation of  the  Bishop  of  London  was 
commuiucated  to  him.  He  had  been  wait- 
ed upoa  hj  the  conGdential  friend  and 
adviser  of  the  Bishop,  Mr.  Hodgson,  who 
informed  him  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's 
desire,  and  bogged  of  him  to  communicate 
it  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission.  He 
(the  Earl  of  Chichester)  did  so,  and  also 
immediately  communicated  it  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government.  He 
subsequently  bad  several  interviews  with 
Mr.  Hodgson  and  his  partner,  and  took 
care  to  iaforui  them,  for  the  information 
of  the  Lord  Bishop,  of  what  was  occur- 
ring in  respect  to  the  draughting  of  the 


Bill ;  and,  in  order  to  save  time,  he  (the 
Earl  of  ^hichester)  himself  had  a  Bill  pre- 
pared, not  exactly  similar  to  that  now  be- 
fore the  House,  but  the  same  in  principle, 
in  respect  to  its  being  a  separate  measure. 
A  copy  of  that  Bill  was  given  to  the 
Bishop's  confidential  adviser,  and  he  was 
authorized  to  state  that  the  Bishop  saw 
that  Bill,  and  generally  approved  it.  Not 
a  word  was  said  by  the  Bishop  against  its 
being  a  separate  measure,  although,  no 
doubt,  he  thought  there  should  be  a  ge- 
neral measure,  as  every  one  else  did. 

The  Eaul  of  SHAFTESBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  wish  to  mention  one  matter,  which 
appears  to  me  to  be  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, in  reference  to  this  subject — I 
mean  the  actual  and  prospective  state  of 
these  great  dioceses.  I  would  ask  of  those 
who  object  to  this  Bill,  in  what  way  they 
intend  to  carry  on  the  ecclesiastical  go- 
vernment of  this  great  town — how  they 
intend  during  the  interregnum  to  dispose 
of  the  patronage  of  the  see  ?  in  what  way 
is  the  correspondence  of  the  see  to  be  car- 
ried on,  or  how  are  the  clergy  to  be  super- 
intended, and  generally  how  is  the  eccle- 
siastical government  of  this  diocese  to  be 
administered  ?  The  diocese  of  London 
stands  in  a  peculiar  position,  different 
from  all  other  dioceses,  and  in  which  it 
will  not  itself  stand  henceforward.  It  is 
one  of  the  unregulated  bishoprics,  and 
the  consequence  is,  that  all  the  powers 
formerly  exercised  by  Bishops  are  vested 
ill  the  Bishop  of  London  for  the  time 
being ;  and  I  beg  your  Lordships  to  con- 
sider what  those  powers  are.  The  Bishop 
has  the  administration  of  vast  territorial 
revenues,  amounting  to  no  less  than 
£22,000  per  annum.  He  retains  the 
powers  formerly  exercised  by  Bishops,  of 
levying  fines,  of  granting  leases,  and  of 
disposing  of  the  property  of  the  Church ; 
he  even  has  the  power  of  anticipating  and 
of  making  appropriations  and  assignments 
beneficial  to  the  receiver,  but  prejudicial 
to  the  Church  itself.  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late the  Bishop  of  Exeter  spoke  the  other 
night  of  the  great  convenience  of  enter- 
ing upon  an  interregnum  at  the  present 
moment,  because  the  great  pressure  of 
business  to  which  Bishops  are  exposed  in 
holding  confirmations  and  consecrations 
was  over,  as  those  cereinonies  are  not 
performed  in  the  autumn  and  winter 
months.  But  are  those  the  only  duties 
which  a  Bishop  has  to  perform  ?  If  they 
be   the  only  duties,   shall   wo   not   hear 
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Tery  soon  ref)eated  that  whicb  has  been 
BO  often  said  aboot  Bishops — that  thej 
reeeiTed  large  salaries  and  did  nothing? 
If  I  find  a  great  supporter  of  the  episco- 
pate— himself  a  Bishop — saying  that  dar- 
ing six  months  a  Bishop  has  nothig  to  do, 
I  believe  he  is  establishing  a  stronger  ar- 
gument against  the  continuance  of  Bishops 
than  anything  which  could  be  urged  by  the 
most  Tiolent  anti-state-church  partisan  in 
the  country.  But  is  it  nothing  to  have  the 
apiritual  charge  of  more  than  2,000,000 
people — of  a  population  larger  than  that 
.  of  many  German  duchies,  and  nearly  as 
large  as  that  of  the  kingdom  of  Sardinia  ? 
But  I  must  rely  on  my  authority  alone. 
'  I  will  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  writ- 
ten by  a  rev.  gentleman,  an  archdeacon, 
of  great  experience,  who  is  far  better  able 
than  I  am  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the 
consequences  which  would  ensue  from  the 
continuance  of  such  an  interregnum.  It 
is  necessary,  I  should  first  explain  that  it 
is  intended,  I  belicTe,  to  put  the  diocese 
into  the  hands  of  Commissaries.  Writing 
to  me  on  this  subject,  my  informant  says — 


"  There  can  be  no  doabt  that  it  is  a  great  eril 
for  this  metropolitan  diocese  to  be  without  an  ac- 
tive bead.  Commissaries  cannot  have  the  same 
authority  and  influence ;  and  the  Commissaries  of 
this  diooese  must  henceforward  labour  under  the 
additional  disadvantage  of  exercising  not  merely  a 
delegated  authority,  but  an  authority  which,  it  is 
notorious,  must  soon  expire.  A  new  Bishop  may 
reverse  all  their  decisions.     At  the  recent  annual 

meeting  of ,  a  rector  expressed  a  general 

feeling  when  he  stated  that,  in  his  arduous  po- 
sition, with  a  parish  containing  nearly  200,000 
persons,  he  felt  continually  and  most  painfully  the 
want  of  the  full  support  of  episcopal  authority." 

This  is  a  sentiment  shared,  I  believe,  by 
all  the  rectors  and  vicars  of  large  parishes 
in  the  metropolis.  But  the  Bisiiop  of  Lon- 
don has  many  other  duties  to  perform  be- 
sides consecration  and  confirmations.  The 
writer  of  the  letter  I  have  quoted  says — 

"  The  Bishop  of  London  exercises  a  customary 
jurisdiction  over  all  chapUins  in  foreign  parts,  or 
in  the  colonies  and  the  East  Indies,  where  there 
is  no  Anglican  Bishop.  This  is  a  jurisdiction  of  a 
very  delicate  nature,  and  of  great  importance  to 
the  credit  of  this  country  on  the  Continent ;  but 
having  the  sanction  of  the  law,  it  is  less  easily 
delegated  to  a  Commissary." 

It  will  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the  Bishop 
of  London  stands  in  a  very  peculiar  posi- 
tion. He  cannot  delegate  his  full  powers 
to  a  Commissary,  for  he  has  many  func- 
tions that  do  not  attach  to  him  by  law, 
and  which  can  be  exercised  only  by  him- 
self and  on  bis  own  responsibility.      But 

The  Earl  qf  Shaftesbury 


we  are  also  not  without  the  benefit  of 
experience  on  this  question.  There  htfe 
heretofore  been  interre^noms  in  various 
sees,  and  most  misehievoos  consequences 
have  ensued.  I  will  not  go  into  tlie  de- 
tails of  some  which  took  place  many  years 
ago ;  but  there  is  one  extremely  noturioos 
case  of  the  kind  to  which  I  will  refer, 
which  occurred  during  the  infirmity  of  Uie 
Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wells.  Hear  what  \% 
said  of  this  case  by  a  person  who  knew 
well  what  the  facts  were : — 

"  No  one  knows  more  practically  than  tb« 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury — and  I  widi  his  Gnee 
was  now  present  to  confirm  this  statement — thf 
jobbing,  the  confusion,  the  spiritual  destitatmD 
which  rioted  in  Bath  during  the  mental  incapscit; 
of  Bishop  Law,  and  the  physical  incapacity  o' 
Bishop  Bagot.  The  Archbishop  might  be  ap- 
pealed to  with  confidence,  as  able  to  testify  b^b 
as  to  the  damage  sustained  by  the  teraponlities 
of  B^h,  and  as  to  the  neglect  of  its  spiritual  in- 
teresU." 

Immense  evils  arose,  as  Bishop  Stanley 
felt  to  his  cost,  through  the  long  inca- 
pacity of  Bishop  Bathurst  in  the  diocese 
of  Norwich,  and  during  the  whole  of  btj 
episcopacy  it  required  all  his  energies  to 
bring  that  diocese  again  into  proper  order. 
To  show  you  the  labours  of  the  Bishop  of 
London — how  impossible  it  is  that  com- 
missaries should  discharflre  those  duties, 
and  how  necessary  it  is  that  there  shooid 
be  one  living  and  active  superintendence 
ov^r  that  great  diocese — let  me  give  joa 
some  little  description  of  his  ordinary  da- 
tics.  I  have  been  reminded  of  a  passage 
in  one  of  Sydney  Smith's  letters  about  tbe 
Church,  in  which  it  is  said  that  the  Bishop 
of  London  devotes  eight  or  ten  hours  a  day 
to  the  business  of  his  diocese,  and  gi^cs 
labour  enough  to  govern  the  empire.  The 
Bishop  has  been  used  to  have  one  day  in 
the  week  at  London  House,  and  in  the 
height  of  the  season,  two  days  on  which 
clergy  and  laity  could  consult  him.  On 
these  days  the  whole  time — from  nine 
o'clock  in  the  morning  till  five  or  six 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon — was  occupied  in 
personal  interviews  and  discussions.  AH 
these  interviews,  of  such  great  service  iu 
bringing  together  the  Bishop  and  his  clergy 
and  laity,  and  in  making  the  business  of 
the  diocese  work  smoothly,  must  be  sos- 
pended  for  an  indefinite  period  in  the  case 
of  an  interregnum.  And  here  let  me 
recur  to  the  difficulties  and  confusion  which 
arose  in  the  diocese  of  Bath  and  Wells, 
because  I  received  this  morning  a  letter 
from  a  layman  of  great  experience,  a  soli* 
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oitor  living  in  tbat  diocese,  wlio  was  per- 
Bonally  cognisant  of  many  of  the  mischiefs 
which  were  occasioned  there  by  the  inter- 
regnum to  which  I  ha?Q  alluded.  He 
says — 

"  The  system  pursued  in  this  diooese  (Bath  and 
Wells)  duriog  the  interregnma  of  Bishop  Law's 
infirmities  was  to  leaye  the  affairs  of  each  arch- 
deaconry in  the  hands  of  the  rural  deans,  gene- 
rally speaking  young  and  inexperienced  olergy- 
men»  and  between  whom  and  their  brethren  in 
the  ministry  constant  differences  were  arising. 
Unseemly  disputes  about  the  Church  patronage 
became  the  subjects  of  general  scandal,  and,  al- 
though the  Church  of  J^gland  in  the  populous 
city  of  Bath  and  the  county  of  Somerset  had  been 
for  a  long  series  of  years  most  popular.  Its  popu- 
larity would,  I  believe,  have  been  well  nigh  lost 
had  such  a  state  of  things  continued.  I  am  speak- 
ing from  my  own  personal  observation,  but  I  do 
feel  solemnly  tbat  the  case  of  this  diocese  is  a 
frightful  example  of  what  such  a  state  of  things 
as  DOW  exists  in  the  dioceses  of  London  and  Dur- 
ham may  come  to.  And  sure  I  am  that  no  real 
friend  of  the  Church  can  desire  to  see  a  repetition 
in  the  metropolis  of  England  of  that  which  I,  in 
common  with  others,  have  mourned  over  in  the 
dioeese  of  Bath/' 

So  long  as  there  is  one  head  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  these  affairs  they  may 
go  on  well  in  London  ;  but  when  all  these 
facilities  for  jobbing  and  misappropriation 
are  given,  and  there  is  no  responsibility 
and  superintendence  on  the  part  of  the 
Bishop,  I  do  gather  that  the  very  worst 
consequences  will  ensue  in  the  case  of  any 
interregnum.  My  noble  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  (Lord  Redesdale) — 
and  anything  which  falls  from  him  can- 
not fail  to  be  listened  to  with  great  atten- 
tion— says  this  state  of  things  has  gone  on 
for  a  very  considerable  time,  and  he  asks 
why  i  t  might  not  continue  for  six  months 
longer  ?  Now,  it  is  very  well  for  certain 
jMtriies  in  the  State  to  make  use  of  that  ar- 
gnment,  but  I  am  astounded  that  it  should 
be  urged  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  by 
a  person  of  the  experience  of  my  noble 
Friend.  If  this  state  of  things,  my  Lords, 
can  go  on  without  mischief  for  six  months, 
it  may  go  on  for  six — ^for  sixty  years — for 
an  indefinite  time — in  short,  until  masses 
of  the  people  are  brought  to  the  conviction 
that  the  Bishop  of  London  is  a  name  and 
not  a  reality.  When,  too,  I  find  a  right 
rev.  Prelate  making  use  of  the  same  argu- 
ment—-when  I  hesr  it  urged  that  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford  is  capable  of  presiding 
for  the  time  over  the  diocese  of  London — 
will  it  not  be  immediately  said  that  there 
are  evidently  too  many  Bishops  by  half, 
and  that  they  might  be  reduced,  without 


public  detriment,  to  a  ^ery  limited  number? 
I  may,  perhaps,  be  more  sensitive  on  this 
subject  than  many  of  your  Lordships,  but 
I  am  conversant  with  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  many  classes  of  the  community 
on  this  subject,  and  I  know  it  is  siud  that 
Bishops  have  nothing  whatever  to  do,  that 
their  incomes  are  too  large,  and  that  their 
numbers  might  well  be  diminished.  The 
language  employed  in  this  House,  by  which 
it  seems  to  be  inferred  that  the  Bishop  of 
Oxford  could  preside  over  the  diocese  of 
London,  and  the  Bishop  of  Manchester 
over  that  of  Durham,  and  that  no  great  and 
irreparable  mischiefs  would  ensue  in  con- 
sequence, is  language  which  could  hardly 
be  expected  from  those  who  have  always 
been  urging  the  necessity  of  extending  the 
episcopate.  It  is  curious  enough  that 
whenever  the  number  of  Bishops  is  to  be 
increased  we  hear  exaggerated  statements 
of  their  duties  (though  I  am  one  of  thoso 
who  think  that  they  have  many  and 
great  duties  to  perform),  while,  now  that 
such  a  Bill  as  the  present  comes  before 
your  Lordships,  I  find  that  the  labours 
of  the  Bishops  are  made  light  of,  and  we 
are  told  they  consist  mainly  of  consecra- 
tions and  confirmations.  [**  No,  no  !  "] 
No!  Why,  did  not  the  Bishop  of  Ex- 
eter say  that  the  time  for  confirmations 
and  consecrations  was  now  nearly  over, 
and  that  little  or  no  business  of  any  serious 
importance  remained  for  the  Bishop,  as  a 
proof  of  which  he  said  that  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  been  in  the  habit  of  taking 
his  vacation  and  of  disporting  himself  in 
fiH'cign  parts  about  this  time  of  the  year. 
I  am  certain  that  the  country  will  interpret 
such  language  in  the  sense  I  have  men- 
tioned, and  if  they  see  a  continuance  of 
this  state  of  things,  and  one  Bishop  doing 
the  duty  of  another  Bishop,  they  will  argue 
that  one-half  the  number  would  be  suffi- 
cient. Having  pointed  out  what  the  pro- 
spects of  the  diocese  of  London  are  likely 
to  be  should  any  interregnum  of  this  kind 
occur,  I  have  only  in  conclusion  to  express 
the  hope  that  your  Lordships  will  give  your 
eairnest  consideration  to  the  welfare  of  the 
immense  population  of  the  two  dioceses 
thus  deprived  of  their  Bishops,  and  will 
pass  this  Bill,  nothstanding  the  charge  of 
its  being  a  simoniacal  measure. 

Thb  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  think  that  my  noble  Friend  has 
been  exceedingly  appropriate  in  his  argu- 
ments in  relation  to  the  matter  in  hand, 
because    he  has  in   forcible  language  — 
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which  he,  indeed,  ailwajB  uses — asserted 
that  the  prolongation  of  the  interregnum 
ill  anj  of  those  sees  is  a  matter  of  serious 
inconrenience  and  considerable  objection. 
That  is  a  point  which,  though  mj  noble 
Friend  has  laboured  much  to  prove,  is  one 
which  is  admitted  upon  ev^rj  side ;  and 
the  onlj  question  to  be  decided  bj  those 
who  are  now  discussing  this  Bill  is,  whe- 
ther on  the  whole  we  shall  not  incur  the 
greatest  prospective  evil  by  adopting  a 
partial  and  imperfect  measure  like  the 
present,  which  is,  I  believe,  more  calcu- 
lated to  impede  than  to  forward  subse- 
quent legislation,  than  by  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  introduction  of  any  Bill  on 
the  subject  until  we  have  time  to  deal  with 
the  general  question,  which  general  mea- 
sure would  materially  advance  the  great 
object  which  your  Lordships  have  in  view. 
My  noble  Friend  has.  [  think,  very  much 
exaggerated  the  effect  of  the  language 
which  fell  from  the  right  rev.  Prelate  the 
other  night.  I  was  present  on  that  occa- 
sion, and  what  the  right  rev.  Prelate  did 
say  was,  that  of  all  times  of  the  year  the 
inconvenience  would  be  least  felt  at  the 
present,  inasmuch  as  the  active  duties-— 
those  of  confirmation  and  consecration — 
are  over ;  and  during  the  remaining  portion 
of  the  year  the  Bishops  have  the  less  labo- 
rious duties  to  discharge.  And  I  must 
say  that  it  is  a  perversion  of  the  obvious 
meaning  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  lan- 
guoge  to  assume  that  either  he  or  any 
other  noble  Lord  who  has  taken  part  in 
discussing  this  question,  has  maintained 
that,  daring  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
year  the  life  of  a  Bishop  is  an  idle  one,  or 
that  the  number  of  Bishops  is  greater  than 
is  sufficient  to  perform  the  duties  of  that 
office.  For  my  own  part,  I  frankly  say  I 
think  that  the  number  of  the  episcopal 
bench  is  not  sufficient ;  but  that  is  nut  tho 
question  now  before  your  Lordships.  I 
am  happy  to  find  it  acknowledged  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  the  duties  of  a 
Bishop  are  so  important,  and  that  tliere  is 
so  little  superfluity  of  episcopal  attendance, 
it  becomes  a  matter  of  vital  importance 
that  provision  should  be  made  for  the  re- 
signation and  retirement  of  those  Bishops 
who  are  rendered  incapable  of  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties.  I  nni  glad  to  see 
that  it  is  so  admitted  ;  and  the  question  is 
by  what  description  of  le<;i&latiou  we  can 
best  attain  that  object.  The  only  question 
raised  now  is  whether  wo  shall  go  into 
Committee  before  we  have   received  the 
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commonieaiions  made  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  to  tho  Government  which  have 
led  to  this  mutual  understanding.  It  was 
my  intention  to  have  adverted — and  I  hsd 
risen  for  that  purpose — to  the  misrepre- 
sentation of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  what  had  been  said  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  opposite ;  but  as  tbe 
right  rev.  Prelate  has  himself  vindicated 
his  own  expressions  I  do  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  return  to  that  question.  The 
obvious  intent  and  meaning  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  being  this — that  tbe  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  legalise  that  which,  if  this 
Bill  did  not  pass,  would  be  simoniacal,  and 
making  that  legal  in  the  ease  of  these  two 
Bishops,  which,  if  this  Bill  passed,  would 
exempt  them  from  the  operation  of  tbe 
law  in  respect  to  pains  and  penalties,  and 
if  such  an  act  had  been  performed  by 
other  parties  would,  by  tho  general  lav 
of  the  Church,  be  considered  an  act  of 
simony.  The  acumen  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  and  his  long  professional 
experience,  might  enable  him  to  turn  and 
twist  the  argument  as  he  pleased — and  no 
person  is  more  capable  of  doing  so  in  sap- 
port  of  his  particular  views — but  it  is  im- 
possible, with  all  his  ability,  to  torture  the 
observations  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  into 
any  other  meaning  than  this — that  the 
contemplated  arrangements  made  by  tbe 
retiring  Prelates  without  the  sanction  of 
this  Bill  might  be  construed  into  an  act  of 
simony.  In  making  these  observations  I 
am  bound  to  say  I  have  no  doubt  whatever 
that  those  retiring  Prelates  have  consented 
to  those  arrangements  with  the  best  and 
the  purest  intentions.  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury) 
if  he  feel  so  strongly  the  evils  and  incon- 
veniences arising  from  the  interregnum  in 
the  dioceses  of  London  and  Durham,  why 
he  does  not  feel  with  equal  forco  the  erils 
and  inconveniences  which  are  sustained  in 
other  dioceses — to  which  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  referring — I  mean  the  archbishop- 
ric of  York  and  the  diocese  of  Norwich  ? 
He  admits  the  inconveniences  of  these  ar- 
rangements, and  I  agree  with  him  as  to 
the  mischief  of  these  Mies  quoties  ar- 
rangements ;  and  therefore  it  is  that  I 
now,  as  I  did  upon  a  former  occasion, 
press  upon  your  Lordships  the  expedienej 
of  dealing  with  the  whole  question  by  a 
general  measure  and  not  by  a  measure 
admitting  the  principle  of  negotiation  bo- 
twccn  the  Minister  of  the  day  and  the 
individual  concerned.     That  is  a  principls 
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inTolred  in  this  question  which  in  my  mind 
is  sufficient  to  outweigh  the   serious  and 
grave  fnconveniences  which  arise  from  the 
continued  suspension  of  the  functions  of 
these  Prelates.     The  principle  is  a  bad 
one  in  itself,  and  I  can  see  that  grave  in- 
conveniences may  arise  from  suspicions  en- 
gendered as  to  the  motives  which  may  lead 
to  the  retirement  of  a  Bishop.     The  par- 
ticolar  circumstances  of  this  case  enable 
jour  Lordships  to  afford  a  retirement  to 
these  Bishops,  and  will  enable  you  to  carry 
those  arrangements  into  effect.     The  con- 
sequence would  infallibly  be,  that  when 
there  are  not  such  means  of  providing  for 
such  retirement  from  the  superfluities  of 
the  incomes  attached  to  the  sees,  that  then 
it  would  be  necessary  to  make  some  far- 
ther special    arrangements   to  meet  the 
difficulties  of  the  case.     And,  therefore,  if 
you  rest  this  case  upon  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstance that  you  are  enabled  to  do  it 
without  endangering   the  common  fund, 
you  will  yirtually  negative  the  possibility 
of  doing  that  which  you  admit  to  be  desir- 
able to  have  done  by  a  general  law  appli- 
cable to  all  sees.   Before  1  sit  down  1  wish 
to  ask  the  Government  whether  they  will 
consent  that   the  annual   sum  of  money 
which  will  be  saved  by  the  effect  of  these 
arrangements    shall  be  held  in  abeyance 
until  a  general  measure  be  passed  to  form 
the  nncleas  of  a  surplus  fund  which  shall 
be  applicable  to  the  general  retirement  of 
Bishops.     If    Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  prepared    to  give  this  assurance — if 
they  say  they  do  intend  to  bring  forward  a 
general  measure  at  the  earliest  possible 
period  of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament, 
and  that  thej  will  reserve  by  those  ar- 
rangements a  fund  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  a  general  measure,  they  will  then, 
to  a  certain  extent,  remove  the  very  se- 
rious objections  which  I  entertain  towards 
this  particular  measure.     I  hope  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  Government  wiU  be  able  to  give 'a 
definite  declaration  to  this  effect,  because 
it  would  remove  one  of  the  greatest  objec- 
tions of  those  who  oppose  this  measure, 
namely,  that  you  are  by  this  Bill  depriving 
yourselves   of    the  means  of  effecting  a 
general  measure  of  retirement  hereafter. 
AVith  regard  to  the  question  of  your  Lord- 
ships' going  into  Committee,  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
Her   Majesty's    Government    at  this  ad- 
vanced period  of  the  Session  ;  but  I  think, 
before    this    measure    is    finally    carried 
through  this  House,  it  is  important  that 
wo  should  be  officially  and  formally  in  pgs- 
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session  of  the  previous  understanding 
which  has  existed,  and  of  the  previous  cor- 
respondence which  has  existed  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  trust  my  noble  Friend  and  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  will  not,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances persist  in  their  opposition  to 
this  Bill  going  into  Committee,  and  that 
they  will  permit  the  Government  to  make 
such  Amendments  in  the  Bill  as  they  may 
think  necessary,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  then  afford  time  and  op- 
portunity to  your  Lordships  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  effects  of  the  measure, 
both  upon  the  bringing  up  of  the  Report 
and  upon  the  third  reading.  1  have  just 
ventured  to  throw  out  these  suggestions 
because  1  really  do  not  wish  in  any  way  to 
retard  the  progress  of  public  business. 

The  Earl  OP  SHAFTESBURY  wished 
to  explain  that  he  had  not  intended  to  re- 
present those  who  opposed  the  present 
Bill,  as  thinking  that  a  Bishop  led  a  life 
of  idleness.  What  he  intended  to  say 
was  that,  if  noble  Lords  voted  for  a  pro- 
longation of  the  present  state  of  things  in 
the  sees  of  London  and  Durham,  people 
out  of  doors  might  draw  that  inference. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  it 
appeared  that  both  sides  seemed  to  agree 
in  theory,  but  what  they  wanted  to  do  was 
to  go  beyond  theory  to  practice.  The  ar- 
gument of  his  noble  Friend  opposite  was, 
that  if  they  postponed  this  Bill,  there 
would  be  a  better  chance  of  passing  a 
general  measure  in  a  future  Session.  That 
might  be  the  case,  but  with  regard  to  any 
surplus  that  might  accrue  under  the  pro- 
posed arrangement,  the  only  pledge  the 
Government  could  give  was,  that  it  should 
not  be  appropriated  to  any  purpose  without 
the  sanction  and  authority  of  Parliament. 

Motion  ctgreed  to. 

House  in  Committee,  accordingly. 

Clause  1, 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  proposed,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  pensions  under 
the  Bill  should  not  come  into  operation 
until  the  Archbishops  had  accepted  the 
resignation  of  the  Prelates. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3, 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  that 
he  had  intended  to  move,  that  the  re- 
tiring allowance  to  the  Bishop  of  Durham 
should  be  £6,000  a  year,  the  same  as  that 
proposed ^or  the  Bishop  of  London;  but, 
as  his  right  rev.  Friend  had  expressed  a 
wish  that  such  a  proposition  should  not  be 
made  to  their  Lordships,  ho  should  aban- 
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don  Us  intention  of  bringing  the  subject 
forward. 

The  Earl  op  GALLOWAY  felt  strong- 
Ij  that  £6,000  a  year  was  too  large  an 
amount  for  Parliament  to  grant  to  a  retir- 
ing Christian  Bishop.  The  attention  of 
the  pnblio  at  large  had  been  very  much 
directed  of  late  to  our  Church  Establish- 
menty  and  a  great  deal  of  jealousy  existed 
in  the  minds  of  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  community  with  regard  to  it.  Much 
of  that  jealousy  had,  in  his  opinion,  no 
foundation  in  reason ;  and,  upon  that  ac- 
count, be  was  the  more  desirous  that  Par- 
liament should  not  pass  any  measure  which 
would  occasion  a  just  cause  of  complaint, 
such  as  he  thought  would  be  created  if  so 
large  a  salary  as  £6,000  a  ye/ir  were  to 
be  granted  to  a  retiring  Bishop — a  sum 
larger  than  the  full  ssdary  enjoyed  by 
many  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  who  were 
able  to  perform  the  dudes  of  their  high 
office.  His  main  ground  of  objection  to 
the  measure,  however,  was,  that  it  was 
not  of  a  general  character,  for  he  feared 
that  by  now  sanctioning  so  large  a  retiring 
allowance  as  £6,000  a  year,  their  Lord- 
ships would  create  an  inconvenient  prece- 
dent which  might  greatly  hamper  them  in 
years  to  come.  He  was  not  prepared  with 
a  distinct  proposition  on  the  subject,  but 
he  thought  that  one-third  of  the  future 
salary  of  £10,000  a  year  would  be  an 
ample  allowance  for  the  retiring  Bishop  of 
London.  In  making  these  observations, 
he  desired  to  add,  that  he  felt  the  utmost 
respect  and  veneration  for  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  to  whom  this  retiring  pension  was 
proposed  to  be  given. 

ViscoimT  DUNGANNON  said,  that  he 
entirely  concurred  with  the  noble  Earl,  in 
thinking  that  the  retiring  allowance  in 
question  was  not  only  beyond  bounds,  but 
under  the  circumstances  enormous.  Inde- 
pendent of  the  allowance  of  £6,000  a  year, 
the  Bishop  of  London  was  to  have  the 
palace  at  Fulham  for  life ;  while  the  Bishop 
of  Durham  was  to  have  only  £4,500  a 
year  witdout  a  residence.  The  apportion- 
ment of  the  allowances  was  by  no  means 
equal.  Considering  that  the  income  of  the 
future  Bishops  of  London  was  to  be  limited 
to  £10,000  a  year,  and  also  that  the  in- 
comes of  the  other  working  Bishops  had 
of  late  years  been  materially  curtailed 
through  the  means  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission,  he  conceived  that^  retiring 
pension  of  about  £3,000  a  year  would  be 
amply  sufficient  for  the  present  Bishop  of 
London.    It  was  not  right,  in  his  opinion. 
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to  make  this  retiring  pension  greater  in 
amount  by  £1,000  or  £1,500  a  year  than 
the  income  allotted  to  many  of  the  work- 
ing Bishops.     He  thoroughly  and  entirely 
disliked  the  present  Bill,  and  regarded  it 
as  one  of  the  most  mischievous  measures 
ever  introduced  under  a  plausible  pretext 
He  looked  upon  it  as  the  more  dangerons, 
because  the  case  was  a  strong  one,  though 
it  was  not  stronger  than  were  the  cases  at 
the  present  moment  of  the  Archbishoprie 
of   Xork  and  the  Bishopric  of  Norwich. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  mate- 
rial evil  could  have  resulted  from  the  Bill 
being  postponed  until  an  early  period  io 
next  Session.     He  wished  not  to  be  under- 
stood as  entertaining  the  slightest  disre- 
spect towards  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  od 
whose  retiring  pension  be  had  commented, 
as  he  felt  for  nim  the  utmost  veneration. 
A  more  essentially  useful  and  thoroughlj 
worthy  Prelate  never  adorned  the  episcopal 
bench,  and  it  was  matter  of  deep  regret, 
in  reference  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
Church,  that,  by  the  dispensation  of  Pro- 
vidence, he  should  be  placed  in  a  positioo 
which  obliged  him  to  relinquish  his  see. 

Lord  WYNFORD  observed,  that  a 
special  justification  for  the  amount  of  the 
proposed  retiring  allowance  existed  in  the 
fact  of  the  splendid  and  munificent  acts  of 
charity  for  which  the  Bishop  of  Londoo 
was  distinguished. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  also  ai 
verted  to  the  Bishop  of  London's  munifi- 
cent charity,  which,  he  was  understood  to 
say,  occasioned  to  that  right  rev.  Prelate 
the  expenditure  of  about  £15,000  a  year; 
and  of  the  proposed  retiring  allowance  of 
£6,000  a  year,  there  was  no  doubt  that  s 
large  proportion  would  go  in  charity. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  gave  notice 
that  ho  should,  at  a  future  stage;  move  the 
introduction  of  a  clause  to  the  efiect,  that 
the  sums  received  from  time  to  time  bj  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  from  the  re- 
venues of  the  sees  of  London  and  Darbaoi 
should  be  carried  to  a  separate  acconnt, 
until  Parliament  had  decided  whether  anj 
provision  should  be  made  for  the  retire 
ment  from  their  offices  of  Bishops  onahlet 
through  age  or  infirmity,  to  discharge  their 
duties. 

Report  of  Amendment  to  be  leceired 
To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morroif. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  July  17,  1856. 

MaruTXB.]   New  Writ. — For  Dorchester,  v,  Henry 

Gerard  Sturt,  esq.,  Chilterzi  Hundreds. 
Public  Bills. — 3®  Charities ;  Vice  President  of 
Committee  of  Counoil  on  Education  ;  Evidence 
in  Foreign  Suits ;  Cursitor  Baron  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

CHARITIES  BILL. 

Oi^der  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion  made  and   Question   proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  MOWBRAT  said,  he  thought  some 
explanation  ought  to  be  given  bj  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
at  lixat  late  period  of  the  Session.  Last 
jear,  at  a  late  period  of  the  Session,  a  Bill 
was  introduced  and  passed  for  exempting 
Roman  Catholic  charities  from  the  super- 
TisioB  of  the  Charity  Commission,  and  now 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session  this  Bill 
was  introduced  for  continuing  that  exemp- 
tion. He  saw  no  reason  for  such  exemp- 
tion, and  should  therefore  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  seoand  time  that  day  three 
months.  If  that  should  not  be  adopted, 
he  should  move  in  Committee  that  the 
deration  of  the  Bill  should  be  to  the  1st 
of  June  instead  of  the  1st  of  September. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  out  the 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day  three 
months.*' 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  there  were  a  great 
number    of    Roman    Chatbolic    charities 
founded  by  Roman  Catholics  for  the  very 
best  purposes,  but  in  many  of  them  ih&te 
were  certain  things  mixed  up  which  might 
be   construed  into  superstitious  use,  and 
hence  the  whole  by  that  might  be  vitiat- 
ed  and  rendered  void.     It  was,  therefore, 
thought  expedient  to  exempt  such  charities 
from  the  usual  supervision  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners.     For  instance,  in  many  of 
these'  excellent  and  most  valuable  charities 
there  were  provisions  for  certain  masses  to 
be  said  for  certain  purposes.     In  examin- 
ing into  such  charities,  the  Commissioners 
could,  if  necessary,   have  to  report  upon 
the  fact  of  such  charities  containing  such 
provi^ons,   and   that   would  of  necessity 
mAke  void  the  whole  of  the  charity.     He, 
therefore,  asked  the  House  to  agree  to 
on  A»  eiemption  for  another  year. 


and  by  next  Session  a  general  measure 
would  be  introduced,  which,  he  trusted, 
would  meet  the  whole  necessities  of  the 
case.  He  could  assure  the  House  that  he 
was  as  much  averse  to  the  present  state  of 
things  as  any  one,  and  he  would  pledge 
himsdf  before  next  Session  to  do  all  in  his 
power  to  advance  the  general  remedy  that 
was  required.  Under  ^ose  circumstances, 
he  therefore  hoped  the  hon..  Gentleman 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  thought  there 
was  that  in  these  charities  which  required 
the  proposed  exemption  to  be  extended  or 
provided  for  in  this  Bill.  He  thought  the 
general  law  of  mortmain  ought  to  be  re- 
vised as  speedily  as  possible  ;  for  all  sects, 
the  Established  Church  as  much  as  any, 
suffered  from  it.  He  gave  his  cordial  sup- 
port to  this  measure.  It  was  greatly  to  be 
regretted,  that  so  many  of  the  Bills  brought 
in  by  the  Government  were  postponed  to 
that  late  period  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  BARROW  said,  he  understood  that 
it  was  not  intended  that  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners were  to  have  any  power  over 
'county  hospitals  and  county  asylums  which 
were  supported  by  voluntary  contributions. 
But  he  found  that  some  of  those  institu- 
tions had  been  called  upon  by  the  Commis- 
sioners to  furnish  copies  of  their  accounts. 
Now,  that  proceeding  had  given  great 
offence  to  the  trustees  of  those  charities, 
and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Baines)  would  except  from  his  mea- 
sure institutions  that  were  solely  maintain- 
ed by  the  voluntary  contributions  of  the 
public. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  was  quite  sa- 
tisfied with  the  assurance  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  would  be 
prepared  next  Session  to  place  Roman 
Catholic  charities  under  the  same  control 
as  other  charities  were  subjected  to. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  this  Continuance  Bill  should  have 
been  brought  forward.  There  was  a  most 
distinct  pledge  given  by  the  Government, 
when  the  Charity  Bill  was  passed,  that  if 
the  House  consented  at  that  time  not  to 
deal  with  Roman  Catholic  charities,  a  Bill 
would  be  brought  in  upon  that  subject. 
He  need  not  say  that  he  did  not  believe 
any  one  of  the  proper  and  legitimate  ob- 
jects of  those  charities  would  be  interfered 
with.  He  thought  a  distinct  and  positive 
pledge,  ought  to  be  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  subject  should  be  legislated 
upon  early  in  the  next  Session. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  mi,  he  was  glad 
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to  find  that  do  obserrations  had  been  made 
calculated  to  prejudice  the  question  before 
the  House.  The  case  of  Roman  Catholic 
charities  was  one  of  a  special  description, 
and  could  not  be  dealt  with  without  full 
consideration  being  given  to  all  the  special 
circumstances  connected  with  it.  It  was 
hoped  that  the  Bill  formerly  introduced  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Durham 
(Mr.  Atherton)  which  passed  the  House  of 
Commons,  would  have  removed  many  of 
jthe  difficulties  connected  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  charities ;  but,  unfortunately,  that 
Bill  did  not  meet  with  the  assent  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  be  content  with  the  pledge  given  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Baines),  that 
the  subject  should  receive  his  attehtion  at 
an  early  period  next  Session. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  insert  a 
clause  in  the  Bill  to  exempt  county  asy- 
lums and  hospitals  from  the  control  of  the 
Commissioners.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hadfield)  that  legisla- 
tion, at  a  very  late  period  of  the  Session, 
became  a  perfect  lottery.  He  thought  it 
would-be  better  if  Government  struck  out 
of  the  list  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day  every 
Bill  they  did  not  intend  to  proceed  with. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  it 
would  very  much  surprise  him  to  find  that 
any  interference  had  been  attempted  with 
any  institution  supported  wholly  by  volun- 
tary contributions.  He  thought  it  would 
be  found  that  the  application  to  the  Not- 
tinghamshire charities  had  been  for  ac- 
counts relating  to  their  income  arising 
from  endowments.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  introducing  measures  early  in 
the  Session  as  had  been  alluded  to  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion,  he  had  himself 
brought  in  measures  of  great  public  im- 
portance as  early  as  the  end  of  February, 
but  he  had  been  wholly  unable  to  find  an 
opportunity  of  again  bringing  them  on, 
and  he  had  in  consequence  been  compelled 
to  withdraw  them.  Indeed,  until  some  di- 
vision was  made  between  what  might  be 
called  the  legislative  and  the  political  busi- 
kiess  of  the  House,  it  would  be  hopeless  to 
expect  that  measures  of  legislative  impor- 
tance would  not  often  be  postponed  to  mat- 
ters of  more  pressing  political  interest. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  said,  after  the  assur- 
ance of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Baines),  that  he  would  introduce  a  Bill  on 
the  subject  next  Session,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  But  not  feeling 
quite  so  satisfied  of  the  disposition  of  the 
Sir  Oeorge  Qrey 


Government  on  the  subject,  he  should  in 
Committee  move  that  the  Bill  be  extended 
only  to  the  1st  of  July,  instead  of,  as  pro- 
posed, the  1st  of  September. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  v:\thdra\Dn, 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  2°. 

HOSPITALS  (DUBLIN)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tbe 
chair." 

Mr.  cowan  said,  it  was  his  intention 
to  move,  that  the  Bill  bo  committed  that 
day  three  months.     It  was  from  no  want 
of  sympathy  for  the  inmates  of  the  Dublin 
hospitals  that  he  took  that  course.    It  was 
at  once  the  glory  and  one  of  the  most  pre- 
cious and  palpable  evidences  of  our  common 
Christianity  that  such  institutions  existed, 
and  he  should  greatly  regret  if  the  step  be 
now  took  should,  in  the  slightest  degree^ 
impair  the  usefulness  of  those  charities, 
or  close  the   portals   of   those  hospitals 
against  the  admission  of  any  one  who  re- 
quired  their  aid.      But  he   thought  tbe 
course  of  the  present  and  former  GoTem- 
ments  in  respect  to  these  hospitals  to  hare 
been  unwise  and  vacillating,  and  neither 
fair  nor  honest.     He  did  not  see  why  Dub- 
lin should  enjoy  a  privilege  which  other 
large  cities  and  towns  did  not  enjoy.  Edin- 
burgh, for  instance,  was  distinguished  f(ff 
its  medical  schools,  and  was  as  much  enti- 
tled, in  his  belief,  to  receive  a  grant  from 
the  public  fund  as  the  Irish  capital.    He 
was  informed  by  Sir  William  Gibson  Craig. 
that  the  grants  which  had  been  made  to 
the  Irish  hospitals  would  in  a  few  years 
cease  and  determine.     In  1844,  a  resolu- 
tion was  come  to  by  the  Government,  that 
the  grants  should  be  reduced  10  per  cent 
every  year,  and  the  hospitals  be  left  to  he 
supported  by  the  subscriptiona  of  the  chari- 
table and  humane.     That  was  acted  open 
for  some  time  ;  but  on  the  Motion  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin,  a  Committee  on 
the  subject  was  appointed,  and  the  present 
Bill  was  the  result  of  the  Report  of  that 
Committee.     The  tendency  of  the  Bill  was 
to  place  those  hospitals  permanently  as  a 
charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.    I^ 
the  House  continued  these  grants  to  Dub- 
lin, he  saw  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
be  extended  to  Edinburgh,  and,  if  toEdlo- 
burgh,  to  Glasgow,  Liverpool,  and  other 
great  towns.     He  found  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  laid  it  down  as  a  rule  that  do 
grant  should  be  given  to  an  hospital  nnle^ 
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it  was  also  a  medical  school.  He  wished 
to  know  if  the  converse  was  also  to  he  a 
rule,  and  every  medical  school  to  he  enti- 
tled to  these  grants.  No  douht  a  great 
proportion  of  the  poverty  of  Scotland  arose 
from  immigration  from  the  sister  isle  ;  and 
as  Scotch  hospitals  were  freely  used  hy 
Irish  paupers,  he  thought  that  was  an  ad- 
ditional reason  why  Dublin  should  not  ex- 
clusively have  the  benefit  of  the  public 
money.  The  Bill  was  useful  so  far  as  it 
proposed  to  deal  with  admitted  abuses  in 
the  management  of  the  Dublin  hospitals, 
hut  he  objected  to  its  local  operation  and 
character.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
whole  matter  would  be  set  at  rest  by  the 
Government  retracing  their  steps  and  deal- 
ing equal  justice  to  all. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  **  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," 
instead  thereof. 

Mr.   HORSMAN  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  allow  itself  to  be  led  into 
a  discussion  on  a  question  which  was  not 
before  it.     The  qaestion  they  had  then  to 
decide,  was  not  whether  any  grant  should 
be   made  to  the  hospitals  of  Dublin,  or 
whether  that  grant  should  be  permanent. 
Those  two  questions  had  been  already  de- 
cided upon  by  a  Resolution  of  a  Commit- 
tee and  a  Vote  of  that  House.     What  the 
House  then  had  to  do  was,  to  carry  into 
effect  the  object  of  Parliament  in  making 
that  grant.     A  Commission  issued  last 
jear  had  reported  the  manner  in  which 
these  grants  of  money  had  been  hitherto 
'  applied.     For  many  years  these  grants  had 
been  annually -voted.    In  1854,  the  sub- 
ject of  the  grants  was  submitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  inquiry,  and  which  Committee 
recommended   the  continuance  of  them. 
The  question  which  Government  had  then 
to  consider  was,  whether  those  grants  were 
wisely  and  well  applied.     With  a  view  to 
ascertain  that  fact,  a  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  condition  and 
regulations  of  the  medical  institutions  of 
the  city  of  Dublin  ;  and  the  present  Bill 
vras  founded  on  the   recommendations  of 
that  Commission.     The  Bill  was  not  a  Bill 
for   granting  money  to  those  institutionsj 
but   was  for  the  better  regulation  of  the 
hospitals  in  Dublin.     If  Parliament  should, 
next  Session,  refuse  this  grant,  then  the 
interference  of  Government  would  cease, 
but  BO  long  as  the  grants  were  continued, 
no    one  could  deny  that  the  Government 


had  a  right  to  provide  for  the  better  regu- 
lation of  ^the  hospitals.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  plain  and  unmistakeable ; 
it  was  to  ^s.  the  maintenance  of  those  hos- 
pitals on  the  public  taxes.  It  was  an  in- 
sult to  the  subscribers  to  those  hospitals 
to  suppose  that  they  could  not  properly** 
manage  and  conduct  them.  If  the  power 
of  appointing  the  governors  and  officers  of 
those  charities  were  vested  in  the  hands  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  would  make  use 
of  that  patronage  for  political  jobbery. 
No  other  part  of  the  Kingdom  would  come 
to  that  House  and  ask  for  charity  out  of 
the  public  taxes  to  support  their  institu- 
tions. He  was  surprised  that  the  pride 
and  national  feeling  of  the  people  of  Dub- 
lin allowed  them  to  accept  such  charity. 
The  result  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill  would 
be  that  the  maintenance  of  the  institutions 
would  be  saddled  on  the  public  taxes. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  must  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Cowan)  that  grants  had  been  made 
for  the  promotion  of  works  in  Scotland  as 
well  as  in  England.  He  might  mention  the 
Caledonian  Canal  as  an  instance.  There- 
fore it  could  not  be  urged  as  a  special 
ground  of  objection  that  this  grant  was 
exclusively  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  seeing 
that  similar  grants  had  been  made  for 
works  in  other  parts  of  the  United  ELing- 
dom. 

Mr.  MIC  hell  said,  he  thought  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  ex- 
tend hospitals  all  over  the  country.  He 
should  certainly  support  the  Government 
in  the  measure  under  consideration.  The 
opposition  to  the  grant,  he  considered, 
was  disgraceful  in  those  who  exhibited  it. 
The  grant  was  only  of  £15,000,  and  yet 
they  made  no  objection  to  the  expense  of 
going  to  Aldershot  to  reviews,  and  for 
sending  rockets  into  the  air  to  please  the 
Londoners.  The  expense  in  the  course  of 
the  year  £or  reviews  and  fireworks,  and 
eating  and  tdqlAking  of  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, in  going  to  reviews  at  Aldershot, 
and  for  paying  for  railway  fares  to  Ports- 
mouth and  Southampton,  could  not  have 
been  less  than  £100,000.  No  objection 
was  made  to  dip  into  the  public  purse 
for  those  purposes,  but  when  a  sum  of 
£15,000  was  proposed  for  charitable  pur- 
poses in  Ireland,  objections  were  imme- 
diately raised. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  could   not 
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understand  why  the  city  of  Dublin  shonld 
be  paid  a  sum  of  £15,000  a  year  to  sup- 
port its  charitable  institutions.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  the  charge  was  to  be 
permanently  settled  upon  the  oonntry. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  said  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  guard  against  abuses  ;  but  his 
belief  was  that  it  was  really  to  make  it  the 
Yueans  of  ultimately  imposing  this  charge 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He  thought 
that  the  Irish  Members,  for  the  honour  of 
their  country,  should  put  an  end  to  these 
applications  for  charity,  which  were  only 
to  support  abuses  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  going  away  from  the  real  object 
of  the  Bill.  It  was  not  whether  a  grant 
should  be  made,  for  that  had  already  been 
agreed  to.  It  was  to  make  a  great  medi- 
cal school  as  efficient  as  possible.  The 
hospitals  had  produced  many  eminent 
medical  men  for  the  army,  navy,  and 
general  service  of  the  country.  But  those 
hospitals  could  not  be  kept  up  by  means 
of  their  ordinary  resources.  It,  therefore, 
became  necessary  to  make  a  grant,  and 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  regulate  the 
application  of  that  grant. 

JiiR.  CRAUFURD  said,  that  the  objec- 
tion whioh  he  entertained  to  the  Bill  was, 
that  it  was  intended  to  confer  upon  the 
hospitals  of  Dublin  a  Parliamentary  title 
to  an  annual  grant  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  which  no  other  similar  institution 
asked  for.  None  of  the  London  hospitals 
received  any  public  grant. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  which 
impugned  the  administration  of  those 
grants.  Those  grants  were  originally  made 
by  the  Irish  Parliament.  The  grants  were 
also  made  by  the  British  Parliament  for 
twenty  years  after  the  Union,  under  the 
impression  that  the  Union  would  produce 
great  prosperity,  and  in  twenty  years  ren-' 
der  the  grants  unnecessary.  Such,  how- 
ever, was  not  the  effect  of  it.  The  Union 
had  removed  the  nobility  and  the  wealthy 
commoners,  and  Dublin,  from  being  the 
city  of  the  rich,  had  become  the  city  of 
the  poor.  For  that  reason  he  maintained 
that  Dublin  had  a  prescriptive  right  to 
those  grants. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  HASTIE  said, 
that  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  very  ingenious.  It 
was  true  there  was  not  one  word  in  the 
Bill  having  reference  to  money,  and  yet 
the  fact  was  that  the  whole  case  turned 
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upon  and  had  reference  to  a  peeoniary 
grant.  These  grants  were  most  tmpopu- 
lar  with  his  constituents.  The  hospital  at 
Glasgow  was  quite  as  extensive  and  effi- 
cient as  the  one  in  Dublin,  yet  that  re- 
ceived no  Parliamentary  grant. 

Mb.  WILSON  said  that,  although  he 
agreed  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
first  Committee  on  this  subject,  that  the 
grant  to  these  hospitals  should  he  grv 
dually  reduced,  and,  although  he  was  op- 
posed to  the  appointment  of  the  second 
Commission,  yet  since  that  Commission 
had  recommended  the  continuance  of  the 
grant,  he  considered  it  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  give  effect  to  that  recom- 
mendation. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  53 ;  Koes 
22:  Majority  3L 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  I  to  8  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Lord  Lieutenant  may  grant 
Superannuations  to  the  Officers  of  the 
Hospitals). 

Mr.  W.  brown  said,  he  should  moTe 
that  the  clause  be  omitted. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER  said,  that  the  circumstances  re- 
lating to  these  ofiBcers  were  different  from 
ordinary  cases,  and  he  must  support  the 
clause  as  it  stood. 

Sir  JAMES  ANDERSON  said,  he 
considered  that  granting  pensions  to  offi- 
cers who  were  no  longer  able  to  discharge 
their  duties  was  introducing  a  new  princi- 
ple into  those  institutions,  for  which  he 
did  not  see  any  necessity. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  wd. 
he  also  objected  to  the  clause.  Men  were 
glad  to  obtain  the  reputation  of  having 
passed  their  days  at  the  public  hospitals, 
without  asking  for  a  pension. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  that  the  aubjeet 
had  undergone  great  consideration,  and 
that  these  superannuation  allowanees  had 
been  more  than  once  recommended  to  the 
House. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORRETS  said,  be 
objected  to  the  principle  of  allowing  the 
governors  of  hospitals  to  diminish  the 
funds  by  granting  superannuationa. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Clause  staad 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  :«— Ayes  43 ; 
Noes  29  :  Majority  14. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  10  to  13  were  also  agreed  to. 
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Claiise  14  (Lord  Lieutenant  may  ap- 
point a  Secretary  to  the  Board). 

Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  he  should  move 
thai  the  salarj  he  £300  a  year. 

Mb.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 

the  amount  was  ezcessiye,  and  he  should 

move  that  the  salary  he  only  £150  a  year. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  hlank  be  filled 

with  the  word  •  three/  " 

The  Committee  ditnded  : — Ayes  26  ; 
Noes  51 :  Majority  25. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  any  medical  gentleman  could  be 
preriuled  u^n  to  accept  the  office  of  secre- 
tary at  BO  small  a  sum  as  £150  a  year. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
woald  be  satisfied  with  the  result  of  the 
division  which  had  just  taken  place,  and 
let  the  question  stand  over  for  consider- 
ation. 

Mb.  6.  A.  HAMILTON  said,  the 
aoestion  was  whether  it  was  desirable 
that  the  secretary  should  be  a  medical 
man.  There  were  on  the  staff  of  these 
institutions  some  of  the  most  eminent 
medical  men  of  the  country,  who  bestowed 
vast  time  on  the  management  of  the  insti- 
tutions, and  therefore  it  did  not  so  much 
require  that  the  person  who  performed  the 
duties  of  secretary  should  be  a  medical 
man.  He  believed  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  an  efficient  person 
at  a  salary  of  £200  a  year. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  he  had  heard  of  men 
who  were  perfectly  competent  to  discharge 
the  required  duties,  and  who  would  readily 
accept  the  office  at  a  salary  of  £150  a 
year. 

The  Motion  was  then  put  and  agreed  to, 
and  the  blank  was  filled  up  with  £150. 
Remaining  CUuses  agreed  to. 
House  resumed, 
Bill  reported,  as  amended. 

GENERAL  BEATSON. 

Mb.  ROEBUCK  said,  by  some  mistake 
a  Motion  of  his  bad  been  put  on  the  paper 
for  that  night  instead  of  for  Tuesday  next. 
It  waa  as  Mows ; — 

"Tliat  the  Under  Seerstanr  for  War  having 
sdmitted  that,  spon  anonjmouB  mformation,  a 
0fecr0t  inqiury  had  been  ordered  into  the  conduct 
of  a  general  offieer,  ibis  House  feels  itself  bound 
to    gJtpi^ess  its  reproba^n  of  eueh  a  proceed- 


Mb.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  he 
frisbed  to  offer  some  explanation  on  the 
subject. 

Ms.  ROEBUCK :  Had  you  not  better 
4efer  it  i^til  |  have  made  the  Motion  f 


Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL :  No  ;  it  is 
pressing.  As  regards  the  conduct  of  Gene- 
ral Vivian 

Mr.  ROEBUCK :  Sir,  I  rise  to  order. 
How  can  I  answer  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  when  there  is  no  Motion 
before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
can  only  make  his  explanation  under  the 
indulgence  of  the  House. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL :  The  point, 
Sir,  is  simply  this.  Certain  charges  have 
been  made  against  General  Beatson  in 
connexion  with  transferring  the  command 
of  the  Turkish  Contingent,  and  they  came 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  War  Office 
through 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  clearly  out  of  order. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  My  hon.  Friend 
simply  intends  to  offer  a  personal  explana- 
tion. 

Colonel  FRENCH:  I  rise  to  order, 
Sir.  This  discussion  is  quite  irregular, 
and  ought  not  to  be  continued. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL:  I  only  wish 
to  say 

Mr.  ROEBUCK— Order,  order.  Sir, 
I  insist  the  hon.  Member  is  quite  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  out  of  order,  and  the  matter 
dropped. 

DECIMAL  COINAGE— QUESTION. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer when  it  was  likely  that  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  on  the  Decimal  Coin- 
age question  would  be  presented  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Commissioners  had  taken 
various  steps  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
information  on  the  subject  referred  to  them, 
but  they  would  not  be  in  a  position  to  make 
a  Report  in  sufficient  time  to  admit  of  its 
being  laid  on^the  table  during  the  course 
of  the  present  Session. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  VACANCIES— QUESTION. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  he  wished 
also  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  order  to  extend  the  nrinciple  of 
competitive  examination  for  civil  offices, 
what  means  it  was  intended  to  take  to 
make  known  to  the  public  the  vacancies 
which  from  time  to  time  might  arise  in  the 
several  public  departments,  or  the  steps 
which  it  might  be  requisite  to  be  taken  by 
candidates,  in  order  to  their  selection  by 
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the  heftds  of  departments,  for  competitire 
examination  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  he  was  not  able  to  state  what 
means  in  particular  wonld  be  adopted  for 
eircnkting  the  information  referred  to. 
Inqoiries  might  be  addressed  to  the  heads 
of  the  departments  in  which  Tacancies  oc- 
eurred ;  but  he  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  necessity  to  take  additional  means 
for  spreading  information,  for  whenever  a 
Tacancj  did  occur  the  Goremment  were 
instantly  overwhelmned  with  applications 
for  it. 

CAPITAL  PUNISHMENT  IN  THE 
COLONIES— QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  EWART  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  measures  would  be  adopted  for 
further  mitigating  the  laws  imposing  capital 
punishment  in  the  Colonies,  in  conformity 
with  the  laws  imposing  capital  punishment 
in  Great  Britain  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  was  quite 
true  that,  although  generally  the  law  of 
capital  punishment  in  the  Colonies  differed 
little  in  practice  from  that  which  was  esta- 
blished in  this  country,  yet  there  were  ex- 
ceptions to  the  rule — ^in  Ceylon,  for  in- 
stance, where  the  old  Roman  and  Dutch 
law  prevailed;  some  of  the  West  India 
islands,  where  there  were  many  obsolete 
laws  yet  in  force ;  and  in  the  Australian 
colonies,  where  capital  punishments  had 
very  recently  been  carried  out  in  cases 
of  aggravated  burglary.  In  the  case  of 
Ceylon  and  the  West  India  Islands  he  was 
quite  ready  to  consider  whether  it  might 
not  be  advisable  to  remove  those  laws  from 
the  Statute-book,  but  the  Australian  colo- 
nies had  their  own  local  Legislatures, 
which  were  the  best  judges  of  the  cases 
in  which  capital  punishment  ought  to  be 
carried  out. 

THE  CAPE  OF  GOOD  HOPE  —  QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  said,  he  wished  to 
inquire  whether  the  Government  were  in 
possession  of  any  later  intelligence  from 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  on  the  subject  of 
the  hostile  attitude  of  the  Elaiirs. 

Mb.  HINDLET  said,  he  would  also  beg 
to  inquire  whether  the  colony  or  the  mother 
country  would  bear  the  expense  of  any 
military  proceedings  necessary  to  suppress 
an  outbreak  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  the 
latest  information  which  he  had  received 
from  the  Governor  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Mr.  G.  A.  EcmiUon 


Hope,  dated,  he  believed,  the  Ist  of  May, 
was,  that  although  there  had  been  great 
apprehensions  of  the  existence  of  a  wide- 
spread confederacy  among  the  native  tribes 
to  attack  the  colonists,  yet  up  to  that  date 
no  actual  aggression  had  taken  place,  and 
he  entertained  the  confident  expectation 
that  no  such  act  would  occur.  Neverthe- 
less, the  Government  had,  as  a  matter  of 
precaution,  ordered  considerable  reinforce- 
ments to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  The 
expense  of  sending  those  military  rein- 
forcements would  be  borne  by  the  mother 
country. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS-QUESTION. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  must  again 
advert  to  the  large  amount  of  public  boa- 
ness  on  the  paper  at  that  late  period  of 
the  Session,  he  w6uld  beg  to  ask  the  noblo 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
whether  he  could  state  which  Bills  wonid 
be  proceeded  with,  and  which  abandoned. 
There  were  four  Bilb  with  regard  to  whick 
he  was  particularly  anxious  to  learn  that 
information,  they  were  the  Vice  President 
of  Committee  of  Council  on  Education  Bill, 
the  new  Appropriation  of  Trust  Propertj 
Bill,  the  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Canses 
Bill,  and  the  Lords  Amendments  to  the 
Cambridge  University  Bill. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  appeared  to  wish  for  a 
catalogue  of  massacre,  but  execution  had 
been  done  upon  the  innocents,  one  by  one, 
so  completely  that  little  remained  to  be 
told.  The  intention  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  each  Bill  would  be  stated 
as  it  came  on.  With  regard  to  the  Bills 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  particularly 
referred,  he  might  state  that  the  YicePre> 
sident  of  the  Council  on  Education  Bill 
would  certainly  be  proceeded  with ;  as  to 
the  Criminal  Appropriation  of  Trust  Pro- 
perty Bill  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  would  on  the  foUowing 
day  state  his  intentions ;  the  Lords  Amend- 
ments to  the  Cambridge  University  Bill 
would  be  considered  to-morrow.  The  Di- 
vorce and  Matrimonial  Causes  Bill  was  a 
most  important  measure,  involving  ques- 
tions of  great  magnitude,  upon  which  veiy 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  might 
exist,  and  as  many  persons  had  left  town 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  desirable  to 
press  the  House  to  come  to  a  decision  upon 
it.  It  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  Bill  upotf  the  subject 
into  that  House  at  the  beginning  ci  the 
next  Session.      It  was  unneoeesazy  to  say 
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what  changes  might,  upon  consideration, 
be  made  in  the  measure ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment certainly  would  not  include  in  their 
BiU  the  24th  clause  of  the  present  one, 
which  prohibited  marriage  between  the 
parties  convicted  of  adultery.  Doing  full 
justice  to  the  motives  of  those  who  intro- 
duced that  clause,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
that  would  be  not  only  a  cruel  but  an  im- 
moral provision. 

BIENNIAL  GRANT  TO  THE  SCOTCH 
EPISCOPAL  CHURCH— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GORDON  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  if  he  would  have  any  objection  to 
state  that  the  Biennial  Grant  to  the  Epis- 
copal Church  of  Scotland  was  not  with- 
drawn because  it  had  been  misapplied. 
Such  an  impression  had  obtained  some  pre- 
valence in  Scotland. 

Mb.  WILSON  said,  that  the  Gorem- 
ment  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
grant  had  been  applied  to  any  but  the  pur- 
pose for  which  it  was  intended.  It  had 
never  been  placed  upon  the  Votes,  but  had 
been  made  upon  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government,  and  defrayed  out  of  the  Vote 
for  civil  contingencies  for  the  ensuing  year. 
It  had  become  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  consider  whether  they  should  withdraw 
the  grant,  or  should  place  it  regularly  upon 
the  Votes;  and  they  had  adopted  the 
former  course. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  PREVENTION 

BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair," 

Mr.  H.  BERKELEY  said,  he  rose  to 
move  that  the  Committee  should  be  de- 
ferred for  three  months.  He  should  have 
opposed  the  Bill  upon  its  second  reading  ; 
but,  owing  to  the  extraordinary  manner  in 
which,  at  this  period  of  the  Session,  Bills 
jumped  through  stages,  and  perhaps,  also, 
to  the  studied  want  of  articulation  on  the 
part  of  some  Members  of  the  Government, 
he  bad  failed  to  seize  the  proper  moment 
for  doing  so.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
^fTouId  not  forget  that  this  Bill,  which  was 
the  Act  of  1854  redivimu,  was  first  intro- 
duced immediately  after  a  general  election, 
during  which  both  the  great  parties  in  that 
House  had  used  every  means  and  appli- 
ance to  obtain  a  majority.  The  conse- 
quence was,  John  Bull  and  his  family  had 
been,  as  usual,  coaxed,  cajoled,  bought. 


sold,  bullied,  intimidated,  and  screwed. 
The  present  Bill  had  been  brought  forward 
as  a  substitute  for  the  proposition  which 
he  and  the  224  lunatics  in  that  House  who 
did  him  the  honour  to  agree  with  him  in 
opinion  regarded  as  an  efficient  remedy  for 
a  most  deplorable  and  dishonourable  state 
of  things.  But  it  had  proved  a  most  in- 
adequate substitute,  and  he  still  adhered 
to  the  opinion  that  the  true  remedy  was  to 
be  found  in  the  Motion  which  he  had  re- 
peatedly submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  That  Motion  had  been  receiv- 
ed in  some  quarters  with  ridicule,  and  it  had 
been  said  that  it  came  round  regularly  every 
year  with  green  peas.  From  others  it  had 
experienced  still  more  unworthy  treatment, 
and  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  endeavoured  to  put  it  down 
by  pooh-poohing  it  in  that  easy,  jovial,  and 
offhand  style  for  which  he  was  so  cele* 
brated.  However,  ho  (Mr.  H.  Berkeley) 
would  not  trespass  on  the  attention  of  the 
House  with  any  further  allusions  to  his 
Motion.  He  would  endeavour  that  even- 
ing to  avoid  the  question  of  the  ballot. 
He  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it ; 
his  concern  was  with  the  Bill  that  had 
been  substituted  for  it.  As  regarded  that 
Bill  what  course  had  been  taken  ?  When 
it  was  found  that  the  state  of  the  country 
was  so  bad  that  something  must  be  done 
the  usual  safety  valve  was  opened — a 
Select  Committee  of  that  House.  It  was 
agreed  that  the  corrupt  affairs  of  the 
country  should  be  submitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee. That  Committee  sent  down  a 
Bill  which  was  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House,  and,  after  it  had  been  cut  and 
mutilated  and  shorn  of  all  its  valuable 
attributes,  it  was  transmitted  in  a  com- 
pletely emasculated  condition  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  There  it  was  received  with  vast 
approbation,  for  their  aristocratic  neigh- 
bours appeared  to  take  delight  in  adopting 
measures  which,  while  they  pretended  to 
do  a  great  deal,  in  fact  did  nothing.  Just 
such  a  measure  was  the  one  in  question, 
for,  while  it  affected  to  promote  reform,  it 
was  in  reality  conservative  of  corruption. 
That  was  a  proposition  which  he  hoped 
to  demonstrate  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House.  The  Bill  passed  rapidly  through 
the  Upper  House,  and  receiving  the  Royal 
Assent  became  the  law  of  the  land.  It 
was  then  noticed  by  that  great  member  of 
the  press.  The  Times.  In  the  columns  of 
that  journal  there  appeared  a  very  able 
analysis  of  the  Bill,  said  to  be  from  the 
pen  of  an  eminent  Parliamentary  casmst. 
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The  "Editor  of  The  Ihnes  proDonneed  the 
Bill  to  he  a  "  pompoos  profeAsion;"  in- 
teoded  to  be  inoperative.  In  that  dictum 
there  waa  a  seriooB  acouBation  against 
that  HouBO — an  accusation  of  hypocrisy, 
whioh  be,  who  had  the  honour  to  be  a 
Member,  would  not  presume  to  itorate. 
With  referencoi  howeyer,  to  the  Bill  itself, 
he  would  take  leave  to  say  that,  haviog 
been  tested  throughout  the  country,  it  was 
found  to  be  '*  inoperative."  That  it  was 
a  "  pompons  profession"  no  hon.  Member 
would  venture  to  deny.  Its  avowed  ob- 
ject was  to  prevent  bribery  and  undue  in- 
fluence, and  the  preamble  set  forth  that  it 
was  intended  to  promote  the  freedom  of 
election.  That  was  on  the  face  of  it  a 
*' pompons  profession;"  and,  if  it  could 
be  also  shown  that  the  Bill  was  '*  inopera- 
tive," there  would  be  ample  justification 
for  the  course  he  was  about  to  take  in 
imploring  tbe  House  not  to  stultify  itself 
by  perpetuating  such  a  statute.  He  had 
before  him  a  list  of  boroughs  in  whioh 
elections  had  taken  place  since  tbe  passing 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  Act, 
and  as  regarded  those  boroughs  the  press 
bad  been  almost  unanimous  in  stating  th^t 
the  Act  had  been  quite  inefficacious  to 
correct  the  grievances  complained  of. 
This  being  so,  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Grown  would  have  done  well  to  attend  to 
the  representations  both  of  the  press  and 
of  the  persons  who  had  petitioned  that 
House,  and  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  instead  of  contenting  himself 
with  simply  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
Second  time.  The  following  summary, 
the  accuracy  of  whioh  might  be  relied  on, 
would  show  how  utterly  useless  for  all 
practical  purposes  the  Act  had  proved : — 
Abingdon ;  Electors  did  not  vote  more 
independently  than  before.  Screw  used, 
especially  where  there  were  debts.  Many 
who  had  promised  to  vote  one  way  voted 
tbe  other.  The  new  Act  useless.  Bed- 
ford :  Bribery  suspected  to  have  been 
practised  'to  a  great  extent.  The  screw 
used  more  than  ever.  New  Act  a  failure. 
Barnstaple :  The  Act  had  no  effect  what- 
ever in  enabling  men  to  vote  more  inde- 
pendently* Frome :  The  screw  strong  as 
ever,  the  signs  of  bribery  as  apparent. 
Dinner^  given,  and  travelling  expenses 
paid.  Workpeople  publicly  told  they  might 
vote  as  they  pleased,  but  privately  had 
such  intimations  given  to  them  as  showed 
them  that  they  would  be  turned  off  if  they 
did.  Many  tradesmen  roted  against  their 
party,    their    convictions,  ^  their    friends. 
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Exoluaive  dealing  after  the  election  prac- 
tised by  non-electors  to  a  great  extent. 
Maiden :   The    constituency    in    no  way 
changed.    From  the  poll  it  was  evident 
that  the  screw  had  been    put  on  with 
effect.     The  Act  laughed  at.     Norwich: 
No  difference  as  to  voting  of  dependents. 
The  Act,  as  far  as  intimidation  is  con- 
cerned,  waste  paper.    Portsmouth  :  Go- 
vernment screw  too  potent  to  be  resisted. 
Sunderland :   Bribery  strongly  suspected. 
Screw  decidedly  used.     Wigan :   Screw 
used  as  much  as  ever,  unquestiooablj. 
The  outward  signs  of  bribery  anpareot 
Tbe  Act  not  thought  of.     6ath:  Six- 
teen cases  of  intimidation  asserted  bj  the 
candidates.     Application  for  loans  as  a 
condition  of  voting.     The  Act  waste  paper. 
Wells  :  Bribery,  treating,  and  the  screw. 
The  Standard  and  Ghhe  had  drawn  faith- 
ful pictures  of  this  borough,  tlie  latter 
Btatmg  that  the  Act  was  not  of  the  sligfat- 
est  use.     Both  papers  could  be  oompletelj 
confirmed.      Boston :    The    notoriety  of 
this  place  for  profligate  corruption  has  no 
way  diminished.     Gobnel  Sleigh,  a  late 
candidate,   ready  to  verify  on   oath  the 
statement  of  the  papers  m  this  respect. 
Leominster :   The  Act  had  no  effect  at 
all.    The  screw  extensively  applied.    Manj 
persons  deterred  from  voting  for  fear  of 
offending  their    employers.      Rochester: 
In  the  same  condition  as  ever,  and  loudlj 
calling    for  the  ballot.      Such    was  the 
unfortunate    condition    of    the    boroagha 
which  had  had  the  **  benefit  "  of  the  Act 
which   the  House  was  now  called  upon 
To    renew.      It  was  curious    to    observe 
with   what  perverse  ingenuity   care  had 
been  t^ken  to  destroy  any  ciauae  of  the 
Act  which  seemed  likely  to  work  well. 
The  payment  of  electors'  traveUing  ex- 
penses, for  instance,  was  objected  to  bj 
the  Act,   and   very  properly  bq.      Such 
payments  were  not  only  a  fertile  source  of 
bribery  in  all  places,  but  in  counties  thej 
placed  the  poorer  candidate  in  a  less  ad- 
vantageous position   than  his   rich  rival. 
The  Judges  of  tbe  Court  of  Exchequer 
had  decided,  however,  that  under  the  Act 
the  travelling  expenses  might  be    paid, 
provided  that  it  could  not  be  proved  that 
the  candidate  made,  or  that  the  elector 
accepted,  the  payment  with  a  corrupt  in- 
tention.    Who  was  to  prove  the  cormpt 
intention  ?     It  was  a  farce  to  legislate  in 
that  way.   What  election  agent  was  likelj. 
with  this  Bill  before  him,  to  tell  a  man, 
'*  1  shall  pay  you  this  sum  more  than  yoor 
expensesi  and  you  must  go  down  and  vote 
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for  Mr.  So-and-So?"    Why,  the  agent 
miffht  send  the  roter  down,  and  then  some- 
body  else  might  pay  him  ;  so  that,  when 
they  talked  of  proviog  a  corrupt  intent,  he 
recurred  to  the  dictum  of  The  Titnes,  and 
said  it  was  "  a  pompous  profession,  meant 
to  be  iuoperatiye.'        Another  provision 
of  the  Bill  required  each  candidate,  before 
his  nomination,  to  give  to  the   election 
auditor,  in  writing,  the  names  of  the  agents 
who  alone  should  haye  authority  to  expend 
money  on  his  behalf,  and  afterwards  to 
render  to  the  same  officer  an  account  of 
all  payments  made  by  them.     Thus  the 
old  law   touching  agency  was  set  aside, 
and,  although  they  might  make  acknow- 
ledged agents  answerable,  fifty  unacknow- 
ledged agents  might  do  the  work,  without 
any  of  their  acts,  however  flagrant,  affect- 
ing the  candidate's  seat.     This  so-called 
improvement  of  the  old  law  offered  direct 
facilities  for  bribery.      Having  carefully 
guarded    the  candidate  by    naming    his 
agents,  a  body  of  unacknowledged  agents 
might  be  let  loose,  and  then  anybody  from 
the  Carlton  or  the  Reform  Club---any  man 
from  the  moon — might  descend  upon  any 
borough,  as  in  the  case  of  Aylesbury  and 
Carlisle,  and,   taking  up  his   station   at 
some  hotel,  lavish  money  on  behalf  of 
any  candidate,   and  yet  that  candidate, 
if  returned,  would  be  quite  safe  in  his 
seat.     Instead,   therefore,   of   preventing 
corruption,  this  Bill  only  opened  a  wider 
door  to  it,  and  was  nothing  but  a  false 
pretence.     Such,  then,  were  the  sins  of 
commission  in  this  measure ;  but  its  sins 
of  omission  were  quite  as  flagrant.     All 
who  were  conrersant  with  the  proceedings 
of  the  Election  Committees  well  knew  that 
the  granting  of  loans  to  electors  was  a  mode 
of  purchasing  their  votes.    This  was  proved 
before  the  Rye  Committee  to  have  been 
A  fruitful  source  of  bribery  in  that  borough. 
Yet  not  one  word  in  this  Bill  was  pointed 
against  that  practice.     So  much   as   to 
bribery  and  corruption,  neither  of  which 
was  touched  by  this  measure.     A  much 
more  serious  part  of  the  question  related 
to  intimidation — the  great  disease  of  our 
electoral  system.      By    intimidation    the 
landlord  controlled  the  tenant,  the  cus- 
tomer controlled  the  tradesman,  the  manu- 
facturer controlled  the  operative,  and  so 
on  through  every  grade  of 'Society — the 
^reat  body  of  the  electors  being  reduced 
hjr  this  engine  to  the  level  of  political 
serfs.     How,  then,  did  the  Bill  deal  with 
thiB  widely  ramified  and  inveterate  evil  ? 


The  5th  clause  was  supposed  to  supply  a 
sufficient  check  for  it.  The  mode,  how- 
ever, by  which  this  was  to  be  done,  even 
if  it  could  be  carried  into  effect,  which  it 
could  not,  was  unconstitutional.  It  vio- 
lated the  rights  of  property,  and  conse- 
quently also  the  liberty  of  the  subject. 
How  could  an  Act  of  rarliament  be  de- 
fended which  pretended  to  coerce  a  land- 
lord in  the  choice  of  his  tenant,  and  to 
dictate  to  a  customer  what  tradesman  he 
should  employ?  Could  they  maintain  a 
law  imposing  penalties  to  keep  a  tenant 
in  his  holding,  and  continue  to  a  trades- 
man his  custom?  The  very  attempt  to 
do  such  a  thing  was  an  absurdity.  He 
would  not  leave  the  enforcement  of  this 
important  point  to  his  own  feeble  advocacy, 
but  beg  the  House  to  listen  to  the  opinions 
of  two  of  the  highest  authorities,  Mr. 
Macaulay  and  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel. 
In  an  address  to  the  electors  of  Edinburgh 
Mr.  Macaulay,  after  arguing  that  cor- 
ruption might  be  reached,  and  citing  in- 
stances where  men  had  been  imprisoned 
and  And  £500,  wound  up  this  portion  of 
the  subject  thus  : — 

"  You  can  trace  out  and  punish  a  man  for  cor- 
ruption, or  deprive  him  of  all  the  advantages  he 
has  gained  by  it,  but  in  cases  of  intimidation  the 
evil  cannot  be  corrected  by  penal  laws.  Ton 
cannot  put  them  in  force  without  affsoting  the 
sacred  rights  of  property.  Can  I  tell  a  man  that 
he  must  deal  with  sach  and  such  a  tradesman 
who  has  voted  against  him,  or  that  he  shall  renew 
a  lease  to  a  tenant  who  has  done  the  same  ?  If  I 
did  that,  it  would  destroy  the  saored  rights  of 
property.    What  is  it  the  Jew  says  in  the  play  f 

'  I  'U  not  answer  that : 
But,  say,  it  is  my  humour.' 
Or,  as  a  Christian  of  my  own  time  expressed  hlor 
self, '  I  have  a  right  to  do  what  I  like  with  my 
own.'  There  is  a  great  deal  of  weight  in  the 
reasoning  of  Shylook  and  the  Duke  of  Neweastle 
— *  I  have  a  right  to  do  what  I  like  with  my  own.' 
If  you  tell  a  landlord  that  he  is  not  to  eject  a 
particular  tenant,  you  might  as  well  tell  a  man 
that  he  must  employ  a  particular  butcher,  and 
take  as  much  beef  from  him  this  year  as  last. 
The  principle  of  the  rights  of  property  is,  that 
a  man  is  not  only  to  be  allowed  to  dispose  of  his 
wealth  according  to  eommmi  sense  and  in  an 
ordinary  way,  but  that  he  shall  be  allowed  to 
indulge  his  whims  and  caprices,  to  employ  what- 
ever ^tradesmen  and  labourers  he  pleaset,  and 
rent,  or  refuse  to  rent,  his  land  to  traants  aaeMtl- 
ing  to  his  own  pleasure,  however  absurd  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  he  ebose  to  let  it  to  them.  The 
first  evening  I  had  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  made  a  Motion  fyi 
Parliamentary  censure  on  the  Duke  of  Newcastle, 
in  reference  to  the  boroqgh  of  Newark.  Sir  A»- 
bert  Peel  opposed  the  Motion,  with  his  aeons- 
tomed  ability,  and  with  really  forcible  and  un- 
answerable reasons.    Ho  asked  if  it  was  meant 
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to  be  held  that  the  tenant  who  voted  against  the 
landlord  was  to  be  kept  in  his  place  by  penal 
laws  beoanse  of  his  vote  ?.  If  so,  the  tenant  who 
wished  to  keep  possession  of  his  tack  had  only 
to  vote  against  the  landlord,  and  receive  protec- 
tion from  the  law.  Such  is  the  argument  against 
penal  laws  in  relation  to  the  rights  of  property. 
Were  they  enacted,  it  would  be  impossible  to  tell 
what  the  consequences  would  be,  and,  therefore, 
we  are  obliged  to  consider  whether  there  is  any 
other  means  of  prevention.  The  only  mode  of 
putting  down  the  praotioe  of  intimidation  appears 
to  be  vote  by  ballot." 

The  last  sentence  that  he  had  read  was 
not  necessary  to  his  present  argument, 
but  he  had  quoted  it  because  it  was  word 
for  word  the  same  language  as  was  used 
by  Daniel  Defoe.  So  much  for  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  £50  penalty  contained  in  the 
fifth  clause  of  this  Bill.  Landlords  did  not 
tell  their  tenants,  neither  did  customers 
tell  their  tradesmen,  that  they  were  dis- 
charged because  of  their  rotes.  Yet,  un- 
doubtedly, tenants  and  tradesmen  were 
frequently  so  discharged;  and  no  clause 
like  this,  however  ingeniously  worded, 
could  remedy  the  evil  against  which  it 
professed  to  be  directed.  He  could  not 
describe  the  virtues  of  this  Bill  ,more 
forcibly  than  by  adopting  the  language 
of  an  eminent  political  casuist  who  wrote 
in  The  Times,  and  upon  whose  analysis 
of  the  measure  the  editor  of  I%e  Titnes 
pronounced  that  the  Bill  was  a  mockery, 
meant  to  be  inoperative.  He  need  not 
quote  the  analysis  of  the  measure,  but  the 
writer  said  in  conclusion  : — 

"  Now,  what  will  be  the  effect  of  this  new  BUI  ? 
Direct  bribery  and  the  direct  use  of  undue  in- 
fluence will  be  more  difficult  and  dangerous,  but 
will  not  be  suppressed;  greater  circumspection 
and  care  with  whom  done  will  be  required ;  but 
indirect  and  circuitous  bribery,  by  payment  for 
fimcied  services  and  by  feigned  ways  and  means, 
notices  to  tenants  to  quit  without  reasons  as- 
signed, and  secret  influence,  will  not  be,  in  the 
slightest  degree  affected  thereby.  A  penalty  is 
imposed  on  a  candidate  who  shall  give,  be  acces- 
sory to  giving,  or  shall  pay  for,  any  treating ;  but 
the  penalty  attaches  only  to  a  candidate.  A 
stranger,  a  friend,  or  a  body  of  people  may  give 
meat,  drink,  and  entertainment  to  any  extent; 
the  voter  corruptly  receiving  it  will  lose  his  vote. 
But,  by  the  insertion  of  that  word  '  corruptly,' 
the  intention  is  referred  to  the  conmiittee,  who 
will  have  to  decide  in  each  case  whether  a  voter 
accepted  it  corruptly  or  not.  By  the  section  pro- 
hibiting the  giving,  or  causing  to  be  given,  to  any 
voter  on  the  days  of  nomination  or  polling,  of  any 
refreshment  or  refreshment  ticket,  the  giving  is 
limited  to  those  two  days,  and  the  voter  is  made 
the  only  person  to  whom  it  is  not  lawful  to  give 
refreshment ;  so  that  on  any  other  day  such 
tickets  may  be  given  to  a  voter,  and  to  any  but 
a  voter  on  those  days.  The  payment  of  any 
money  for  chairing,   bands  of  music,  flags,  or 
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banners  is  declared  illegal,  but  no  penalty  is 
attached ;  and  this  enactment  will  be  inoperatiTB. 
The  providing  of  cockades  and  ribands  being 
made  illegal,  will  probably  put  a  stop  to  that 
practice,  as  the  riband  or  cockade-seller,  who 
provides  them,  will  be  liable  to  the  penalty.  By 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
no  election  can  be  questioned  later  than  fourteen 
days  after  the  assembling  of  Parliament,  or, 
during  the  Session,  than  fourteen  days  after  the 
return  is  in  the  Crown  Office.  Tet  the  election 
auditor  is  not  to  have  the  bills  of  expenditure 
until  three  months  after  the  day  the  retom  is 
declared ;  so  that  the  effect  of  this  will  be  effec- 
tually to  prevent  any  charge  being  made  against 
the  Member,  which  if  the  bills  were  sooner  sent 
in  migbt  have  been  the  case,  and  the  publication 
of  an  abstract  of  the  Bill  becomes  a  mere  gratifi- 
cation of  idle  curiosity  without  benefit  to  any  one 
but  the  proprietor  of  the  newspaper  in  which  it 
is  advertised.  The  notification  by  the  candidate 
to  the  election  auditor  in  writing,  of  bis  agent 
or  agents,  who  alone  shall  have  authority  to 
expend  money  or  incur  expenses  on  behalf  of  the 
candidate,  is  the  most  cunning  device  to  ahield 
the  candidate  and  cover  corruption  ever  pro- 
p<Vonded.  A  B  and  0  D  are  appointed  agents ; 
their  acts  alone  bind  or  aflbct  the  caniSdate; 
but  the  whole  fry  of  corruption  agents  in  every 
borough  will  work  for  the  benefit  of  the  candi- 
date, who  has  secured  himself  firom  the  penalty 
attaching  to  their  acts  by  artfrd  disclaimer  and 
the  inmiunity  afforded  by  this  enactment.  The 
candidate  is  legally  answerable  only  for  the  acts 
of  A  B  and  0  D;  they  sanction  nothing,  but 
they  know  what  will  be  done,  and  their  ignorance 
is  an  ignorance  which  candidates  and  agents  alike 
know  well  how  to  assume  and  to  preserve.  Such 
are  the  provisions,  and  such  will  be  the  eflbet  of 
the  new  BiU  for  consolidation  and  amendment 
of  the  laws  relating  to  bribery,  treating,  and  un- 
due influence.  The  consolidation  is  perfect,  the 
amendment  imperfect ;  but  how  could  it  be  oUier- 
wise  ?  After  the  Bill  came  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee every  attempt  in  the  House  of  Commons 
was  made  to  damage  it  and  to  neutaUise  its 
enactments.  When  Members  of  Parliament  de- 
cline to  make  a  declaration,  '  that  they  have  not 
knowingly  heretofore  made  any  illegal  payments, 
and  that  they  will  not  knowingly  hereiiter  make 
any  illegal  payments  on  account  of  being  elected 
to  Parliament,'  and  strike  such  declaration  out 
of  the  Act,  they  may  call  the  Act  by  any  name 
they  please ;  but  all  the  world  knows  what  they 
intend  it  to  prove." 

He  (Mr.  Berkeley)  asked  the  House  to 
pause  before  they  committed  themselves 
to  this  measure.  He  submitted  that  he 
had  torn  the  Bill  to  rags,  and  he  thought 
it  would  puzzle  any  hon.  Gentleman  who 
supported  the  measure  to  put  the  tatters 
together.  There  might  be  good  points  in 
the  Bill,  but  that  must  be  a  wretched  mea- 
sure indeed  in  which  a  decent  clause  could 
not  be  found.  The  Bill  was  nothing  less 
than  a  snare  and  a  delusion  to  the  pe<^le, 
and  mockery  to  legislation,  and  an  insult 
to  common  sense.     Some  hon.  CrenUemea 
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bad  told  htm  that  it  would  be  an  advan- 
tage to  get  rid  of  bands  of  music,  banners, 
and  cockades.     He  was  prepared  to  admit 
that  it  would  be  an  advantage,  but  be  it 
remembered  that  a  £111  to  prevent  the 
use  of  bands,  banners,  and  cockades,  was 
brought  into  that  House  some  time  ago 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ciren- 
cester (Mr.  MuUings),  in  conjunction  with 
an  hon.  and  gallant  relative  of  his  own, 
the  Member  for  Cheltenham,  now  no  more. 
That  Bill  contained  clauses  with  reference 
to  bands  and  banners,  similar  to  those  in- 
cluded in  tlie  present  measure,  but  it  was 
unceremoniously  kicked  out  of  the  House ; 
and  why  ?     The  Bill  to  which  he  referred 
passed  through  several  stages ;  but  at  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham) was  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  Cowper)  was  a  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  they  could  not  then  do  without  music 
and  banners.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  ob- 
jurgated the  hon.  Member  for  Cirencester 
and  his  (Mr.  Berkeley's)  hon.  relative  for 
endeavouring  to   put  down  the  glorious 
pomp,  pride,  and  panoply,  of  glorious  elec- 
tions.    The  right  hon.  Baronet's  taste  for 
music  was  so  strong  that  it  seemed  he 
could  not  go  to  an  election  without  "  Rule 
Britannia "   played  before  him,  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  could  not 
be  induced  to  give  up  "  The  Girl  he  left 
behind  Him."       This  Bill,  however,  in- 
cluded similar  clauses  to  those  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  formerly  objected.     Were  they 
prepared  now  to  adopt  the  Bill  because  it 
contained  clauses  which  they  before  argued 
were  grounds  for  its  rejection  ?      It  might 
bo  a  good  thing  to  get  rid  of  music  and 
banners  and  cockades,  but  he  (Mr.  Berke- 
ley)  believed  that  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  which  professed  to  prevent  cor- 
rupt practices  and  intimidation  would  be 
wholly  inoperative,  and  he  should  therefore 
move,  aa  an  Amendment,  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  that  day 
three  months. 

Mb.  CRAUFURD  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  said  he  supported  the  Bill  on  a  former 
occasion  by  voting  for  it  on  several  stages; 
hut  when  the  House  rejected  the  declara- 
tion he  considered  the  measure  would  be  a 
failure,  and  he  could  no  longer  support  it. 
The  Bill  was  only  carried  through  by  a 
rerj  narrow  majority.  If  he  wanted  any 
authoriry  to  support  the  views  he  enter- 
tained, he  need  only  refer  to  the  late  de- 
cision in  the  Court  of  Exchequer  on  the 


question  of  expenses.  The  question  there 
raised  was,  that  although  it  was  proper, 
and  within  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  to 
furnish  carriages  for  the  electors,  yet  it 
was  uncertain  whether  there  could  be  a 
legal  payment  for  travelling  expenses;  and 
the  Court,  after  a  most  able  argument,  and 
taking  time  to  consider  their  judgment, 
held  that  those  expenses  might  be  paid. 
It  was  stated  by  one  of  the  learned  Judges 
on  that  occasion  that  the  Act  had  been 
inconsiderately  framed,  and  ought  to  be 
amended.  He  might  mention  that  the  last 
election  for  the  county  of  Ayr,  which  lasted 
only  one  day,  cost  more  than  the  previous 
election,  which  lasted  two  days.  In  that 
case^  therefore,  the  Act  had  been  clearly 
inoperative.  He  also  must  condemn  the 
system  of  placing  an  election  auditor,  like 
a  toll-keeper,  over  candidates,  to  tax  them 
as  far  as  he  pleased,  but  without  being  able 
to  do  them  the  slightest  benefit.  Now,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  whether  he  would, 
with  the  knowledge  he  possessed,  press 
this  Bill  through  the  House?  Legisla- 
tion of  this  sort  was  not  required  ;  it  did 
not  check  expenses,  but  it  added  to  the 
expenses  those  of  a  useless  officer. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  '*  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  INGRAM  said,  he  could  not  help 
expressing  his  great  surprise  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  H.  Berkeley) 
should  oppose  the  Bill.  The  experience 
which  he  (Mr.  Ingram)  had  had  in  the 
borough  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
(Boston)  convinced  him  that  the  Act  was 
of  very  great  use  in  checking  expenses. 
He  could  state  that  at  the  last  election  for 
that  borough  not  one  single  farthing  was 
expended  in  treating,  and  cockades  were 
not  required  ;  and  whatever  might  be  con- 
sidered necessary  with  regard  to  having 
bands  of  music  in  the  parks  on  Sundays, 
there  was  but  one  opinion  as  to  the  im- 
propriety of  having  music  at  elections. 
He  'should  support  the  Bill,  because  he 
felt  certain  that  great  benefits  would  be 
derived  from  its  operation. 

Mb.  TITE  said,  that  he  agreed  with 
very  much  that  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol ;  and  having  had  the 
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experience  of  two  contested  elections  and 
one  Election  Committee,  he  could  only  say 
that  there  was  but  one  remedy  for  the  evils 
that  prevailed,  and  that  was  the  remedy 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  so  often  pro- 
posed, and  which  the  House  had  so  often 
rejected.  Since  his  experience  of  con- 
tested elections,  he  had  always  supported 
the  Ballot,  and  should  continue  to  do  so, 
thinking  it  the  only  means  of  putting  a 
stop  to  the  evils  of  contested  elections 
and  the  intinddation,  which  did  not  cease 
with  the  election,  but  was  continued  by 
the  publication  of  the  list  of  voters.  He 
held  in  his  hand  one  of  those  famous  Blue- 
books  in  which,  not  only  the  name  of  the 
voter  but  the  amount  of  the  rating  was 
given — an  invitation  to  exclusive  dealing, 
and  a  mode  of  keeping  up  political  irrita- 
tion, which  the  ballot  would  effectually  put 
an  end  to.  He  thought,  therefore,  there  was 
but  little  use  in  passing  a  mere  continuance 
Bill,  as  this  really  was,  but  that  the  Legis- 
lature should  direct  its  attention  to  a  remedy 
for  the  evil  itself.  He  would  admit,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  some  good  in  the  Bill. 
It  defined  the  character  of  bribery  and  the 
nature  of  agency :  the  appointment  of  the 
election  auditors,  and  the  compulsory  ren- 
der of  accounts,  was  also  a  good  measure, 
though  clumsily  carried  out ;  he  thought, 
too,  tnat  the  expenses  of  the  auditors  were 
excessive,  and  the  mode  of  payment,  by 
fees,  absurd.  In  some  cases  these  gen- 
tlemen would  pocket  £50  or  £^  for 
preliminary  fees,  for  merely  walking 
into  a  borough  and  then  walking  out. 
There  were  912  candidates  at  the  last 
general  election,  and  forty  members  lost 
their  seats ;  if  there  were  the  same  num- 
ber of  candidates  at  the  next  election, 
they  would  have  to  pay  £9,500  in  the 
first  instance.  He  would  by  no  means 
abolish  the  office  of  election  auditor — 
which,  as  he  had  said,  he  thought  a  very 
useful  institution — but  he  thought  that  if 
the  Town  Clerk  or  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
were  ex-qffieio  the  election  auditor,  there 
would  be  less  complaint,  and  such  a  person 
holding  a  public  office,  for  which  he  was 
responsible,  would  be  less  liable  to  corrupt 
influences.  He  had  given  notice  of  several 
Amendments,  which  would  remedy  some  of 
the  inconveniences  of  the  existing  law. 
Among  them  was  one  which  provided  that 
the  declaration  of  the  agents  should  be 
made  before  the  returning  officer  and  kept 
by  the  auditor.  Again,  the  present  state 
of  the  law  as  to  travelling  expenses  was 
uncertain  and  full  of  pern  to  the  candi- 
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dates  by  a  recent  decision  in  the  courts  of 
law.     The  whole  question  turned  on  the 
mere  wording  of  a  note  :  that  is  whether 
in  the  language  of  the  law  the  letter  in- 
viting the  voter  to  come  contained  a  condi- 
tion precedent  or  not.     If  die  House  were 
not  prepared  to  do  away  vrith  such  ex- 
penses, they  were  bound  to  legalise  them, 
and  that  could  best  be  done  by  reintroduc- 
ing the  clause  which  was  expunged  by  the 
House  of  Lords ;  and  he  had  therefore,  pro- 
posed an  Amendment  introducing  words 
permitting  the  candidate  to  pay,  or  cause 
to  be  paid,  the  actual  and  reasonable  ex- 
penses of  bringing  voters  to  the  poll.     But 
the  most  important  Amendment  he  proposed 
was,  to  compel  the  petitioner  and  sitting 
Member,  on  inquiir  before    any   8ekct 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  te 
give  evidence,  but  in  such  case  he  would 
take  away  the  penalty  attached  to  the  act 
of  bribery,  and  would  provide  that  snch 
evidence  should  not  afterwards  be  used 
in  any  indictment  or  criminal  proceeding 
against  the  parties  giving  it.     With  re- 
gard to  the  accusation  of  bribery  at  tite 
last  election  in  Bath,  he  believed   there 
was  no  foundation  for  such  a  charge.     He 
believed  there   was  no  bribery,   and  he 
knew  that  none  of  his  money  was  spent 
in  any  such  way.     If  the  Bill  were  to  be 
merely  a  continuance  Bill  for  one  year,  and 
a  promise  given  that  a  Committee  would 
be  appointed  next  Session,  he  would  not 
propose  his  Amendments ;  but  if  net,  be 
should  move  them  in  Committee. 

Sib  GEORGB  GRET  said,  that  the 
present  Bill  was  not  proposed  for  the 
first  time  as  a  Bill  for  checking  corrupt 
practices  at  elections,  nor  waa  it  a  Bill 
for  rendering  permanent  the  preeent  law. 
The  Government  merely  asked  the  House 
to  continue  the  Bill  for  one  year,  vrithout 
Amendment,  the  intention  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  being  to  propose  next  Session  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  in  those  elections  which  had 
taken  place  since  the  measure  beeanae  law. 
Hon.  Members  did  not  seem  to  be  agreed 
as  to  the  operation  of  the  Act,  because, 
while  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr. 
H.  Berkeley)  said  the  Act  was  a  failure, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Boston  (Mr.  Ingrais), 
who  had  had  recent  experience  of  the 
working  of  its  provisions,  said  its  opera- 
tion was  most  beneficial.  The  qQestkn 
was  one  upon  which  other  hon.  Memben 
were  just  as  well  enabled  to  judge  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bristol.  He  would  not 
express  any  opinion  one  way  or  the  ether 
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on  tlie  snlnect,  bat  it  was  desirable  that 
some  mqmrj  should  take  place  before  a 
Select  Committeo  previous  to  the  Act 
being  either  continued  permanently  or 
abandoned  as  a  failure.  JMr.  H.  Bebke- 
LET :  Has  the  right  hon.  (ientleman  heard 
Colonel  Sleigh's  statement?]  He  had  not 
heard  Colonel  Sleigh's  statement,  but  he 
had  heard  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Boston.  Colonel  Sleigh's 
statement  was  not  before  the  House.  It 
might  be  true,  but  let  it  be  submitted  to 
a  Committee,  and  let  evidence  be  tendered 
by  those  who  complained  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act.  If  it  was  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  the  Act  should  be  continued 
for  a  year,  it  would  be  better  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  present  Bill  at  once,  in- 
stead of  getting  up  a  desultory  discussion 
upon  the  details. 

Mr.  p.  W.  martin  said,  he  believed 
tbat  the  Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  Act 
had  been  of  great  benefit  to  the  country. 
He  stood  in  that  House  fresh  from  a  se- 
verely contested  election,  which  was  fol- 
lowea  up  by  a  petition,  and  he  had  there- 
fore had  some  experience  of  the  working 
of  the  Act.  There  were  no  open  houses 
on  either  side  in  the  city  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  (Rochester),  and  he 
did  not  believe  that  so  much  as  £5  had 
been  spent  in  drinking  during  the  election 
in  a  town  of  16,000  inhabitants,  if  there 
had  been  he  was  sure  some  of  his  Friends 
wonid  have  detected  it.  There  had  been 
no  treating  and  no  bribery,  and  he  wish- 
ed for  the  credit  of  tile  inhabitants  to  say 
that  any  charge  to  the  contrary  was  quite 
unfounded.  He  should  be  glad  to  see  an 
Amendment  agreed  to  in  Committee  with 
regard  to  travelling  ejcpenses,  since  the 
alteration  which  had  been  proposed  would 
make  an  enormous  difference  to  the 
pockets  of  the  candidates.  If  travelling 
expenses  were  prohibited  altogether  the 
prohibition  would  be  nugatory,  for  a  la- 
bouring man  could  not  be  expected  to 
lose  a  day's  work  and  spend  a  day's  pay 
in  coming  to  the  poll.  But  if  such  ex- 
penses as  the  House  agreed  to  allow  were 
paid  openly  through  the  election  auditor, 
a  great  improvement  would  be  effected. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  although 
tbe  Bin  could  in  no  way  prevent  bribery  or 
intimidation,  it  effectually  prevented  treat- 
ing; and  so  far  it  was,  no  doubt,  productive 
of  considerable  advantage.  He  very  much 
regretted  that  the  measure  had  not  passed 
the  House  with  that  provision  recommend- 


ed  by  the  Committee  from  which  it  had 
emanated  in  its  original  form,  under  which 
every  Member  would  have  been  required 
before  taking  his  seat  to  make  a  declara- 
tion that  he  had  incurred  no  illegal  ex- 
pense at  his  election.  Persons  well  ac- 
qaainted  with  the  subject  had  expressed 
their  belief  that  that  was  the  only  proposal 
which  had  ever  been  made  for  the  preven- 
tion of  corruption  in  the  return  of  Members 
to  that  House. 

Sib  SAMUEL  BIGNOLD  said,  he 
thought  the  Bill  a  very  useful  one.  Every 
shilling  of  expense  he  had  incurred  at  his 
recent  election  for  Norwich  had  been  laid 
before  the  world  under  the  provisions  of 
that  measure. 

Me.  H.  BERKELEY  said,  he  woald 
not  withdraw  his  Amendment,  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day  three 
months,  unless  he  should  receive  a  distinct 
assurance  from  the  Government  that  they 
would  merely  make  it  a  continuance  mea- 
sure, and  that  they  would  refer  the  whole 
subject  to  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee  early  next  Session. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  I  stated. 
Sir,  on  a  former  occasion,  and  I  have  not 
the  least  difficulty  in  repeating  now,  that 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
refer  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  at  the  ear- 
liest period  possible  next  Session.  We 
are  quite  aware  that  the  Bill  is  imper- 
fect. We  cannot,  however,  admit  that  it 
is  a  failure,  but  it  certainly  requires,  and 
is  susceptible,  of  amendment,  and  that 
amendment  can  be  better  made  in  a  Se- 
lect Committee  than  in  a  Committee  of 
tbe  whole  House.  I  am,  therefore,  duite 
ready  to  give  the  pledge  which  the  non. 
Member  requires. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  to  insert  in  the  Bill 
an  Amendment  of  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Shoreham  (Sir  C.  Burrell) 
had  given  notice,  under  which  the  num- 
ber of  polling  places  would  be  increased 
among^  such  constituencies  as  those  of 
East  Retford,  Aylesbury,  Shoreham,  and 
other  places,  which  extended  over  large 
portions  of  counties. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  such  a 
provision  would  not  come  within  the  scope 
of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

House  resumed. 

Bni  rq>orted  without  Amendment. 
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VICE-PRESIDENT  OF  COMMITTEE  OF 
COUNCIL  ON  EDUCATION  BILL. 

Order  for  SeconcI  Reading  read. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY,  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  said  it  related 
to  a  Buhject  which  had  heen  much  re- 
ferred to  in  the  course  of  the  debates  on 
education  during  the  last  and  the  present 
Session.  The  Goyemment  were  strongly 
pressed  last  Session  to  alter*  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
cation; and  instead  of  leaving  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  funds,  voted  by  Parliament 
for  education,  in  the  hands  of  a  body,  con- 
stituted out  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
consisting  of  several  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  no  one  of  them  having 
Any  of  that  individual  responsibility  which 
ought  to  attach  to  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
the  importance  was  pointed  out  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  centralising  the  responsibility 
as  to  administering  those  grants,  and  su- 
perintending matters  of  education,  so  far 
as  the  Government  were  concerned,  in  the 
hands  of  one  Minister.  It  was  also  pressed 
on  the  Government  that  a  representative 
of  this  department  should  havo  a  seat  in 
that  House,  and  be  ready  to  explain  all 
the  measures  which  had  been  taken  by  the 
Government,  with  the  concurrence  of  Par- 
liament, for  the  promotion  of  education, 
and  should  also  take  his  share  of  the  bu- 
siness which  devolved  upon  such  depart* 
ment.  Accordingly,  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  announced 
that  it  was  their  intention  to  propose  a 
Bill  at  the  commencement  of  the  Session 
for  that  purpose.  This  Bill  was  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Lords  in  fulfilment  of 
that  pledge,  and  having  passed  that  House 
it  now  came  before  them  for  their  consi- 
deration. It  authorised  the  appointment 
of  a  Vice  President,  who  would  be  enabled 
to  have  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  would  be  the  responsible  Minister  there 
in  all  matters  connected  with  education, 
80  far  as  the  Government  were  concerned. 
The  Bill  had  been  before  the  House  a  con- 
siderable time,  but  its  passage  had  been 
delayed  partly  out  of  deference  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Hadfield),  who 
objected  to  it,  and  partly  in  consequence  of 
pushing  forward  other  Bills  which  had  to 
go  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  by  a  certain 
day.  The  only  objection  he  had  heard 
raised  against  the  Bill  was  by  that  hon. 
Member,  who  was  opposed  to  all  grants 
whatever  for  education,  and  who  thought 
that,  by  passing  the  Bill,  Parliament  would 


give  an  additional  sanction  to  the  grants 
which  it  now  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
education.  But  not  only  those  grants,  but 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
itself  had  heen  recognised  by  various  Acts 
of  Parliament.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  pass  the  Bill,  which  be 
believed  would  effect  a  most  benefici&l 
change. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  hadfield  said,  that  notwith- 
standing the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  he  could  not  approve  of  the  Bill. 
and  should  move  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months.  He  found, 
for  instance,  that  the  new  Minister  was  to 
have  no  jurisdiction  in  Ireland,  where  s 
large  portion  of  the  money  voted  for  edu- 
cational purposes  was  expended.  The  Bill 
was  of  a  most  extraordinary  and  indefinite 
nature,  with  the  exception  of  that  portion 
which  regulated  the  salaries.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  the  duties  to  be  per- 
formed under  it  were  f  He  must  also  com- 
plain that  of  the  enormous  sums  voted  for 
the  purpose  of  education,  the  Church  ob- 
tained by  far  the  greater  part.  He  thought 
the  House  would  be  doing  an  injustice  to 
the  cause  of  education  by  creating  an  office 
of  this  kind.  When  such  offices  were  cre- 
ated there  was  no  getting  rid  of  them,  ex- 
cept by  means  of  an  enormous  compensa- 
tion ;  and  if  this  one  were  created,  with  a 
salary  of  £2,000  or^£3,000  a  year,  a  like 
demand  would  be  made.  The  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  bad,  and  the  measure  itself 
had  been  ill-considered.  It  was  true,  ns 
had  been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet^ 
that  it  had  been  introduced  early  in  the 
Session,  but  it  had  never  been  brought  on 
for  discussion.  He  trusted  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  which  had  not  brought 
it  in  on  its  own  free  will,  would  not  lend 
the  weight  of  their  authority  in  its  favour, 
and  that  it  would  be  rejected.  It  would  be 
far  better  to  withdraw  it,  and  come  next 
Session  prepared  with  a  well^-considerod 
measure.  For  a  long  time  the  voluntarj 
principle  had  prevailed,  and  it  was  oolj 
when  it  became  a  means  of  creating  po- 
litical capital  that  the  subject  was  taken 
up  by  the  great  parties  in  the  State,  wbo 
used  it  merely  as  an  instrument  in  their 
hands. 

Mb.  PELLATT  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 


993 


I 


General  Board  qf  {  Jult  17,  1856}     Beahh  Cantinuanee  Bill.    994 

•omethiDg  like  £1,000  each.  Those  toirtis 
at  least  were  not  dissatisfied  with  what 
thej  had  thus  ohtained.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  forgotten,  too,  that  by  the  Act 
of  1848,  before  a  town  could  borrow  anj 
money  for  public  works,  to  be  repaid  in  a 
term  of  years,  they  must  have  the  sanction 
of  the  Bofl^rd  of  Health.  In  such  cases  the 
Board  had  to  take  care  that  the  interest 
of  the  persons  who  were  to  pay  the  loan 
hereafter  should  be  considered,  and  that 
if  the  work  undertaken  did  not  promise  to 
extend  its  benefrts  beyond  a  period  of  ten 
years,  the  repayment  of  the  money  spent 
should  not  be  extended  beyond  that  period. 
The  amount  of  money  which  had  been  bor- 
rowed under  the  Public  Health  Act  up  to 
the  present  time  amounted  to  no  less  than 
£2,500,000.  All  the  works  which  were 
to  be  made  with  that  money  had  been 
carefully  examined  by  the  General  Board, 
and  that  was  one  of  its  functions  which, 
while  it  was  most  important,  was  also  one 
which  gave  great  satisfaction  to  the  local 
boards.  Hardly  a  week  passed  without 
plans  being  sent  up  by  local  bobrds  for  the 
inspection  of  the  engineer  attached  to  the 
General  Board,  and  it  very  frequently  hap« 
pened  that  those  plans  turned  out  utterly 
worthless,  involving  a  great  expenditure  of 
money,  and  certain  to  prove  failures  and 
produce  disappointment.  In  many  in- 
stances the  General  Board  of  Health  had 
prevented  local  boards  from  thus  wasting 
their  money,  and  in  that  way  he  felt  cer* 
tain  that  it  was  productive  of  much  good. 
It  should  likewise  be  remembered  that  the 
General  Board  was  instituted,  not  only  to 
carry  out  the  Public  Health  Act,  but  for  a 
great  number  of  other  useful  purposes,  to 
which  he  need  not  now  all  ode.  He  only 
hoped,  however,  that  the  friends  of  the 
sanitary  cause  in  that  House  would  not  al- 
low themselves  to  be  blinded  by  mere  pre- 
judice against  the  Board  of  Health,  but 
would  consider  how  necessary  it  was  that 
there  should  be  some  department  of  the 
State  whose  business  it  was  to  take  cog* 
nisance  of  all  those  matters  in  which  legis- 
lation or  the  action  of  Government  might 
be  usefully  employed  to  protect  the  lives, 
to  preserve  the  health,  and  to  promote 
generally  the  physical  well-being  of  the 
people  of  this  country. 

Sib  GEORGE  PECHELL  said,  he 
could  not  avoid  expressing  his  disapproval 
of  the  Act  of  1848,  and  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  some  idea  of 
the  improvements  he  intended  to  make  ia 
that  measure  next  Seasioo. 

2  K 


Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three 
months.'* 

Mr.  INGHAM  said,  he  regarded  the 
Bill  as  a  most  satisfactory  measure,  and 
one  which,  if  adopted  by  the  House,  would 
effectually  tend  to  the  promotion  of  educa- 
tion. Many  schemes  for  the  extension  of 
education  had  been  proposed,  but  had  fail- 
ed on  account  of  the  great  diversity  of  opi- 
nion which  prevailed  throughout  the  coun- 
try. He  believed  the  best  plan  would  be 
to  continue  the  present  liberal  grants,  and 
to  keep  both  schoolmasters  and  scholars  to 
their  duties  by  a  vigilant  and  intelligent 
inspection,  at  the  same  time  allowing  some 
de<;ree  of  discretion  to  those  who  had  the 
administration  of  the  funds.  At  present 
the  Committee  of  Privy  Council,  to  avoid 
the  imputation  of  partiality,  was  obliged  to 
lay  down  certain  rules  and  abide  by  them 
strictly  ;  but  if  there  was  a  representative 
of  the  Committee  in  that  House  who  could 
explain  and  justify  each  grant,  it  would 
liave  a  much  wider  discretion^  and  would 
be  able  to  effect  more  good. 

Question,  *'  That  the  word  '  now '  stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  i«ad  r. 

GENERAL  BOARD  OF  HEALTH  CON- 
TINUANCE  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  House  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  MICHELL  said,  he  felt  cslled  upon 
to  complain  of  the  increasing  cost  of  this 
Board.  At  first  it  was  only  £1,300  a 
jfear,  and  now  it  had  increased  to  between 
^19,000  and  £20,000,  besides  pensions 
to  the  amount  of  £1,500  a  year.  The 
Board  had  done  more  harm  than  good,  and 
its  defective  mode  of  laying  down  sewers — 
at  Croydon,  for  instance — had  caused  more 
diaeaae  thnn  it  had  removed. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  the  General  Board 
of  Health  was  not  responsible  for  laying 
down  sewers  in  provincial  towns.  All  it 
did  was  to  approve  the  plans,  and  if  there 
was  any  defect  in  the  sewerage  at  Croydon, 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  instanced,  it 
was  certainly  not  in  the  plans,  but  in  their 
ezecatioo.  As  to  the  expenses  of  the 
Board,  he  would  remind  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man of  the  large  amount  of  public  mo- 
ney saved  by  the  application  of  the  Public 
Health  Act  to  fifteen  towns,  at  an  expense 
of  only  between  £150  and  £200,  whereas 
a  separate  local  Act  would  have  cost  them 
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YlscouxT  GODERICH  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  give  his 
attention  to  the  Bill  recommended  by  the 
Select  Committee,  which  had  inquired  into 
the  subject,  and  of  which  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber. Ho  believed  that  if  such  a  Bill  were 
introduced  in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, it  would  meet  with  a  more  ready 
acquiescence  than  any  other  measure  that 
could  be  proposed. 

Bill  passed  through  Committee;  House 
resumed ;  Bill  reported,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

COUNTY  COURTS  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Order  for  taking  the  Amendments  in 
consideration  read. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  had  understood 
the  Bill  should  be  recommitted,  that  the 
elauses  might  be  considered,  as  they  had 
been  passed  through  Committee  at  a  very 
late  hour,  and  in  a  great  hurry. 

Siu  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  that  also 
was  his  opinion,  but  he  was  given  to  under- 
stand that  after  the  present  stage  the  Bill 
would  be  reprinted  in  its  amended  state. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  it  would  be, 
and  that  the  third  reading  should  not  be 
taken  before  Tuesday  at  Twelve  o'clock. 

Clause  9. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Government 
and  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
to  this  clause,  to  which  he  greatly  ob- 
jected. He  had  provided,  in  framing  the 
first  County  Court  Act,  9  &  10  Vict,  that 
the  elerk  should  reside  in  their  districts. 
Thai  had  been  found  ineffective,  and  he 
had  pointed  out  the  importance  of  more 
stringent  provisions  for  the  residence  of 
the  County  Court  clerks  in  their  districts. 
He  knew  of  one  who  resided  120  miles 
from  the  district.  The  present  clause  did 
away  with  the  absolute  prohibition  of  non- 
residence,  and  he  hoped  that  it  would  be 
withdrawn,  and  that  the  absolute  prohibi- 
tion would  be  restored. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  that  the  clause  was 
only  intended  to  meet  exceptional  cases, 
but  it  Would  be  liable  to  ab«se,  and,  there- 
fore, he  should  not  oppose  its  omission. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Clause  30. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  this  clause, 
which  would  materially  affect  proceedings 
in  the  superior  Courts,  and  it  also  deprived 
iplainttffs  of  eosts  of  snit  in  those  Courts  in 
cases  where  they  recovered  judgn>ent  by 


default  for  less  than  £20.  That  would 
operate  prejudicially  in  many  cases,  and 
he  should  propose  to  insert  the  words, 
*'  except  where  the  plaintiff  dwells  more 
than  twenty  miles  from  the  defendant." 
The  present  law  gave  concurrent  jurisdic- 
tion to  the  Superior  Courts  so  that  his 
proposition  would  only  retain  the  law  in  its 
present  state. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  that  the  claose 
was  in  accordance  with  the  principle  of  the 
County  Courts  Act,  and  was  to  prevent 
actions  being  brought  in  the  superior 
Courts  for  sums  under  £20,  except  under 
certain  circumstances.  If  it  was  a  fit  case 
for  the  superior  Courts,  the  Judge  would 
always  certify  for  costs.  A  plaintiff  resid- 
ing more  than  twenty  miles  from  a  debtor, 
might  by  the  present  law  sue  him  in  the 
superior  Courts. 

Mr.  MURROUGH  said,  that  a  judg. 
ment  by  default  could  be  obtained  at  a  less 
expense  in  the  Superior  Courts  than  in  the 
County  Courts.  It  would  cost  in  the  Su- 
perior Courts  only  £2  5s.,  whereas  in  the 
County  Courts,  where  the  parties  resided 
more  than  twenty  miles  apart,  the  expense 
might  be  ten  times  that  amount,  for  the 
whole  case  must  be  proved.  The  present 
clause  could  only  have  been  framed  by 
some  person  not  practically  acquainted 
with  the  subject. 

Mr.  COLLIER  said,  the  policy  of  the 
County  Courts  system  was  to  allow  the 
suitor  an  option  of  suing  in  the  Superior 
Courts  where  his  debtor  did  not  reside 
within  twenty  miles  of  him.  He  should 
support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said, 
the  difficulty  was  this,  an  action  might  be 
brought,  not  knowing  whether  it  would  be 
defended  or  not ;  and  it  would  be  absurd 
to  force  the  action  into  the  County  Court, 
which  would  cause  far  greater  expense  to 
the  defendant.  If  the  plaint  were  in  the 
Westminster  County  Court,  and  the  cause 
of  action  arose  at  Lewes,  £10  expense 
might  be  caused  by  the  necessity  of  bring- 
ing the  witnesses  to  prove  the  case.  How- 
ever, if  there  was  power  for  the  suitor  to 
apply  to  a  Judge  for  the  costs,  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  remedied.  And  in  that 
case  he  would  support  the  clause. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said  it  was  so. 

Question  **  That  those  words  be  tbere 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  82. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  desired  to  re- 
mind hon.  Members  that  he  had  called  the 
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attention  of  the  Honse  early  in  tlie  Session 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Falconer,  and  of  an- 
other Judge,  who  claimed  the  increased 
allowance  of  £1,500  a  year.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury 
had  on  that  occasion  stated  that  had  that 
Motion  not  heen  made,  those  Judges  would 
have  received  the  increased  allowance*, 
as  a  Treasury  Minute  had  then  already 
passed.  He  proposed  to  omit  certain 
words  in  the  clause,  which  would  enable 
those  Judges  to  be  placed  in  the  receipt  of 
that  allowance  from  the  date  of  the  Trea- 
sury Minute. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  that  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  brought  forward  a 
Motion  some  months  since  on  this  subject, 
he  (Mr.  Wilson)  stated  that  as  long  ago  as 
December  last  the  Treasury  had  decided 
that  the  two  Judges  in  question  were  en- 
titled, by  reason  of  the  ambunt  of  business 
transacted  in  their  Courts  for  the  last  three 
years,  to  be  added  to  the  list  of  Judges 
who  should  receive  £1 ,500.  One  of  those 
Judges  was  Mr.  Falconer,  a  relative  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member;  the  name  of  the 
other  he  did  not  know.  In  the  month  of 
January,  Mr.  Falconer  addressed  the  Trea- 
sury claiming  to  be  placed  in  the  position 
of  a  Judge  receiving  £1,500  a  year,  and 
was  informed  that  a  Treasury  Minute 
granting  him  that  salary  had  already  been 
passed.  About  the  time  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Roebuck)  brought 
forward  his  Motion  a  communication  to 
that  effect  was  made  to  the  Home  Office, 
and  the  Home  Secretary  replied  that,  in- 
asmuch as  the  Lord  Chancellor  intended 
to  introduce  before  long  a  measure  for  the 
general  regulation  of  the  County  Courts, 
it  would  be  better  to  defer  the  considera- 
tion of  the  question  until  then.  The  Trea- 
sury Minute,  however,  had  been  long  since 
agreed  to,  and  he  was  clearly  of  opinion 
that  to  those  two  Judges  the  Treasury  was 
committed.  He  was  bound  to  say,  from  all 
he  bad  seen  and  heard,  that  a  more  assi- 
duous, able,  or  conscientious  County  Court 
Judge  than  Mr.  Falconer  did  not  exist. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time  on  Tuesday. 

MARRIAGE  LAW  (SCOTLAND)  AMENDING 

BILL. 

Order  for  consideration  of  Amendments 
read. 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  would  have  any  objection 
to  BtHke  out  from  the  Bill  the>7ords  **  usual 


place  of  residence,"  in  reference  to  Scotch 
cases  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,'  he  was 
afraid  there  would  be  a  difficulty  in  agree- 
ing to  do  so. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  would  suggest 
whether  those  words  would  not  create  a 
great  laxity  in  construction,  as  they  might 
be  construed  to  mean  some  sort  of  resi- 
dence contradistinguished  from  actual  rcbi- 
dencfi 

Thi?  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
would  take  the  suggested  Amendment  into 
consideration  before  the  third  reading  uf 
the  Bill. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  must 
again  appeal  to  the  House  whether  or  not 
it  would  be  advisable  that  a  joint  applica- 
tion ought  to  be  made  by  both  bride  and 
bridegroom,  which  would  entail  no  hard- 
ship, and  would  not  be  productive  of  in- 
convenience. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time  To* 
morrow. 

COAST-GUARD  SERVICE  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  1  and  2  were  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Sir  GEORGE  PECHELL  said,  that 
when  an  emergency  recently  occurred,  and 
the  services  of  the  coast-guard  were  re- 
quired for  manning  Her  Majesty's  ships, 
it  was  found  that  there  were  some  2,000 
or  3,000  men  employed  in  the  coast-guard 
who  were  unfit  for  service  afloat,  and  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  '*  know  the 
reason  why."  It  should  be  clearly  known 
who  were  to  blame  for  such  a  state  of 
things.  If  the  rule  providing  that  to  qualify 
a  man  for  service  in  the  coast-guard  a 
special  certificate  should  be  required  from 
the  commander  of  the  ship  in  which  he 
had  served  had  been  adhered  to,  an  effi- 
cient force  would  have  been  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  Government.  There  were  in 
the  coast-guard  service  a  number  of  officers 
who  were  civilians,  and  he  should  like  to 
know  what  tlie  Admiralty  intended  to  do 
with  them.  The  Bill  provided  for  the 
coast-guard  having  the  charge  of  the  naval 
volunteers,  an  arrangement  which  he  ap- 
proved, and  he  trusted  it  would  prove  suc- 
cessful. It  was  matter  of  complaint  that 
though  the  coast-guard  were  exceedingly 
useful  in  the  protection  of  life  and  property 
the  House  should  nnderstand  that  was  a 
service  for  which  tl^ey  never  got  promo- 
tion. 
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Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  snid,  that  with 
reference  to  tlie  civilians  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  and  gnllant  Member,  they  would  not 
be  sulijected  to  the  discipline  imposed  on 
the  nailers  of  the  const-guord,  but  would 
be  allowed  to  remain  as  they  now  were. 
The  sailors  he  had  spoken  of  as  too  old 
for  the  service  had  no  doubt  once  been 
good  seamen,  but  had  been  too  long  in  the 
coast-guard.  It  was  intended  to  pay  those 
men  off  with  pensions,  and  replace  them 
with  younger  men  fit  for  any  duty  to  which 
they  might  be  called. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

Sir  GEORGE  PECHELL  said,  he 
wished  to  inquire  if  the  children  of  the 
men  serving  in  the  coast-guard  would  be 
eligible  to  the  schools  at  Greenwich  ?  One 
of  the  qualifications  for  admission  as  they 
at  present  stood  was,  that  the  candidate 
should  be  the  child  of  a  mariner  in  either 
the  Royal  Navy  or  in  the  merchant  service. 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  when 
the  Hill  passed  into  a  law  all  the  men  em- 
ployed under  it  would  be  treated  as  seamen 
of  the  Royal  Navy,  and  their  children 
would  be  eligible  to  the  schools  at  Green- 
wich. 

Sir  GEORGE  TYLER  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  whether  the  Coast  Volunteers 
were  to  be  kept  up,  or  whether  the  coast- 
guard was  to  replace  them  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  the 
coast-guard  were  to  be  under  the  control 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  to  be  trained  for 
service  in  the  navy,  particularly  in  the 
management  of  gun-boats.  All  coast-guord 
men  would  be  entered  as  seamen  on  the 
Admiralty  books.  Some  of  the  older  coast- 
guard men  were  not  so  entered  ;  and  no 
alteration  would  be  made  in  respect  to 
them. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
ilie  power  given  to  the  Admiralty  of  taking 
five  aeres  of  land  at  any  point  within  half 
a  mile  of  the  coast  of  any  navigable  river 
for  the  -erection  of  barracks  for  the  coast- 
guard was  too  extensive.  Under  the  ex- 
isting Act  power  was  given  to  take  half 
an  acre  only. 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  he  did 
not  anticipate  that  there  would  be  any 
material  increase  of  coast-guard  stations, 
or  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  exercise 
the  power  granted  by  tlie  clause.  But  the 
•existing  law  had  been  found  Insufiicicnt, 
*ad  the  consequence  was  that  great  num* 


bers  of  the  coast-guard  were  lodged  in 
villages,  where  they  were  exposed  to  «11 
sorts  of  temptation.  What  he  wanted  was 
to  have  power  to  erect  stations  where  nous 
existed  at  present. 

Sir  GEORGE  PECHELL  said,  that 
in  addition  to  the  five  acres  there  was 
power  given  to  provide  foot-paths,  iie. 
'  Lord  HARRY  VANE  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  sufiicient  explanation  of  the 
reason  for  those  additional  powers  bad 
been  given. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HEATHCOTB  said. 
ho  thought  that  it  was  desirable  that  suf- 
ficient barrack  accommodation  should  be 
provided  ;  but  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  if  not  less  than  five  acres  would 
be  sufficient  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  if 
the  Committee  would  pass  the  clause  as  it 
stood,  he  should  reduce  the  number  of 
acres  to  three  on  the  third  reading. 

Clause  agreed  to ;  as  were  also  the  re- 
maining clauses. 

House  resumed  ;  Bill  reported,  without 
Amendments. 

MERCANTILE  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  struck  out. 

Clause  2. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  must  urge  the 
rejection  of  the  clause.  A  man  might  at 
present  safely  buy  cattle  in  open  market, 
but  if  the  clause  passed  he  would  be  liable 
to  have  his  right  to  them  disputed  by  anj 
person  who  represented  that  they  were 
stolen  and  claimed  them  as  his  property. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  the  question  had  been 
considered  by  the  Mercantile  Law  Com- 
mission, a  Commission  composed  of  matiy 
learned  persons,  who  were  of  opinion  that 
in  the  event  of  the  sale  of  stolen  property 
it  was  better,  as  the  loss  must  fall  on  some 
one,  that  the  pnrchaaer  rather  than  the 
ori:;inal  proprietor  should  suffer.  The 
clause,  however,  was  no  insertion  of  liisi 
and  he  had  no  wish  to  press  it  against  tbe 
wish  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  thought  the 
buyer  in  open  market  ought  to  be  protect- 
ed, as  he  had  no  means  of  knowing  that 
the  property  was  stolen,  whereas  the  pro- 
prietor might  by  precaution  defeod  himself 
against  robbery. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  he  also  concurred 
in  the  objections  urged  against  the  clause. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  must  confess  that 
there  was  great  joatice  in  what  had  beea 
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stated  in  oppoMtion  to  the  clause,  ami  as 
he  was  inulined  to  think  that  there  was 
grent  aJrantas^e  in  affording  every  facility 
positihle  to  dealings  between  man  and  man, 
he  would  consent  to  the  omiBsion  of  the 
clause. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Clauses  3,  4,  and  5,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6. 

Hr.  MULLIN6S  said,  he  should  mo?e 
the  omission  of  the  clause,  which  pnivided 
that  a  guarantee  to  or  for  a  firm  should 
cease  upon  a  change  in  the  firm,  except  in 
special  cases. 

Question  put,  *'  Tliat  Clause  Six  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided:— Ayes  95; 
Koes  13 :  Majority  82. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  was  also  Clause  7. 

Clause  8  withdraum, 

Tlie  remaining  clauses  were  agreed  to, 

Houso  resumed  ;  Bill  reported,  with 
Amendments. 

CX7RSIT0R  BARON  OF  THE  EXCnEQUER 

BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  would  now  heg  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  tlie  ohject 
of  which  was  to  abolish  an  office  the  duties 
of  which  had  become  merely  formal.  As 
Tuesday  next  was  the  last  day,  according 
to  the  rules  of  the  House,  on  which  Bills 
could  be  sent  up  for  second  rending,  he 
hoped  there  would  be  no  objection  to  al- 
luwiiig  the  Bill  to  pass  another  stage  that 
day,  and  to  read  it  a  third  time  and  pass 
it  to  morrow. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  the 
only  duties  of  the  Cursitur  Bnron  in  recent 
tiroes  had  been  to  make  a  ridiculous  speech 
in  introducing  the  Lord  Mayor  and  She- 
riffs, when  a  certain  number  of  nails  were 
counted  and  so  many  sticks  were  chopped, 
a  tcremuny  which  attracted  a  good  many 
Indies  to  witness,  but  was  of  no  earthly  use. 
Ue  thounrht  some  less  absurd  mode  of  iu- 
troducing  the  sheriffs  might  be  devised. 

The  chancellor  of  toe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Bill  only  provided  that 
the  duties  of  the  Cursitor  Baron  should  be 
discharged  by  one  of  the  Barons  of  the 
Exchequer,  i»r  by  an  officer  appointed  by 
the  Court,  hut  he  thought  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  the  Court  to  make  regulations 
for  the  ceremony  which  they  thought  fit. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY":  It  may 
end,  then,  in  the  speech  being  made  by 
one  of  the  Ushers  of  the  Court. 


Bill  read  2^  and  the  Standing  Orders 
having  been  suspended,  it  passed  through 
Committee,  and  was  reported  without 
amendment. 

JUDGMENTS  EXECUTION  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Motion 
made  and  Question  proposed,  *' That  Mr^ 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  should 
move  that  the  Bill  be  committed  that  day 
three  months.  If  the  Bill  passed  there 
would  be  nothing  to  prevent  a  fraudulent 
creditor  in  Ireland  coming  over  and  getting 
a  judgment  here,  and  then  sweeping  away 
all  his  alleged  debtor's  property  iu  Ireland^ 
without  the  possibility  of  stopping  him. 
He  could  not  see  why  a  private  Member 
should  be  allowed  to  revolutionise  the  law 
after  this  fashion  at  his  own  pleasure. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  said,  he  thought  that 
if  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  good,  it 
ought  to  be  introduced  as  a  Government 
measure.  He  should  second  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  fron»' 
the  word  "  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  •'  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee/* 
instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  •*  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided :-— Ayes  51 ;  Noes 
39:    Majority  12. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  chair." 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  should  no«r 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  He 
had  frequently  stated  his  objections  to  the 
measure,  and  had  not  had  them  answered. 
Ho  believed  it  would  open  the  door  to 
innumerable  frauds.  It  was  an  impolitic 
Bill — there  was  no  ground  fur  pushing  it  at 
that  period  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  was  opposed  to 
the  Bill,  as  justice  could  not  be  dune  to  it 
at  the  present  period  of  the  Session. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
the  Bill  was  introduced  on  the  4th  of  Feb- 
ruary, and  now  the  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  said  there  was  not  time 
to  consider  it.  Ho  would,  however,  recom- 
mend his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Men)bcr  for  Ayr,  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill,  to  withdraw  it,  and  to  leave  out  Ire- 
I  land  when  he  next  introduced  it,  as  he 
j  would  then  have  more  chance  of  getting  ii 
passed. 
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Mb.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  must  adopt  the  nuggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  nnd  be 
content  with  the  partial  success  which  the 
Bill  had  obtained.  He  thought,  howevor. 
he  bad  reason  to  complain  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  White- 
side), who  led  him  to  believe  that  he  would 
support  the  Bill,  and  even  agreed  to  put 
his  name  on  tbe  back  of  it.  He  would 
not  on  the  present  occasion  press  his  Mo- 
tion, but  he  would  re-introduce  it  earlj  in 
the  ensuing  Session. 

Motita  and  Original  Question,  by  leave, 
witlidrawn. 

Bill  v)ithdrawn, 

REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS  BILL. 

Order  read  for  taking  into  consideration 
the  Lords'  Amendments  to  this  BilL 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  be  should 
move  that  a  clause  which  had  been  in- 
serted by  their  Lordships,  giving  to  ma- 
gistrates power  in  certain  cases  to  send 
juvenile  criminals  to  a  reformatory  school, 
without  the  infliction  of  the  punishment 
of  previous  imprisonment,  should  not  be 
agreed  to.  It  was  incompatible  with  the 
provisions  of  several  other  clauses  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  QORDON  said,  he  must  differ  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  for  he  regarded  the 
Amendment  in  question  as  quite  in  con- 
sonance with  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  and  certainly  it  was  a  clause  which, 
sooner  or  later,  must  be  enacted.  He  con- 
sidered that  it  was  desirable  to  retain  a 
discretionary  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
magistrates  to  send  juvenile  offenders  to  a 
reformatory  institution,  instead  of  commit- 
ting them  to  prison,  which  was  the  object 
of  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that  although  favourable  to  the  clause,  he 
thought  it  would  not  harmonise  with  other 
provisions  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  therefore 
recommended  that  it  should  be  withdrawn, 
and  that  this  matter  should  be  made  the 
subject  of  legislation  in  a  future  Session. 
•  Mr.  STUART  WORTLBY  said,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  accept  the  Bill. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  discover  anything  in- 
compatible between  the  original  clause  and 
the  Lords'  Amendment.  Gases  often  arose 
in  which  it  was  desirable  that  a  child  should 
be  saved  from  the  disgrace  of  being  sent 
to  a  convict  prison ;  and  the  law  ought, 
in  his  opinion,  to  provide  for  such  oases. 

Mu.  HENLEY  said,   he  must  express 


his  eoncurrence  in  the  observations  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  should  support  the  rejection  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  was  in  faroar 
of  the  Lords'  Amendment.  He  con- 
sidered the  practice  of  sending  juvenile 
offenders  at  once  to  prison  as  rather  cal- 
culated to  confirm  than  correct  them  in 
their  early  tendency  to  rieioos  courses. 

VwcouOT  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  tbe 
clause  under  discussion  is  perfectly  incom- 
patible with  the  arrangements  of  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stands,  and,  in  my  opinion,  that 
is  quite  a  sufficient  objection  to  tbe  clause 
without  entering  into  the  merits  of  tbe 
case ;  but,  I  am  bound  to  add,  that  when 
tbe  subject  was  discussed  some  time  ago, 
I  entirely  concurred  in  the  principle  upon 
which  this  clause  was  resisted.  It  is  now, 
however,  urged,  that  committing  children 
to  prison  before  sending  them  to  refor- 
matory institutions  places  them,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  beyond  the  chance  of  refor- 
mation. If,  however,  this  Honse  decides 
upon  sending  children  to  those  institutions 
in  the  first  instance,  I  very  much  fear  thai 
parents  will  induce  their  children  to  com- 
mit offences  in  order  to  have  them  edu- 
cated at  the  public  expense.  To  avoid 
this  I  consider  that  they  should  be  sub- 
jected to  some  short  period  of  imprtaonment 
before  being  sent  to  any  reformatory  in- 
stitution. The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
reform  criminals,  not  to  hold  out  to  the 
lower  classes  the  temptation  of  getting 
their  children  educated  at  tbe  expense  of 
the  country.  It  is  objectionable  in  prin- 
ciple, because,  instead  of  a  punishment, 
it  holds  out  a  species  of  premium  to 
crime. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  no  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  had  attempted  to 
prove  that  the  clause  was  incompatible 
with  the  general  purport  of  the  Bill,  but 
they  had  all  contented  themselves  with  as- 
serting that  the  fact  was  so.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmer^ 
ston),  that  parents  might  induce  their  chil- 
dren to  steal  that  they  might  be  admitted 
into  these  schools,  was,  in  his  belief*  fal« 
lacious.  The  parents  had  an  interest  in 
getting  them  into  prison,  where  they  would 
be  supported  at  tbe  expense  of  the  public; 
but  they  could  not  have  any  in  forcing 
them  into  schools  where  they  would  have 
to  contribute  to  their  support. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  if  he 
were  not  precluded  by  the  rules  of  tbe 
House  from  again  speaking  on  the  ques* 
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tioUt  1)0  ooald  demonstrate  that  the  clause 
va!»  iDCompatible  with  the  general  purpose 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  the  Lords  in 
the  said  Amendment." 

The  House  divided: — AjesiS;  Noes 
31 :  Majoritj  15. 

Committee  appointed,  "  to  draw  up 
Reasons  to  he  assigned  to  the  Lords  for 
disagreeing  with  the  Amendment  to  which 
this  House  hath  disagreed  :" — Sir  George 
Grey.  Mr.  Masset,  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Mr.  Henley,  Mr.  FitzRoy,  Sir  Stafford 
NoRTHCOTE,  and  Mr.  Kinnaibd  : — To  with- 
draw immediately;  Three  to  be  the  quo- 
rum. 


JOINT-STOCK  COMPANIES  WINDING-UP 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair." 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  one  effect 
of  pasing  the  Bill  might  he  to  interfere 
between  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland 
and  Mr.  James  Sadleir,  whose  effects  had, 
he  understood,  heen  seized  on  their  way  to 
furnish  a  villa  at  some  place  unknown.  It 
was  contrary  to  all  sound  principle  to  enact 
a  Iftw  to  meet  such  a  case  as  that  of  the 
Tipperary  Bank.  It  was  his  helief  that  it 
was  a  measure  introduced  for  a  particular 
purpose,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was 
calculated  unfairly  to  prejudice  the  interests 
of  the  smaller  class  of  farmers  who  had 
been  made  th.e  yictims  of  the  unparalleled 
frauds  of  the  Sadleirs  in  the  case  of  the 
Tipperary  Bank,  for  those  men  would  pro- 
bahly  know  nothing  of  the  person  who  was 
to  be  allowed  as  their  representative,  to 
dispose  as  he  might  please  of  their  rights. 
Ue  should  roo?e  that  the  House  resolve 
itaelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  Bill  on  that 
day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  '*  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee*^ 
instead  thereof. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  he  could  deny  that 
tbe  ohject  of  the  Bill  was  to  enahie  the 
shareholders  of  the  bank  to  avoid  the  paj- 
Tnent  of  their  dehts;  its  ohject  was,  in  fact, 
tbe  very  reverse.  The  truth  was,  that  a 
rast  noraher  of  actions  had  already  been 
cofDmenced,  and  if  the  Bill  were  rejected 
all    tbe  assets  would  he  swallowed  up  in 


law  expenses.  The  carrying  out  of  the 
provisions  would  he  dependent  on  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls  in 'Ireland,  whom  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  so  much  and 
so  justly  lauded.  He  regretted  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  so  little 
confidence  in  the  tribunals  of  his  own 
country.  Unless  he  (Mr.  Malins)  had 
known  that  the  Bill  was  one  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  creditors — 3.000  in  number — 
he  would  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
The  simple  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  en- 
able shareholders  who  had  property  to 
make  a  surrender  of  it,  and  then  to  ob- 
tain a  discharge. 

Mk.  HENLEY  said,  although  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Malins)  repre- 
sented the  Bill  as  a  creditors'  Bill,  it  was 
remarkahle  that  it  did  not  give  the  cre- 
ditors any  hold  on  the  property  of  their 
debtors.  The  effect  of  passing  the  Bill 
would  be,  that  the  creditors  would  be  in- 
duced to  accept  a  small  dividend,  and  very 
soon  parties  who  had  declared  that  they 
had  next  to  nothing  would  hold  up  their 
heads  again,  and  appear  as  well  off  as 
ever.  He  was  strongly  opposed  to  the 
measure,  and  he  thought  it  most  ill-judg- 
ed, in  the  midst  of  a  gigantic  swindle, 
such  as  that  which  had  just  heen  perpe- 
trated in  Ireland,  to  step  in,  and  by  a 
legislative  enactment,  reverse  the  position 
of  the  parties. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided:— A jes  31 ;  Noes 
40 :  Majority  9. 

Words  added.  > 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  put  off  for  three  months. 

Notice  taken,  that  Forty  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted;  and  Forty 
Members  not  heing  present, 

The  House  was  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clock. 
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MivvTB.]  Public  Bill. — 1*  Income  and  Land 
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guard  Service  ;  Corrupt  Practiees  Preveution  ; 
General  Board  of  Health  Continuance ;  Militia 
Pay ;  Cursitor  Baron  of  the  Exchequer ;  Luna- 
tic Asylums  Act  Amendment. 
2*  Courts  of  Common  Law  (Ireland) ;  Unlawful 
Oaths  (Ireland) ;  Parochial  Schools  (Scotland)^ 
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S*  Intestate!  Penonal  Ettates ;  loottmbered  Et- 
tot^t  (Ireland);  Jdetropolii  L4)oal  Management 
Act  Amendment  (No.  2):-Sherbuni  Hoepital; 
Oxford  College  Estates ;  Prisons  (Ireland) ; 
Commons  Inolosuru  (No.  2). 

STEAM-PACKET  COMMUNICATION  BE- 
TWEEN  HOLYHEAD  AND  KINGSTOWN. 

Viscount  DUNGANNON  said,  he  was 
anxious  that  the  Session  should  not  close 
without  some  explanation  from  the  Goyern- 
ment  on  a  matter  which  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  public.     He  alluded  to 
the  present  stato  of  the  steam-packet  com- 
munication between  Holyhead  and  Kings- 
town.    It  was  hardly  necessary  for  him 
to  remind  their  Lordships  that,  after  the 
most  ipinute  inquiries  on  the  part  of  prac- 
tical men,  it  had  been  ascertained  that  the 
passage   between    Holyhead    and   Kings* 
town  was  the  best,  speediest,  and  safest 
between   this   country   and    Ireland,   and 
that  in  consequence  a  railway  had  been 
constructed  along  the  coast  from  Chester 
to  Holyhead,   crossing  the   Conway  and 
Menai   bridges.      Yet    that  part  of  the 
passage  which  was  most  essential  was  in 
reality  most  defective.     In  the  first  place, 
the  present  steam-packets  could  not  afford 
gnfficient  accommodation  for  the  passen- 
gers who   were   perpetually   passing   and 
rf'passing ;  and,  in  the  second,  the  time 
consumed  in  the  passage  was  far  greater 
than  it  need  be,  if  steamers   of  proper 
horse  power  were  placed  upon  the  station. 
At  present  the  passage  was  never  under 
four  hours  and  a  half,  even  in  the  calmest 
weather,  and  if  there  was  any  head  wind, 
it  was  often  five  hours  and  a  half,  and 
sometimes    six    hours.      If    steamers    of 
sufficient  horse  power  were  employed,  the 
passage  could   be  made   in    three   honi-s, 
and  if  they  were  350  feet  in  length,  there 
would  be  ample  accommodation   for  the 
passengers.     The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  might  not  he  aware  of  the  in- 
convenience to  which  the  public  was  sub- 
jected, but  if  he  had  often  to  cross  over 
to  Ireland  he  would  see  the  necessity  of 
some  change.     He  (Viscount  Dungannon)  I 
hoped  that  the  mere  question  of  expense 
would  not  be  considered  by  a  great  country 
like   this.     He  should  therefore  ask   his 
noble  Friend  whether  there  was  any  pros- 
pect of  an   arrangement   being  come  to 
between  Hor  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Steam  Packet  Company  relative  to  a 
line  of  larger  vessela  with  iucrea&ed  horse 
power. 

The  Marquess  or   CLANRICARDE 
aaid,  ha  wished  to  ask  at  what  hour  the 


mail  train  from  London  would  start  ?  The 
noble  Duke  on  a  former  occasion  had  stated 
that  it  would  start  at  ha  If- past  seren  id 
the  rooniinn: — a  most  inconvenient  hour. 

Thb  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  there 
was  a  Tery  fair  prospect  of  a  satisfaetorj 
arrangement  being  made  with  the  steam- 
packet  companies;  negotiations  were  not 
yet  completed,  but  he  hoped  (hey  would 
come  to  A  speedy  conclusion.  With  re- 
gard to  the  remark  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
he  would  observe  that  it  was  the  dear 
duty  of  the  department  with  which  he 
was  connected  to  accelerate  as  much  as 
possible  the  passage  of  the  mails,  not 
only  to  Dublin,  but  also  to  the  rest  of 
Ireland.  In  order  to  carry  6ut  that  ob- 
ject, in  order  to  prevent  other  jwrts  of 
Ireland  from  being  sacrificed  to  the  me- 
tropolis, it  was  essentia]  that  the  mails 
should  arrive  at  Dublin  in  sufficient  time 
to  allow  of  the  departure  of  the  provincial 
mails  as  early  as  they  were  now  despatched. 
If  they  were  allowed  to  be  despatched  at 
a  later  hour  the  arrangements  fOr  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  letters  in  the  distant  parte 
of  the'  country  would  be  seriously  dis- 
turbed. He  did  not  think  there  was  any. 
thing  very  unreasonable  in  requiring  pas- 
sengers  to  start  from  London  for  Dubliii 
at  half-past  seven  in  the  morning. 

FURTHER  ARCTIC  EXPEDITION. 

Lord  WROTTESLEY  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Ellesmere)  who 
had  given  notice  of  the  question  he 
(Lord  Wrottesley)  was  about  to  put  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  was,  unforto- 
nntely,  obliged  to  absent  himself  through 
illness,  and  he  had  delegated  his  task 
to  him.  He  had,  therefore,  to  inquire 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
returned  an  answer  to  a  memorial  rela- 
tive to  a  further  Arctic  Expedition  ?  He 
trusted  he  might  be  allowed  to  accompany 
this  question  with  some  remarks  explana- 
tory of  the  position  in  which  the  whole 
matter  now  stood,  the  rather  that  much 
misconception  prevailed  upon  the  subject. 
The  tale  of  Arctic  search  and  Arctic  suflTer- 
ing  was  indeed  a  melancholy  one,  and 
awakened  so  many  sad  and  painful  recol- 
lections, that  he  greatly  feared,  lest  in  bis 
sympathy  for  the  sufferers  be  might  exag- 
gerate the  merits  of  the  case  he  had  un- 
dertaken to  plead.  He  should  much  re- 
gret such  a  result,  for  he  was  well  aware 
that  in  taking  this  course  he  was  incurring 
a  grave  responsibility.  Through  eight  IcHi^ 
dreary  years  the  relatives  and  friends  of 
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tbote  gallant  men  wbo  bad  serred  tbeir 
country  only  too  well  anxiously  awaited, 
and  awaited  in  rain,  some  tidings  of  their 
fate.     Burinic  tbe  ^rst  part  of  that  dis- 
tressing period,  they  expected  with  each 
retarning  summer  or  autumn  to  welcome 
those  adventurous  seamen  returning  home 
in  triumph   from  a  successful  enterprise, 
crowned  with  civic  laurels,  and  about  to 
reap  the  well-earned  reward  of  tbeir  meri- 
torious exertions.     During  tbe  latter  part 
of  that  period  they  hoped  to  receive  some 
intelligence  which  might  enlighten  them 
as  to  the  manner  and  tbe  circumstances 
under  which  the  little  band  of  heroes  bad 
breathed  tbeir  last — perhaps  after  much 
suffering  removed,  very  far  removed,  from 
their  cherished  homes.     Those  wbo  had 
experienced  the  misery  of  thus  losing  those 
who  were  near  and  dear  to  them  in  foreign 
lands,  where  the  details  of  the  calamity 
were  necessarily  imperfectly  known,  would 
remember  how   anxiously   we   desired  to 
know  all  the  particulars  of  the  mournful 
event — the  how,  tbe  when,  and  the  where 
— each  additional  fact  when  learnt,  added 
acutely  to  the  sorrow ;  apd  yet  there  was 
a  continual   craving  to  know  more  and 
more ;  a  thirst  that  could  not  be  allayed. 
Bui  in  tbe  case  to  which  he  alluded,  to  fill 
up  tbe  measure  of  sorrow,  we  had  to  add 
the  agonies  of  suspense,  since  every  day, 
every  hour  of  each  returning  year  might 
bring  complete  relief,  or  a  confirmation  of 
the  worst  anticipations.     At  last,  in  1855, 
the  crisis  of  the  fate  of  these  mariners  ar- 
rived, and  a  cruel  revelation  was  made,  the 
particulars  of  which  be  should  shortly  de- 
tail : — Their  Lordships  were  aware  that, 
cunimencing  with  the  year  1848,  several 
expeditions,  both  by  land  and  sea,  were, 
wiih  laudable  zeal,  sent  out  by  the  Admi- 
ralty* and  even  by  our  brothers  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  to  endeavour 
to  ascertain  tbe  fate  of  Franklin  and  his 
companions.     He  would  not  weary   tbeir 
Lordships  with  the  details  of  these  exploits 
anterior  to  1854  ;   suffice  it  to  say  that,  by 
some  cruel  fatality,  they  seemed  all   to 
lift've  proceeded  in  every  direction  but  the 
ris^lit  one.     Nothing  was  ascertained  be- 
yond the  discovery,  in  1851,  of  the  graves 
o»  Beechy  Island,  tbe  only  effect  of  which 
waa  to  send  one  of  the  best-appointed  ex- 
peditions  that  ever  left  our  shores  in  a 
wrong  direction — to  tbe  north  instead  of  to 
the  south.     He  now  came  to  the  eventful 
jear  1854;  but  before  detailing  tbe  trans- 
actions of  that  year  it  was  necessary,  in 
order  thai  their  Lordships  might  compre- 


hend his  description  of  them  and  bis  com« 
ments  upon  them,  that  he  should  explain  a 
few  partictilsrs  relative  to  tbe  configuration 
of  tbe  north  coast  of  America.  Three  great 
rivers  fell  into  the  Polar  Sea,  flowing  from 
the  south.  The  Mackenzie  River  was  that 
most  to  tbe  west,  the  Coppermine  River 
opcupied  the  centre  place,  and  tbe  Great 
Fish,  or  Back  River  (tbe  mouth  of  which 
was  the  scene  of  the  events  he  was  about 
to  describe),  flowing  towards  the  north- 
east, occupied  tbe  most  eastern  position  of 
tbe  three.  The  general  trending  of  the 
north  coast  of  America  was  west  and  east, 
but  opposite  to  tbe  Coppermine  River  waa 
situate,  separated  from  the  main  by  a  nar- 
row strait,  a  vast  island  extending  through 
twenty  degrees  of  longitude  ;  similarly,  op- 
posite to  the  mouth  of  Back  River,  there 
was  on  the  west  a  comparatively  small 
island,  very  imperfectly  explored,  called 
King  William's  Land,  and  on  the  east 
there  was  a  long  tract  of  land  consist- 
ing of  a  peninsula  to  tbe  south  and  an 
island  to  the  north.  Tbe  peninsula  and 
island  were  divided  by  a  narrow  strait, 
called  after  tbe  gallant  Frenchman  who 
perished — Bellot*s  Strait.  Tbe  peninsula 
was  called  Boothia,  and  tbe  island  was 
called  North  Somerset.  Now,  on  each 
side  of  this  long  peninsula— and  he  beg- 
ged tbeir  Lordships  particularly  to  attend 
to  this — there  were  two  magnificent  inleta 
or  arms  of  the  sea,  running  from  north  to 
south  from  Barrow's  Strait ;  that  to  the 
west  was  called  Peel  Sound,  and  debouch- 
ed on  the  south  into  Victoria  Strait,  at 
the  southern  extremity  of  which  lay  King 
William's  Land  and  tbe  estuary  of  the 
Back  River  ;  that  to  the  east  was  called 
Prince  Regent's  Inlet,  and  it  terminated  in 
Boothia  Gulf.  In  the  year  1854,  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  sent  Dr.  Rae,  one  of 
tbeir  most  intelligent  and  adventurous 
Arctic  travellers  to  explore  the  west  coast 
of  Boothia  Peninsula.  When  he  arrived 
in  Pelly  Bay,  which  was  near  the  bottom 
of  Boothia  Gulf,  he  obtained  from  various 
Esquimaux,  whom  he  encountered  there, 
certain  particulars  relative  to  the  fate  of 
Franklin  and  his  companions.  Tbe  story 
was  to  the  effect  that  about  1850  a  party 
of  about  forty  gaunt  and  starving  men 
were  seen  drap:ging  a  boat  over  the  ice  to 
the  north  of  King  William's  Land  ;  that 
they  went  down  tbe  west  coast  of  that 
island,  and  afterwards  perished  near  a 
great  river.  Now,  had  not  this  story  been 
cmfirmed  by  the  circumstance  that  these 
Esquinianx  were  in  possession  of  various 
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relics  of  the  eipedition,  which   Dr.  Rae 
hroaght  home,  it  would  have  been  placed, 
a»  it  well  deserved  to  have  been  placed,  on 
a  par  with  varioas  other  falsehoods  told  by 
these  Esquimaux  during  the  progress  of 
tliis  search.     Not  any  one  of  tnese  Esqui- 
maux who  told  the  story  had  seen  any  of 
the  forty  men«     Dr.  Rae  was  at  one  timer 
within  fifty  mile^  of  the  scene  of  the  al- 
leged catastrophe ;  but  being,  as  he  states, 
then  uninformed  as  to  the  precise  locality, 
unhappily  returned  home  without  visiting 
it.     Neither  the  Government  nor   public 
were  satisfied,  and  it  was  an  important 
point  in  the  case  that  they  were  not  satis- 
fied.   Another  land  expedition  went  out  in 
1855   under  Anderson  ;    they  descended 
the  Back  River,  but  thev  could  obtain  no 
interpreter ;  they  were  only  provided  with 
birch-bark  canoes,  too  frail  to  live  in  the 
open  sea ;  and  they  were  supported  by  no 
ship  laden  with  supplies  and  able  to  over- 
awe the  natives.    They  returned  with  more 
relics,  but  with  no  additional  information 
of  importance,  except  that  these  forty  men, 
with  a  large   boat,  had  actually  arrived 
within  the  estuary  of  the  Back  River  and 
perished  there.  Such  was  the  present  state 
of  the  question,  and  since  that  time  the 
Admiralty  had  been  in  vain   importuned 
to  finish  the  good  work  they  had  begun. 
Another  expedition  was  advocated,  upon 
arguments  which  seemed  unanswerable  to 
himself  and  others.     It  was  said  that  the 
clue  was  now  found  of  which  we  hsd  been 
so  long  in  search  ;  that  the  danger  was 
now  slight,  because  the  area  of  research 
was  limited  to  a  comparatively  small  dis- 
trict, situate  between  the  68th  and  72nd 
degrees  of  parallel  of  latitude,  and   the 
meridians  of  95  and  100  degrees  west,  a 
region    almost   wholly   unexplored ;    that 
even  now,  late  as  it  was,  a  ship  might  be 
got  ready  by  the  middle  of  August,  which 
might  be  directed   to  enter  either  Peel 
Sound  or  Prince  Regent's  Inlet,  according 
as  the  one  or  the  other  was  most  free  from 
ice ;  and  after  she  hsd  penetrated  as  far 
south  as  possible,  walking  parties  mi^ht  be 
detached  from  her  to  the  scene  of  the  ca- 
tastrophe, distant  probably  about  400  miles 
{and  walks  of  1,200  miles  had  been  made); 
or  that  if  the  approach  from  the  west  was 
preferred.   Captain  Gollinson   had   under- 
taken to  take  a  ship  within  1 50  milea  of  the 
spot  by  that  route.     It  had  been  shown 
tnat  only  forty  men  out  of  135  had  been 
accounted  for ;  that  as  the  settlements  of 
the  Esquimaux  were  certainly  reached,  as 
evidenced  by  their  possession  of  the  relics. 
Lord  WroUesley 


some  of  the  men  so  unaccounted  for  might 
yet  be  living  domesticated  among  tbeae 
tribes  ;  that  nothing  had  been  found  but  a 
few  forks  and  spoons  and  other  trifles; 
that  the  boat  party  had  not  been  traced 
back  to  the  ships  ;  that  the  ships  had  not 
been  found  ;  that  they  remained  possibly 
intact,   frozen   up    and    abandoned   near 
King  William *s  Land  ;   but  that,  even  if 
broken  up,  inasmuch  as,  by  the  invarisble 
practice  of  Arctic  voyagers,  journals  sod 
scientific  records  were  kept  carefully  in 
tin  cases,  at  least  some  portion  of  these 
might  be  discovered.     It  was  a  great  mis- 
take to  suppose    that    the    interests  of 
science  were  in  no  way  concerned  in  send- 
ing out  another  expedition.     In  the  first 
place,  the  scene  of  the  cataatrophe  had 
been  scarcely  at  all  explored  ;  and,  in  the 
next  place,  it  was  a  great  object  to  recover 
the   magnetical   records — for  magneticsi 
observations  made  within  the  Arctic  and 
Antarctic  circles  were  peculiarly  valuable 
in  reference  to  the  theory  of  magnetism- 
Now,  as  a  very  perfect  set  of  magnetical 
instruments   was    supplied    to    Sir  John 
Franklin's  expedition,  and  they  were  con- 
signed to  the  cbkrge  of  officers  of  high 
scientific  attainments,  who  received  a  spe- 
cial training  in  their  use,  the  observationi 
made   were   likely   to  be  very  valuable. 
Then,   supposing  such   an  expedition  on 
other  grounds  to  be   deemed   expedient, 
what  an   opportunity   it  offered  to  some 
of  those   gallant  \nenibers  of  the  naval 
profession   who  had   been   thrown  out  of 
employment  by  the  peace,  and  were  dissp* 
pointed  that  the  war  had  yielded  such  fev 
opportunities   of   distinction.     In  conclu- 
sion, the  noble  Lord  said  that  a  further 
expedition  was  recommended  in  a  tempe- 
rate memorial,  signed  by  influential  and 
well-informed  men  of  almost  every  grade 
and  profession,  and  advocated  by  distin- 
guished Arctic  navigators,  who  supported 
their   opinions   by  facts   and    reasonings 
which  carried  conviction  home  to  the  minds 
of  men  accustomed  to  estimate  the  bear* 
ings  of  doubtful  evidence — that  such  an 
expedition  would  furnish  employment  for 
gallant  officers  ;  that  it  might  lead  to  the 
recovery  of  lost  scientific  records  of  great 
value  ;  that  it  might  gratify. the  longings 
of  attached  and  mourning  relatives^  and 
especially  of  a  widowed  lady  who  had  n)sde 
great  sacrifices  on  behalf  of  her  heroic  and 
lamented  husband  ;  and,  above  all,  that  it 
would  carry  out  to  its  legitimate  solution 
an  important  problem  in  which  the  honour 
of  England  was   largely  concerned,  and 


1013    The  Crimean  Board  of      {July   18,  1856(      Inqairy^BepoH,  Ag.     1014 


which  had  excited  the  curiosity  and  inter- 
est of  the  whole  civilised  world. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  said, 
filtliough  notiiing  was  more  natural  than 
that  such  should  he  the  strong  desire  of  the 
friends  of  all  engaged  in  the  expedition, 
which  reflected  so  much  honour  upon  those 
of  whom  it  was  composed,  and  upon  the 
English  name,  and  also  of  persons  inte- 
rested in  the  scientific  results  which  might 
be  expected  from  the  recovery  of  the  do- 
cuments supposed  to  have  been  left  by  that 
expedition,  yet  other  considerations  must 
be  taken  into  account  before  another  Arctic 
expedition  was  despatched.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  was 
of  opinion,  that,  at  all  events,  it  was  much 
too  late  to  entertain  hopes  of  organising  an 
expedition  this  season  with  any  chance  of 
success.  11  is  right  hon.  Friend  was,  how- 
ever, fully  disposed  to  take  into  his  most 
serious  consideration  in  the  recess  whether 
it  was  desirable  that  any  further  expedition 
should  be  sent  out.  But  he  (Lord  Stanley) 
would  submit  to  the  noble  Lord  whether 
they  oujsht  to  incur  the  responsibility  of 
^  risking  the  lives  of  brave  men  for  such  an 
object.  As  long  as  any  hopes  remained  of 
rescuing  our  brave  countrymen  from  those 
inhospitable  regions  many  strong  reasons 
might  be  urged  for  fitting  out  another  ex- 
pedition ;  but  when  the  only  object  was  the 
obtaining  further  details  of  the  fate  of 
these  unfortunate  men  and  some  further 
scientific  information,  it  was  matter  for 
grave  consideration  before  the  Govern- 
ment undertook  such  a  responsibility. 

TUE  CRIMEAN  BOARD  OF  INQUIRY  — 
REPORT  OF  THE  COMMISSIONERS  — 
ADDRESS   FOR. 

The  Earl  op  LUCAN  rose  to  move — 
That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  that 
She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give 
Directions  that  the  Report  of  the  Chelsea 
Board  of  Ofiicers  be  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House.  The  noble  Earl  said  that  he 
resetted  to  find  himself  compelled  to 
aeek  from  their  Lordehips  that  justice 
which  he  could  not  obtain  from  the 
minister  of  War  ;  but  he  thought  it  was 
impoflsible  to  question  this  fact — that  it 
WAS  the  fixed  purpose  of  the  Minister  of 
War  not  to  present  the  Report  of  the 
Chelsea  Commissioners  to  Parliament  dur- 
ing the  present  Session.  The  noble  Lord 
hegan  to  be  exceedingly  entertained,  and 
Le    could   promise  the  noble  Lord  more 


amusement  before  he  concluded.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  fixed  purpose  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  to  withhold  the  Report  from  Par- 
liament and  from  the  country;  and  such  a 
course  of  conduct  appeared  to  him  (the 
Earl  of  Lucan)  to  be  inconsistent  with 
common  justice.  Indeed,  it  was  difficult  to 
understand  the  feelings  that  could  have 
prompted  that  determination  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Lord,  or  the  boldness  and  assur- 
ance that  could  support  it;  but  unques- 
tionably it  had  been  in  every  month  for  a 
long  time  past,  that  it  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  to  present  this  Re- 
port to  Parliament  this  Session.  The 
answers  given  in  that  House  to  questions 
put  by  him  (the  Earl  of  Lucan^  to  the 
noble  Lord  left  it  without  a  doubt  that  that 
was  his  intention  ;  and  his  (the  Earl  of 
Lucan 's)  firm  belief  was,  that  unless  he 
could  prevail  upon  their  Lordships  that 
night  to  agree  to^this  Motion,  justice  would 
be  denied  to  the  officers  of  the  army  by 
the  withholding  the  Report.  To  satisfy 
their  Lordships  that  he  was  not  doing  an 
injustice  to  the  noble  Lord,  he  should  re- 
mind them  that  on  the  previous  Monday 
week  the  noble  Lord  stated,  in  answer  to  a 
question  put  by  him  (the  Earl  of  Lucan), 
that  he  believed  the  Report  had  not  at  that 
time  reached  Her  Majesty,  and  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  illness  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  it  was  very  doubtful  when  it 
would  ;  and  that  after  it  had  been  laid  be- 
fore Her  Majesty,  it  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Government  what  course 
they  should  take  upon  it  before  it  could  be 
laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House.  How- 
ever, on  a  subsequent  occasion  the  noble 
Lord  admitted  that  he  had  been  misinform- 
ed— that  he  had  since  found  the  fact  to  be 
that  the  Report  had  been  laid  before  Her 
Majesty,  but  that  up  to  that  time  (Friday 
last)  it  still  continued  in  Her  Majesty's 
hands,  in  consequence  of  no  printed  copy 
of  the  evidence  having  been  forwarded 
with  the  Report  to  Her  Majesty  ;  and 
that  it  would  remain  with  Her  Majesty  till 
She  had  an  opportunity  of  comparing  it 
with  that  evidence.  He  hoped  to  hear  on 
the  present  occasion  from  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  Report  had  reached  him  from  Her 
Majesty.  Now  he  (the  Earl  of  Lucan) 
knew  not  what  object  the  noble  Lord  had 
in  the  statement  to  which  he  had  just  re- 
ferred, but  it  appeared  to  him  (the  Earl  of 
Lucan)  that  that  statement  might  lead  to 
the  inference  that  Her  Majesty  was,  to 
some  extent,  a  party  to  the  injustice  which 
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the  withliolding  of  the  Report  inflicted 
upon  the  officers  wiiose  conduct  was  re- 
ferred to  in  it  ;  but  it  was  well  known 
that  Her  Majesty's  first  care  was  to  do 
honour  to  Her  army,  and  that  she  had 
deeply  sympathised  in  the  sufferings  which 
they  had  undergone  in  the  Crimea  ;  and, 
therefore,  no  one  could  for  one  moment 
suppose  that  Her  Majesty  would  be  a  party 
to  the  doing  of  an  injustice  to  any  portion 
of  that  army,  lie  would  tell  the  nuble 
Lord  that  ii  was  upon  him,  and  upon  him 
alone,  that  the  whole  injustice  of  with- 
holding the  Report  must  be  laid.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  it  would  be 
necessary  for  him  to  read  OTcr  every  word 
of  the  evidence  before  he  could  advise 
Her  Majesty  as  to  what  steps  should  be 
taken  in  reference  to  that  evidence,  and  to 
the  Report  which  had  been  founded  upon 
it.  In  that  case  there  would  be  little 
chance  of  the  Report  being  laid  before 
Parliament  during  the  present  Session. 
But  what  was  the  course  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord  with  reference 
to  the  Report  of  the  Crimean  Commis- 
sioners? Let  the  House  for  a  moment 
controst  the  noble  Lord's  conduct  with 
respect  to  that  Report  with  his  conduct 
with  respect  to  the  Report  now  asked  for. 
In  the  case  of  the  Report  of  the  Crimean 
Commissioners  there  was  so  much  preci- 
pitancy and  haste  displayed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  that  he  found  it  impossible  to  refer 
that  Report  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief;  indeed,  he  went 
farther,  and  said  that  be  had  scarcely 
allowed  himself  time  to  peruse  it  before  he 
laid  it  before  Parliament.  Undoubtedly, 
such  a  Report  ought  to  have  been  referred 
to  the  Commander  in  Chief  ;  but  such  was 
the  haste  to  lay  it  before  Parliament,  that 
that  course  was  not  taken,  and  though  the 
document  was  only  signed  during  the  lai^t 
two  or  three  days  of  January,  it  was  on 
the  table  of  tbeir  Lordships'  Elouse  by  the 
4th  or  5th  of  February.  The  contrast 
was  not  favourable  to  the  noble  Lord,  who 
now  showed  himself  so  slow  in  repairing 
injustice  by  presenting  an  exculpatory  Re* 

?ort.  The  noble  Lord  now  smiled.  [Lord 
^AMifURE  :  No.]  But  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  he  (the  Earl  of  Lucan) 
knew  no  more  about  the  contents  of  the 
Report  than  the  noble  Lord  himself.  How- 
ever, this  be  did  know— -he  knew  every 
word  of  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Commissioners,  and  having  the  greatest 
confidence  in  their  honour  and  integrity, 
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he  felt  sure  that  the  whoTe  of  the  alle^a- 
tions  made  against  him  (the  Earl  of  Lucan) 
and  other  officers  must  be  stamped  bj  the 
Commissioners  as  totally  unfounded.     For 
himself  he  felt  little  concern,  because  im- 
mediately after  the  conclusion  of  the  evi- 
dence  Colonel  Tulloch  came  over  to  him, 
and  though  he  had  never  said  a  word  or 
communicated  with  that  gallant  officer  be- 
fore, he  (Colonel  Tulloch)  said  be  thought 
it  due  to  him  (the  Earl  of  Lucan)  to  state 
that  had  he  not  been  misled  by  the  eri- 
dence  given  him  in  the  Crimea,  by  CuloDel 
Gordon  and  Sir  Richard  Airey,  he  or  the 
other  Commissioner  would  never  have  said 
a  word  to  his  (the  Earl  of  Lucan ^s)  disad- 
vantage.    After  auch  a  statement  as  tbat, 
taken    in   connection    with     the   evidence 
given  at  Clielsea,  he  (the  Earl  of  Lucan), 
thought  he  was  fully  warranted  in  assum- 
ing that  the  Report  was»  so  far  as  he  va& 
concerned,  an  exculpatory  Report.     The 
Minister  of  War  excused  himself  on  the 
last  occasion  for  not  producing  the  Report. 
and  stated  that  he  was  acting  under  the 
advice  of  the   Judge  Advocate  General 
He  did  not  desire  to  comment  upon  the 
manner  in  which  that  learned  Gentleman 
conducted  himself  on  that  inquiry,  or  he 
might  say  that  he  appeared  to  him  (the 
Earl  of  Lucan)  to  assume  more  the  au- 
thority of  the  Board  than  the   position  of 
the   legal  adviser   of    the  Board.     What 
character  the  learned  Gentleman  assnmed 
during  the  deliberations,  with  closed  doors, 
he  would  not  say,  but  he  could  not  shut  bis 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  he  was  a  colleague  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Minister  of  War,  and 
was,  therefore,   no  doubt  most   unfsirij. 
open  to  the  suspicion  that  he  might  not  be 
mure  impatient  for  the  drawing  up  of  the 
Report  than  the  noble  Lord  was  for  pro- 
ducing  it.     The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
Chief  Justice  shook  his  head  ;    but  that 
did  not  alter  the  facts,  and  he  (the  Earl  of 
Lucon)  could    not  regard    the  noble  snii 
learned  Lord's  shake   of  the  head  as  an 
answer  to   what    he  was   putting  to  the 
House. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  hoped  the  noble  and 
gallant  Earl  would  pardon  his  iDtcrruptioo. 
when  he  said  that  he  (Lord  Campbell)  couU 
not  hear  any  one  in  a  judicial  situatioa 
accused  without  what  he  considered  snj 
ground,  and  not  express  his  dis«eiit  frun 
the  accu^Ation. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  believed  it  to  be 
repugnant  to  all  sense  of  justice  that,  in  a 
political  inquiry  a  political  partisan  sboold 
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be  the  officer  to  advise  tbe  conrt.    A  re- 
view of  the  prooeedio^s  at  Chelaea  made 
it  clear  that  the  administration  of  justice 
before  military  coOrts  required  considera- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Legislature,  and,  as 
he  believed  that  consideration  could  not  be 
given  to  it  in  a  more  fitting  place  than  their 
Lordships*  House,  he  hoped  the  next  Ses- 
sion would  not  pass  awaj  without  the  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordships  being  called  to  the 
office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  the 
functions  of  that  officer,  his  tenure  of  office, 
and  the  mode  of  procedure  before  military 
courts,  which  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  was 
at  present  unnecessarily  tedious  and  ob- 
structive to  eliciting  truth.     Well,  the  Re- 
port had,  no  doubt,  been  presented,  and 
the  evidence  had  been  printed,  for  it  was 
printed  from  time  to  time  while  the  inquiry 
was  being  proceeded  with  ;  but  something 
hod  been  said  about  the  appendix  not  being 
printed.     Now,  he  could  not  underdtand 
how  that  could  be,  because  some  papers  had 
been  returned  to  him  on  the  ground  that 
they  could  not  be  received  after  the  close  of 
the  inquiry,  and  if  all  the  papers  proposed 
to  be  printed   were  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners  when  the  inquiry  terminated 
he  could  not  account  for  the  delay  in  print- 
ing the  appendix.     However,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  that  the  appendix  should 
be  printed  before  the  Report  was  laid  upon 
the  table  of  the  House,  for  the  House  had 
frequently  received  Reports  and  the  papers 
which  accompanied  them  volume  by  vo- 
lume.     Ou   a  former  occasion  the  noble 
Lord  the  Minister  of  War  stated  that  in 
the  case  of  the  Commission  on  the  Con- 
▼entioB  of  Cintra,  the  manuscript  remarks 
made  on  the  Report  by  George  IV.  were 
countersigned  by  Lord  Castlereagh,  after 
the  Report  was  returned  to  the  Government 
by  the  King,  and  that  this  was  done  before 
the  document  was  presented  to  the  House. 
Now,  seeing  that  it  had  been  stated  that 
Parliament  would  be  up  in  a  week  from 
this    time,  if  the  noble  Lord  intended  to 
follow   the  precedent  of  the  Cintra  Coa- 
vention  Commission  Report,  he  (the  Earl 
of  Lacan)  did  not  think  it  likely  that  the 
Minister  of  War  would  produce  the  Report 
of  the  Chelsea  Commissioners  during  the 
present  Session,  if  the  House  did  not  ex- 
press some  opiiiioB  on  the  subject.      He 
tliou^ht  he  could  not  be  charged  with  any 
undue   hnste  in  bringing  this  question  be- 
fore   Parliament.      The  Repoi*t  had  been 
signed    fourteen    days ;    eleven  days  had 
elapsed  since  it  was  laid  before  Iler  Ma- 
jesty;  this  was  the  18th  of  July;  and  in 


the  coarse  of  another  week,  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament  would  be  brought 
to  a  close.  Entertaining,  therefore,  a«  he 
did,  the  conviction  that  the  Minister  of  War 
would  not  produce  this  Report  to  the  Houko 
unless  their  Lordships  expressed  an  opinion 
on  the  subject,  he  hoped  he  should  not  be 
considered  unreasonable  in  calling  upon 
the  House  to  support  his  Motion.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving — 

'*  That  a  humble  address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  Her  Majeety  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  give  directions  that  the  Re- 
port of  the  Chelsea  Board  of  OfBcers  be  laid  upon 
the  table  of  the  House." 

Lord  PANMURE  said,  that  after  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl,  in  which  he  com- 
plained that  it  was  his  (Lord  Panmure's) 
intention  to  withhold  from  him  justice  on 
this  occasion,  he  thought*  that  the  very 
few  facts  which  he  (Lord  Panmure)  was 
about  to  state  to  their  Lordships  would 
show  them  the  utter  unreasonableness  of 
the  address  to  which  they  had  just  listened. 
Throughout  the  whole  of  his  statement 
the  noble  Earl  had  told  then  of  apprehen- 
sions which  existed  in  his  own  mind,  but 
for  which,  in  his  (Lord  Panmure 's)  opinion, 
the  noble  Earl  had  given  no  reason  what- 
ever. Let  him  just  trace  the  course  of 
these  proceedings ;  and  let  their  Lord- 
ships mark  the  course  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  pursued  with  reference  to  them. 
On  the  7th  July  this  Report  was  first 
presented  to  the  Queen.  On  the  8th 
the  noble  Earl  demanded  to  know  when 
it  would  be  laid  before  Parliament.  He 
(Lord  Panmure)  said  nothing  on  that  oc- 
casion to  justify  the  noble  Earl  in  arriv- 
ing at  the  conclusion  that  he  was  averse 
to  laying  the  Report  before  Parliament. 
He  (Lord  Panmure)  admitted  the  reason- 
ableneas  of  the  anxiety  felt  by  the  noble 
Earl,  for  himself,  and  on  the  part  of  the 
officers  whose  case  had  been  before  the 
Commissioners  at  Chelsea;  and  all  he 
claimed  for  the  Government  was  time  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Report  before  it 
was  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House. 
That  Report  was  delivered  to  the  Queen 
in  manuscript  on  the  7th  of  July  :  every 
page  of  that  Report  referred  to  the  pro- 
ceedings which  were  not  delivered  to  Her 
Majesty  till  the  9th.  The  1 0th  intervened ; 
and  late  on  the  evening  of  the  11th  he  re- 
ceived that  Report  and  those  proceedings 
from  Her  Majesty,  with  an  expressed  de- 
sire that  She  should  receive  the  advice  of 
Her  Cabinet  on  the  subject.  On  the  12th 
he  laid  the  Report  before  the  Cabinet ;  th^ 
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13th  was  Sunday  ;  and  the  Report,  which 
he  bad  sent  to  be  printed  on  tbe  erening 
of  the  12th,  was  delivered  to  him  in  a 
printed  shape,  occupying  some  thirty  pages 
of  close  type,  on  the  15th.     This  was  the 
18th  ;  and  during  the  time  that  had  inter- 
Tened  between  the  day  he  received  tbe 
Report  and  that  on  which  he  received  it  in 
its  printed  shape  he  instructed  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  to  state,  in  reply  to  a 
question  which  was  to  be  put  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  that  it  would  be  laid 
npoh  the  table  as  soon  as  possible.     His 
colleagues  and  himself  had  between  the 
15th  instant  and  the  present  day  perused 
the  Report.    They  had  not  yet  advised  Her 
Majesty  with  respect  to  it;  but  between 
that  day  and  Monday  they  would  tender 
that  advice  to  Her  Majesty ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  conceive  why  the  noble 
Earl  had  arrived  at  the  inference  that  the 
Report  was  not  intended  to  be  laid  upon 
the  table  before  the  rising  of  Parliament. 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Earl  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  lay  the  Report  upon  the 
table  on  Monday,  and  not  only  the  Report, 
hut  the  proceedings  attached  to  it,  and  the 
appendix,  which  he  could  not  understand 
why  the  noble  Earl  assumed  was  not  print- 
ed.    That  appendix  was  printed  with  the 
rest  of  the  proceedings,  which  he  believed 
had  been  printed  and  published  from  day 
to  day  during  the  inquiry.     So  much  as 
to  the  documents.     Now,  with  regard  to 
the  whole  proceeding,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  been  trying  to  fix 
upon  him  some  intention,   personally,  of 
withholding  justice  from  him  (the  Earl  of 
Lucan)  and  the  other  officers.     He  could 
assure  the  House  that  no  such  intention 
bad  ever  existed  in  his  mind  ;  and  in  reply 
to  the  noble  Earl's  charge  that  the  inquiry 
at  Chelsea  had  been  a  political  one,  he ! 
(Lord  Panmure)   begged   most  distinctly 
and  positively  to  aver  that  there  had  never 
been  any  proceeding  more  removed  from 
the  character  of  a  political  inquiry.     That 
inquiry  was  a  military-judicial  inquiry,  de-  \ 
cnanded  dy  the  officers   themselves,   and ! 
referred   to  officers  of  as  high  character 
as  that  of  aay  officers  in  Her  Majesty's! 
aervioe,  without  reference  to  their  political 
opinions  ia   the  smallest  degree.      Nay,  ' 
more,  it  was  his  conviction  that  if   the 
political  opinions  of  the    Chelsea   Board 
were  inquired  into,  they  would  be  found  to 
be  very  much    more  in  accordance  with  ' 
those  of  the  noble  Earl  than  with  those  of  \ 
Her  Majesty's  Government.     But  because 
the  Judge  Advocate  General,  in  his  official 
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capacity,  was  the  adviser  of  the  military 
Board  on  that  occasion,  the  noble  Earl 
gave  that  as  a  reason,  forsooth,  why  that 
Board  should  assume  a  political  hue. 
There  was  one  answer  for  that— namelj, 
that  there  was  not  an  officer  on  that  Board 
who,  whatever  might  be  the  position  of  a 
public  servant  brought  in  connection  with 
him  in  the  discharge  of  judicial  duties 
would  allow  political  opinions  to  bias  him  in 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  inquiry.  The 
noble  Earl  insinuated  that  during  the  time 
the  doors  of  the  Board-room  were  closed, 
and  while  the  public  was  eicluded,  tiie 
Board  might  have  received  some  advice  or 
other  from  his  (Lord  Panmure's)  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Judge  Adrocate, 
which  might  have  delayed  the  productinfl 
of  the  Report  in  the  first  place  to  Her 
Majesty.  Now,  on  a  former  occasion  he 
(Lord  Panmure)  had  stated  that  in  tbe 
inquiry  at  Chelsea,  while  in  must  respects 
following  the  precedent  of  that  which  took 
place  in  1 808  with  reference  to  the  Con- 
Tention  of  C intra,  in  some  it  was  deriated 
from,  so  far  as  allowing  a  fuller  examioi* 
tion  of  the  matters  in  hand,  so  as  to  assist 
the  Commissioners  in  arriving  at  a  concio- 
sion.  He  found,  on  referring  to  the  Re- 
port in  the  Cintra  Convention  case,  that 
the  Report  was  delivered  to  the  King  on 
the  22nd  of  December ;  and  as  far  as  he 
could  gather  from  the  order  made  hy  the 
House  of  Commons  for  the  printing  of  the 
document,  it  was  not  laid  before  Farlii- 
ment  till  the  31st  of  January.  He  did  not 
know  whether  Parliament  had  been  sitting 
before  that  date,  but  his  impression  vas 
that  it  had  been,  for  in  1808  Parliameot 
assembled  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  year 
than  it  now  usually  did  ;  but  it  was  clear 
that  a  very  considerable  delay  had  takeo 
place  in  the  delivery  of  the  Report  to  the 
House  from  the  time  it  was  presented  to 
the  King.  He  did  not,  when  before  »p€«k* 
ing  on  this  subject,  say  that  that  Report 
was  not  signed  by  the  Secretary  of  State; 
but  what  be  said  was,  that  the  remarks 
made  on  that  Report  by  His  Majesty  vere 
countersigned  by  Lord  Castlereagh  as  S^ 
cretary  for  State.  The  noble  Earl  had 
contrasted  the  time  which  had  elapsed 
since  the  Chelsea  Report  reached  the  hands 
of  the  Government  with  the  imroedi*** 
production  of  the  Report  of  the  Comniir 
sioners  from  whose  statements  the  !&**' 
inquiry  had  emanated.  But  the  ¥^'^ 
from  the  Commissioners  sent  to  the  Cri- 
mea was  made  under  a  very  diffisreot  stat« 
of  circumstances.    The  Commiaaioners  vho 
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were  sent  to  the  Crimea  to  inquire  into 
allegations  which  had  he6n  made  by  other 
sources  were  sent  by  the  Government ;  the 
Government  announced  to  Parliament  that 
they  had  sent  them,  and  gave  Parliament 
distinctly  to  understand  that  as  soon  as 
the  Commissioners  reported,  their  Report 
should  be  laid  upon  the  tables  of  both 
Houses.  He  would  again  repeat,  that,  so 
far  from  there  being  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty  s  Government  of  with- 
holding the  result  of  the  present  inquiry, 
it  was  his  (Lord  Panmure  s)  intention  to 
have  presented  the  Report  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  on  Monday  next ;  and  under 
those  circumstances  he  could  see  no  ne- 
cessity whatever  for  the  noble  Earl's  Mo- 
tion. 

The  Eaal  of  DERBY  said,  that  after 
the  assurance  given  by  the  noble  Lord, 
his  ooble  and  gallant  Friend  would  not  of 
course  press  his  Motion  for  an  Address 
to  the  Crown  for  the  production  of  the 
Report;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  had 
such  an  assurance  been  given  to  his  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  at  an  earlier  period, 
be  would  not  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  bring  forward  the  present  Motion.  The 
language,  however,  of  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite on  the  two  occasions  upon  which 
the  subject  was  mentioned  was,  as  he 
understood — not  having  been  present  on 
either  of  those  occasions — such  as  to  lead 
hiB  noble  and  gallant  Friend  to  suppose 
that  there  would  be  considerable  delay  in 
the  production  of  the  Report. 

Lord  PANMURE :  1  did  not  use  any 
such  language. 

The  Earl  of  DERBT  could  only  say 
what  be  had  heard  was  the  language  of 
the  noble  Lord.     It  was  such  as  to  leave 
bis   noble  and  gallant  Friend  under  the 
impression  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  noble  Lord,  on  the  pcirt  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  bring  forward  the  Report  pre- 
vious to  the  recess.     On  the  first  occasion 
to  which  he  referred,  the 'noble  Lord  had 
erroneously  stated,  as  a  ground  for  delay, 
that  the  papers  had  not  then  been  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty.     The  noble  Lord, 
it  appeared,  was  in  error  in  that  statement. 
And  on  the  second  occasion  of  the  ques- 
tion  being  asked,  the  noble  Lord  stated 
that    the  papers  were  not  received  back 
from    Her  Majesty,   and  that  when   She 
did  send  them  back  it  would  be  necessary 
for  tbe  Government  to  review  them.    [Lord 
pA^MURE :  No,  no !  1     He  could  only  say 
what     he  had  heard  was   the   nature  of 
tbe   language  used  by  the  noble  Lord — 


that  it  was  not  likely  the  papers  would 
be  produced  before  the  rising  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  certainly  those  conversations 
had  left  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  un- 
der the  impression  that  it  was  not  likely 
an  opportunity  would  be  afforded  to  their 
Lordships  for  a  consideration  of  the  Re- 
port before  the  recess.  That  being  the 
case  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  was 
naturally  anxious  for  the  production,  as 
soon  as  possible,  of  the  Report  which  so 
materially  concerned  himself  and  other 
gallant  officers.  His  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  was,  therefore,  quite  justified  under 
such  circumstances  in  giving  notice  of  a 
Motion  for  an  Address  to  the  Crown  on 
the  subject.  But  now,  whether  the  pro- 
duction of  the  papers  on  Monday  should 
be  con.^idered  as  the  spontaneous  act  of 
the  noble  Lord,  or  the  result  of  this  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address  to  the  Crown,  the 
result  was  such  as  to  render  a  persever- 
ance by  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  in 
tills  Motion  unnecessary. 

£arl  6EAUCHAMF  bore  bis  testi- 
mony to  the  impartial  manner  in  which 
the  whole  inquiry  was  conducted. 

LoBD  CAMPBELL  said,  that  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  made  a  charge  against  the 
Judge  Advocate,  imputing  misconduct 
during  the  investigation  in  question,  he 
(Lord  Campbell)  thought  it  his  doty  to 
say  that  he  was  sure  no  one  could  have 
conducted  himself  more  honourably  or  im- 
partially during  the  trial  than  that  dis- 
tinguished functionary. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  denied  that  he 
had  ever  made  any  such  imputation  against 
the  Judge  Advocate  General.  He  cer- 
tainly expressed  an  opinion  on  the  fact  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  acting  as  adviser  to 
the  Board  in  a  political  inquiry ;  and  he 
thought  that  it  was  just  possible  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  would  have  shown  no 
more  anxiety  in  the  drawing  up  of  the 
Report  than  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
done  in  the  presentation  of  it  to  the 
House. 

LoKD  CAMPBELL  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Judge  Advocate  bad  con- 
ducted himself  with  the  utmost  possible 
impartiality. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with^ 
drawn. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tbe  Third  Reading 
read. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
moving  the  third  reading,  expiressed  h\A 
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opinion  that  the  object  of  the  measure  wm 
of  a  most  useful  character.  As  a  person 
connected  with  Ireland,  and  aware  of  the 
difficulties  which  this  measure  had  had  to 
encounter,  he  wished  to  state  that  nothing 
could  exceed  the  seal,  ahilitj,  and  per- 
sonal courage  with  which  these  Comniis- 
•sioners  had  executed  the  important  task 
intrusted  to  them.  More  had  been  done 
by  this  new  Court  in  six  years  than  had 
been  effected  by  the  Court  of  Chancery 
during  the  space  of  half  a  century.  One 
ninth  part  of  the  whole  country  of  Ireland 
had  changed  hands  without  any  blemish 
or  fault  in  the  proceedings,  unless  it  were 
in  one  case  only,  where  the  value  concerned 
was  £25.  Not  less  than  £18,000,000 
of  money  had  been  awarded,  out  of  which 
sum  £15,000,000  had  been  actually  re- 
ceived. As  an  Irish  proprietor  he  felt 
deeply  indebted  to  the  Commissioners  for 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  discharged 
a  great  public  duty. 

Moved,  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  3'. 

The  MARauEss  op  CLANRICARDE 
said,  that  he  viewed  the  Bill  with  great 
regret.  He  did  not  deny  that  the  law 
which  the  Bill  was  intended  to  continue 
had  done  great  good  to  Ireland ;  but  that 
was  the  very  reason  why  the  Court  should 
sot  be  continued  for  two  years,  and  for 
two  years  only.  Laws  such  as  those 
should  not  be  allowed  to  continue  ex- 
ceptional and  temporary,  but  should  be 
incorporated  in  the  permanent  legislation 
of  the  country.  If  this  could  not  be  done, 
it  would  be  better  that  the  law  should 
cease  altogether.  There  was  nothing  now 
exceptional  in  the  state  of  Ireland  ;  it  was 
in  a  state  of  great  order.  It  was  time  to 
arrive  at  a  state  of  normal  law  with  re- 
gard to  the  property  of  the  country.  It 
was  not  right  that  men  who  had  not  over- 
encumbered  their  estates  should  be  placed 
at  a  disadvantage  with  those  who  had. 
What  he  could  have  wished  would  have 
been  a  different  Bill — one  to  enable  the 
present  Court  to  wind  up  its  business, 
which  it  would  take  only  one  or  two  years 
to  settle,  and  not  to  allow  any  further 
petitions  to  be  received  by  it.  There 
ought  to  be  some  explanation  as  to  the 
continuance  for  two  years.  He  did  not 
blame  the  Government  in  the  matter — 
the  Bill  was  founded  on  the  report  of 
Commissioners  and  arose  from  (he  con- 
tests of  legal  men,  who  had  prevented  the 
"Government  from  carrying  out  its  inten- 
tion. This  exceptional  court  ought  to  be 
suspended,  and  they  should  come  to  a 
The  Marquess  of  Lansdoyme 


I  6xed  measnre,  not  only  widi  regard  to  the 
incumbered  property,  but  with  regard  to 
all  the  property  of  Ireland.  The  Bill 
affected  not  only  land  but  mortgagee. 
He  knew  that  one- third  of  the  propertj 
bounrht  in  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court 
had  been  paid  for  by  borrowed  mooej, 
and  there  were  some  cases  in  which  the 
purchaser  had  not  paid  a  single  shilling, 
and  some  in  which  they  were  giving  eight 
per  cent  for  the  money  they  borrowed.  If 
this  were  so,  it  clearly  defeated  the  object 
which  the  Bill  was  intended  to  accomplish. 
And  there  was,  moreover,  this  conseqaenee 
— that  any  one  with  an  incumbered  estate, 
who  wished  to  raise  money,  could  not  do 
so,  without  paying  enormous  interest. 
With  respect  to  the  practice  and  proce- 
dure of  the  Court  itself,  he  ndmitted  thit 
on  the  whole  the  Court  and  those  who 
presided  over  it  deserved  the  thanks  of 
the  public ;  but  he  could  not  agree  in  the 
unqualified  approbntion  whicli  had  been 
expressed  by  the  noble  Marquess  who  hid 
just  sat  down.  There  were  not  wanting 
instances  of  considerable  importance  to 
prove  that  the  Court  was  not  altogether 
faultless  ;  while  in  matters  of  minor  de 
tails  there  had  been  an  irregularity  and 
uncertainty — not  to  use  the  more  popular 
expression,  caprice — which  were  perhaps 
incidental  to  a  Court  so  hastily  and  so  im- 
perfectly constituted,  but  which  neverthe- 
less were  much  to  be  regretted.  The  f«ct 
was  that  the  real  estates  of  Ireland  re- 
quired a  permanent  law  and  a  pemiaoent 
Court  to  deal  with  them,  and  be  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  give  an  as- 
surance that  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible 
they  would  introduce  a  measure  of  that 
nature. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  concurred 
with  his  noble  Friend  that  the  principle  of 
having  an  exceptional  Court  waa  extrenielj 
objectionable.  On  that  account  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  at  the  commencensent 
of  the  Session,  introduced  three  BiUa,  the 
great  object  of  which  was  to  make  the 
Court  perpetual — not  confining  it  to  is- 
cumbered  estates,  but  giving  it  jnriadie- 
tion  with  regard  to  the  ssle  of  estates 
generally.  Those  Bills  were  introduced  is 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  were 
subsequently  referred  to  a  Select  Como)i^' 
tee.  Great  difference  of  opinion  prevailed 
in  the  Committee,  and  the  result  was  (hat 
they  disapproved  of  the  establishment  of 
a  permanent  tribunal,  mainly,  he  believed, 
because  the  Judges  were  *named  Vie^ 
Chancellors,  th^re  being  a  vulgar  prejudice 
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against  anything  connected  with  the  Court 
of  Chancery.      The  CoinmiBsioneri^,  how- 
ever, reported  in  favour  of  tlie  continuance 
of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court.    He  con- 
fessed it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory 
to  Lib  mind  that  that  Cuurt  should  be  made 
a  permanent   institution  of   the  country, 
and  not  be  treated  as  an  exceptional  Court. 
He  was  happy  to  find  that  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  present  state  of  the  landed 
property  of  I;'eland  to  render  any  excep- 
tional legislation  of  this  kind  justifiable. 
Although  he  could  not  exactly  pledge  him- 
aelf  to  any  particular  course,  he  might  say 
that  the  Government  would  be  actuated  by 
the   same  feelings  as  he  had  expressed, 
and  that  the  matter  would  not  escape  their 
attention  and  consideration.     It  was,  ho 
thought,  roaryellous  that  so  few  errors  had 
been  committed  during  the  progress  of  the 
transactions   of  the  Court.     There   were 
only  one  or  two  cases  in  which  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Court  had  been  called  in  ques- 
tion, and  whether  rightly  or  wrongly  was 
jet  to  be  ascertained.     But  even  if  the 
Court  were  wrong  in  those  two  cases,  he 
thought  that  they  could  hardly  express  a 
peater  tribute  of  praise  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  any  court  or  tribunal  than  to  say 
that  in  the  course  of   its  seven  years  of 
business,   involving   transactions  amount- 
ing to  £18,000,000,  there  were  only  one 
or  two  eases  in  which  the  decisions  of  that 
Conrt  had  been  called  in  question.  If  their 
liOrdships  assented  to  the  third  reading  he 
would  suggest  an  Amendment,  which  would 
make  the  Act  to  expire  contemporaneously 
with  the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  in- 
stead of  the  28th  of  July. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingijt  and  passed, 

PAROCHIAL  SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Bill  read  3^  (according  to  order)  with 
tbe  Amendments. 

On  Motion,  That  the  Bill  do  now  pass. 
The  Duke  of  BUCCLEUCH  called  at- 
tention to  tbe  Amendments  made  in  that 
Sill  against  the  wishes  of  the  Government, 
»nd  said  he  was  very  anxious  to  know  what 
the  Government  intended  to  do  in  relation 
to  the  clauses  struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  thought 
it  quite  possible  that  the  other  House  might 
reinsert  in  the  Bill  the  clauses  which  had 
l>een  struck  out  of  it  at  tbe  instance  of  the 
noble  Duke. 

XoBD  CAMPBELL  hoped  that  nothing 
^rould  be  done  that  could  endanger  the 
pAAsiog  of  the  Bill. 

^OL.  CXLIII.    [third  series.] 


Tub  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  use  their 
influence  to  prevent  the  reinsertion  of  those 
clauses. 

Thb  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  could 
undertake  to  give  no  pledge  as  to  what 
course  the  Government  would  pursue  in 
the  other  House  with  respect  to  the  new 
clause  which  had  been  inserted  by  their 
Lordships.  On  a  subject  of  the  k:nd» 
there  ought  to  have  been  mutual  conces* 
sions.  Nevertheless,  he  must  remind  their 
Lordships  that  all  the  concessions  made 
had  been  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
while  upon  the  side  of  the  majority  in 
that  House  there  had  positively  been  none. 
The  quefttion  at  issue  should  bo  settled  de* 
finitively  one  way  or  another  ;  for  certainly 
the  subject  of  which  the  Bill  treated  ought 
not  to  be  dealt  tvith  as  a  mere  continuance 
Bill.  The  measure,  therefore,  must  be  left 
to  its  fate,  and  he  would  warn  their  Lord- 
ships that  the  opinions  of  a  large  propor* 
tion  of  the  representatives  of  Scotland 
were  not  to  be  overlooked. 

The  Earl  op  HADDINGTON  dwelt 
upon  the  hardship  which  would  be  inflicted 
upon  the  schoolmasters  if  this  Bill  were 
not  passed.  In  that  case  they  would  be 
rendered  dependent  on  the  charity  and 
benevolence  of  the  heritors,  and  this  cei> 
tainly  should  not  be  the  case. 

Lord  PAN  MURE  supported  the  Bill, 
and  stated  that  all  Government  desired 
was,  that  while  they  reserved  the  control 
of  the  schools  to  the  parish  ministers,  the 
children  of  other  parties  besides  those  bo- 
longing  to  the  Established  Church  should 
be  admitted  to  the  benefits  of  them. 

The  Duke  of  BUCCLEUCH  remarked 
that  the  Scotch  Members  in  the  other 
House  who  supported  the  measure  were 
the  representatives  of  the  boroughs,  in 
which  parochial  schools  were  not  all  re* 
quired,  while  of  the  county  Members  they 
were  as  two  to  one  against  it.  Tbe  sub- 
ject  had  been  taken  up  by  the  counties  of 
Scotland  at  their  meetings,  and,  with  the 
exception  of  the  county  of  Banff,  they 
were  all  decidedly  opposed  to  tho  present 
Bill.  The  noble  Duke  had  stated  that  no 
concession  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Lords  opposed  to  the  Bill  ;  but,  for  his 
own  part,  he  considered  that  he  had  given 
way  considerably.  What  he  most  objected 
to  was  the  interference  of  the  inspectors, 
not  in  the  inspection  of  the  schools,  but  in 
other  repccts,  and  he  did  trust  that  Go- 
vernment would  seriously  consider  the  ob» 
jection. 
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The  Marquess  op  BREADALBANE 

called  upon  their  Lordships  not  to  he  mis- 
led by  the  so-called  expression  of  opinion 
of  the  great  county  meetings  in  Scotland. 
These  annual  gatherings  could  always  be 
got  to  pronounce  against  reforms  of  every 
description.  Look  at  their  conduct  with  re- 
ference to  the  reform  of  the  constitution  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Why  the 
county  meetings  were  for  upholding  the 
old  disgraceful  system  when  representation 
was  a  mockery,  and  they  were  as  com- 
pletely opposed  to  the  Reform  of  1832  as 
they  were  to  the  measure  now  under  con- 
sideration. His  belief  was  that  if  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  were  to 
be  debarred  a  proper  system  of  national 
education  through  ecclesiastical  interfe- 
rence and  nice  religious  distinctions,  the 
sooner  they  severed  the  connection  be- 
tween the  Established  Church  and  educa- 
tion the  better.  Why  should  the  clergy 
of  the  country  have  the  control  of  the 
schools?  In  former  times  it  might  have 
been  different,  because  then  the  clergy 
alone  were  educated  ;  but  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  now-a-days  others  besides  the 
clergy  were  equally  able  to  administer  the 
work  of  education,  and  the  sooner  the  ex- 
clusive power  of  the  clergy  was  got  rid  of 
the  better. 

Viscount  DUNGANNON  was  sorry  to 
hear  such  a  declaration  as  that  which  had 
just  fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess,  be- 
cause it  implied  that  the  noble  Marquess 
thought  the  time  was  come  to  establish  a 
system  of  education  in  which  religion  was 
kept  out  of  sight. 

The  Marquess  of  BREADALBANE 
explained  that  he  did  not  say  the  system 
should  be  one  in  which  religious  principles 
were  not  inculcated.  What  he  said  was, 
that  the  exclusive  control  should  be  taken 
from  the  clergy. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 
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INCOME  AND  LAND  TAXES  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Tub  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said  he  would  heg  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  ssid.be 
wished  to  know  what  would  he  the  effect 
of  the  Bill  on  the  salaries  of  the  collectors 
of  the  income  tax  ?  There  was  one  officer 
in  the  Citj  of  London  who  received  not  less 
a  sum  than  £6,700  a  year ;  others  re- 
ceived £500  and  upwards.  He  under- 
stood the  intention  was  to  secure  £500  & 
year  to  those  persons.  He  apprehended  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  greatly  to  iucrease 
the  expenditure  in  the  shape  of  salaries. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand  the  meaning  of  one  of  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill.  It  appeared  to  him  to  guarantee 
to  those  who  might  not  recive  as  much  as 
£500  a  year  out  of  the  poundage  a  sum 
which  should  make  up  that  amount.  Bat 
what  he  wished  to  ask  was,  whether  tbe 
same  amount  would  be  so  guaranteed  when 
the  reduction  of  the  income  tax  should 
tftke  nlftce  9 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  not  with  him  a  list  of 
the  salaries  paid  to  the  different  collectors, 
hut,  according  to  the  best  of  his  recoWee- 
tion,  the  salary  of  the  collector  to  whom 
reference    had    been   made,    at    present 
amounted  to  between  £6,000  and  £7.000* 
The  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  reduce 
his  salary  to  about  £3,000,  out  of  which 
sum  he  would  have  to  pay  certain  expenses. 
Although  he  must  allow  that  that  would  be 
a  considerable  salary,  yet  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  an  excessive  one.     It  was  not 
intended  by  the  Bill  to  increase  the  salsrj 
of  any  person  now  engaged  in  the  collec- 
tion of  this  branch  of  the  revenue.    The 
provision  more  particularly  referred  to  ws^ 
introduced  in  order  to  prevent  a  vast  in- 
crease of  salary  ;  but  if  the  effect  of  re- 
ducing the  poundage  to  Id.  should  be  to 
lower  the  salaries   below  £500  of  those 
who  now  received  a  higher  aum,  it  wss 
certainly  intended   that    the    amount  of 
£500  at  least  should  be  secured  to  those 
parties.     In  point  of  fact,  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  rather  to  prerent  a  reductioa 
of  salary  below  a  certain  amount  than  to 
increase  it  beyond  that  amount.     NVit^ 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  boo.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner)  s* 
to  what  would  be  the  amount  of  the  ssls- 
rtes  of  the  collectors  when  a  reductios  of 
the  income  tax  should  take  place,  he  cob- 
fessed  that  his  hon.  Friend  looked  so  ftr 
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into  futurity  that  be  could  bardly  answer 
htm.  At  the  present  moment  the  question 
was  not  one  of  any  practical  importance. 
Bat  should  the  provision,  as  now  drawn. 
Dot  have  the  effect  of  placing  the  salaries 
of  the  officers  on  a  proper  scale,  it  would, 
of  course,  be  his  duty  to  consider  whether 
it  would  not  be  necessary  at  some  future 
time  to  introduce  a  provision  to  meet  the 
exigency  of  the  case,  and  prevent  any  un- 
due increase  of  the  salaries. 

Mk.  MACKINNON  said,  that  having 
paid  some  attention  to  the  land-tax  as  an 
impost,  he  must  say  that,  in  bis  opinion, 
auch  a  tax  ought  not  to  exist,  as  being 
levied  by  the  Government,  but  that  a  con- 
siderable benefit  would  arise  to  the  country 
and  to  private  individuals  if  a  general  re- 
demption  of   the   land-tax  were  to  take 
place  under  the  authority  of  Parliament. 
It  appeared  that  in  April  1798,  Mr.  Pitt, 
when    much    straitened    for  money,    pro- 
posed that  the  tax  should  be  redeemed. 
The  proposition  was  not  sanctioned  at  tho 
time  by  the  House  of  Commons,  but  in  the 
present  day  such   a  measure  would,   he 
thought,  be  both  beneficial  to  the  country 
and  satisfactory  to  individuals.     Now,  he 
would  ask  what  was  the  present  state  of 
the  case  ?      The  land-tax  produced  a  re- 
venue of  about  £1,400,000  out  of  which 
j£33,000  was  deducted  for  collection.     If 
sold,  say  at  twenty-four  years'  purchase, 
the  income  tax,  at  Is.  4d.  in  the  pound, 
would  be  saved.     If  the  proprietors  were 
allowed  the  preference  for  the  first   six 
months,  and  after  that  period  the  public 
^prere  allowed  to  purchase,  many  benefits 
^rould  ariee,  and  he  could  not  see  any  loss 
or   any  inconvenience   to  either  the  Go- 
wemment  or  the  public.     A  reduction  of 
^24,000,000  might  be  made  in  the  na- 
tional  debt  if  the  tax  was  redeemed,  and 
seeure  investment  for  trustees  of  settled 
property  would  be  laid  open  to  the  public. 
^t  the  present  season  of  the  year,  and  at 
tlio  close  of  the  Session,  it  was  scarcely 
xi^oessary  to  enter  into  the  subject,  but  he 
tiK^^ed  that  early  next  Session  the  right 
lion .  Grentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
obo^jucr  would  allow  the  appointment  of  a 
^onamittee  of  the  House  to  enter  into  a 
/kill     consideration  of  it. 

OoLONEL  FRENCH  said,  it  was  his 
^pioion  that  the  Bill  had  been  brought  in 
f^r  ^^'®  purpose  of  giving  relief  to  persons 
ifi  S^o^l^cL  who  were  at  present  charged 
,^§t,ti  'tb®  payment  of  the  land-tax ;  and 
1^^  lis  ought  that  similar  relief  ought  to  be 
^j^t^tM^^  to  Ireland,  especially  as  the  poor 


[  rates  were  exclusively  borne  by  the  occu- 
piers of  land  in  that  country. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle* 
man  laboured  under  a  mistake.  The  etfect 
of  the  Bill  was  not  to  impose  a  tax  on  the 
landlords,  nor  was  the  relief  it  afforded  ex- 
clusively given  to  the  landholders  of  Scot- 
land, but  the  tame  privileges  would  be  en- 
joyed by  the  landholders  of  Ireland. 

Bill  read  3°,  and  pcuaed. 

RACEHORSE  DUTY  BILL. 
Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 
The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER,  in  answer  to  a  question  by  Mr.  W. 
Lockhart,  said,  that  the  present  law  im- 
posed a  duty  of  £3  1 7#.  upon  all  horses  kept 
or  used  for  races  ;  and  the  Judges  had  ex- 
pressly decided  that  the  case  of  yeomanry 
horses,   though  only  hunters,  if  used  as 
racers,  in  yeomanry  races  for  instance,  did 
come  strictly  within  the  purview  of  the  ex- 
I  isting  law.    It  was,  however,  the  practice  of 
'  the  Revenue  Department  not  to  charge  the 
j  duty  on  those  horses,  or  on  any  horses  whioh' 
were  not  properly  speaking  racehorses. 
Bill  read  3%  and  passed. 

COAST-GUARD  SERVICE  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Sib  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
should  be  glad  to  know  what  would  be  the 
amount  of  increased  expense  incurred  by 
the  Bill  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  he  had 
already  stated  that  when  the  whole  system 
contemplated  by  the  Government  should  be 
brought  into  full  operation  a  very  consider- 
able increase  of  expense  would  bo  incurred. 
The  formation  of  a  large  naval  reserve  was 
a  most  important  national  object,  and  the 
country  must  be  prepared  to  bear  a  great 
expense  to  accomplish  that  object.  But 
during  the  present  year  he  did  not  expect 
that  any  large  expense  would  be  incurred. 
In  future  the  coast-guard  service  would  be 
a  purely  maritime  service,  and  the  Vote 
for  wages  and  other  expeses  would  be  taken 
by  the  Admiralty,  but  for  the  present  year 
the  sum  which  had  already  been  voted  for 
the  Customs  would  be  sufficient  to  pay  as 
many  men  aa  he  oould  expect  to  raise  be- 
fore next  year. 

Bill  read  3^»  and  passed. 

CURSITOR  BARON  OF  THE  EXCHEQUEE 

BILL. 
Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 
Bill  read  3^. 
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Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  that 
oonsiilerabie  inconvenience  would  be  expe- 
rienced if  one  of  the  Barons  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  to  como  up  to  town  to  be  present 
when  the  sheritfs  were  sworn  in,  a  duty 
till  now  discharged  by  the  Cursitor  Baron. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment in  order  to  enable  the  Barons  to  di- 
rect how  that  duty  should  be  performed. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed. 

GOOD^CONDUCT  PAY  OF  SERGEANTS- 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  pell  ATT  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  Under  Secretary  for  War  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
grant  to  the  sergeants  of  the  array,  while 
serving,  the  good-conduct  pay  which  they 
were  in  possession  of  at  the  time  of  their 
promotion  to  the  rank  of  sergeant  ? 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  that 
the  War  Department  were  disposed  to  al- 
low sergeants  to  receive,  while  serving, 
the  good-conduct  pay  which  they  had  pre- 
'viously  earned,  and  a  correspondence  had 
taken  place  on  the  subject  between  the 
'  War  Department  and  the  Horse  Guards. 
There  were  difficulties  in  the  way,  but  the 
matter  was  under  consideration. 

SITE  OF  SMITHFIELD  MARKET- 
QUESTION. 
Mr.  KER  SEYMER  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  give  effect  to  the  first  re- 
commendation of  the  Smitbfield  Site  Com- 
mittee, namely — 

"  That  the  best  appropriation,  for  the  general 
benefit,  of  so  much  of  the  site  of  Smitbfield  as 
reverts  to  the  Crown,  would  be  to  adopt  it  for  the 
enjoyment  and  recreation  of  the  public  *'  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCUE- 
QUER  said,  that  at  present  no  final  de- 
cision had  been  come  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  recommendation 
referred  to.  The  Government  was  cer- 
tainly disposed  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendation ;  but  before  coming  to  a  final 
decision  with  respect  to  it  they  would  have 
to  confer  with  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  on  the  subject  ;  for  though  the  Go- 
vernment believed  that  tiie  site  formerly 
used  as  a  cattle-market  at  Smithfield,  to  a 
certain  extent,  became  re-vested  in  the 
Crown  on  the  abolition  of  the  market,  yet 
it  would  be  necessary  to  communicate  with 
the  Corporation  of  London  before  coming 
to  a  final  decision. 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy 


THE  REVIEW  AT  ALDERSDOT— 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  GRANVILLE  VERNON  said,  be 
would  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  War  whether  he  would 
have  any  objection  to  furnish  a  Return  of 
the  expense  incurred  in  conveying  Mem- 
bers of  both  Hou<%es  of  Parliament  on 
Wednesday  last  by  railway  to  Famborous:h 
station,  and  providing  refreshment  for 
them  at  Aldershot  ;  and  also  a  Return  of 
the  number  of  tickets  issued  for  that  oc- 
casion by  the  War  Department,  so  that  by 
an  easy  arithmetical  calculation  any  Mem- 
ber who  wished  to  pay  his  own  expenses 
might  ascertain  what  they  were  ? 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  grant  the  Return. 
Tho  whole  expense  had  been  very  small, 
not,  he  believed,  exceeding  J&260. 

THE  LAND  TRANSPORT  CORPS- 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Under  Secretary 
for  War  whether  the  same  gratuity  award- 
ed to  the  men  of  the  Army  Works  Corps 
00  their  discharge  from  the  service,  would 
be  given  to  the  artificers  of  the  Land 
Transport  Corps  ? 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  the 
two  corps  stood  on  a  different  footing.  The 
Army  Works  Corps  had  been  engaged  no- 
der  a  special  arrangement,  with  a  promise 
that  they  sliould  receive  this  gratuity,  but 
the  Land  Transport  Corps  were  enlisted 
like  all  other  ranks  in  the  army,  were  at* 
tested,  and  received  a  bounty. 

THE  BRAZILIAN  SLAVE  TRADE- 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  BRAMLEY- MOORE  said,  be 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  had  any  objection  to 
lay  on  the  table  of  the  House  copies  of 
the  recent  correspondence  on  the  subject 
of  the  slave  trade,  between  Her  Majesty's 
Minister,  Mr.  Jerningham,  and  the  Go- 
vernment  of  Brazil;  and  also  copies  of  sqv 
correspondence  on  the  same  subject  be- 
tween the  Brazilian  Minister  and  the  Bri- 
tish Government  ? 

ViscoDNT  PALMERSTON"  said,  there 
would  bo  no  objection  to  lay  the  papers  o& 
the  table.  That  part  of  the  corresponJ- 
ence  which  had  taken  place  before  MsrcU 
would  be  given  in  the  ordinary  course  m 
the  papers  relating  to  the  slave  trade  fot 
the  present  year,  and  the  remainder  in  th« 
papers  for  next  year  ;  but  there  woaid  be 
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no  objectipD  to  give  it  in  a  complete  form 
as  far  as  it  had  at  present  gone,  according 
to  the  hon.  Member's  desire. 

SOUTH  WALES  HIGDWAT  ACT- 
QUESTION. 

Sir  GEORGE  TYLER  said,  he  wonld 
heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether,  in  conee- 
qncnce  of  the  several  memorials  presented 
to  him  from  highway  districts  in  Glamor- 
ganshire, pointing  out  various  difficulties 
those  boards  had  to  contend  with  in  earrj- 
\nz  out  the  provisions  of  the  South  Wales 
Highway  Act,  and  praying  the  same  might 
be  amended,  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  either  in  this  Session  or  the 
commencement  of  the  next,  to  introduce 
any  measure  for  the  purpose  of  rendering 
the  South  Wales  Highway  Act  more  just 
and  efficient? 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  the  Act 
affected  several  counties,  but,  as  only  one 
had  complained  of  its  operation,  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  thought  it  necessary  to 
consider  the  expediency  of  introducing  a 
measure  to  amend  it. 

THE  DULWICH  COLLEGE  BH^L— 
QUESTION. 

Hr.  T.  BUNCOMBE  said,  he  wished  to 
«ak  whether  the  Government  intended  to 
proceed  with  this  Bill,  which  had  only  that 
morning  come  down  from  the  Lords.  He 
believed  that  it  would  meet  with  consider- 
able opposition  in  that  House,  and  it  was 
too  late  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee. 
The  Bill  stood  for  second  reading  on  Mon- 
day next.  Now,  there  was  a  strong  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill,  and  it  would  be  strenu- 
ously opposed  ;  therefore,  considering  the 
uncertain  position  in  which  it  stood,  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  withdraw  it  at  once,  and  so  remove 
the  suspense  of  those  who  were  opposed 
to  it. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  any  serious  objection  was  in- 
tended to  the  Bill,  but  if  there  were  any 
euch  intention  it  would,  perhaps,  be  better 
not  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  during  the 
present  Session.  He  would  communicate 
on  the  subject  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
iprho  had  charge  of  the  Bill  as  one  of  the 
Oharity  Commissioners.  The  present  Bill 
iras  one  of  a  number  which  had  been  laid  be* 
fore  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
io  to  effect  a  scheme  provisionally  approved. of 


by  the  Charity  Commissioners.  He  thought 
that  there  was  no  serious  objection  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  although  there  might 
be  some  matters  of  detail  open  to  opposition. 
It  had  passed  through  the.  Lords,  where  it 
had  been  considered  in  a  Select  Committee. 
However,  if  any  serious  opposition  should 
arise,  the  Bill,  partaking  somewhat  of  a 
private  nature,  would  have  to  go  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and,  of  course,  under  those 
circumstances,  there  would  be  no  time  to 
get  it  through  Parliament  this  Session. 

MERCBANT  SEAMEN— QUESTION. 

Mr.  RIDLEY  said,  ho  wished  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whether  it  was  contemplated  to  introduce  ' 
next  Session  any  measure  for  establishing, 
under  proper  organisation,  a  new  fund  for 
the  relief  of  aged  and  disabled  seamen  of 
the  merchant  service  who  were  not  entitled 
to  relief  from  the  fund  to  which  the  Act 
14&  15  Vict.  c.  102,  applies?      • 

Mr.  LOWE  replied,  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  no  intention  to  introduce  any 
such  measure. 

THE  GERMAN  LEGION— QUESTION. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
it  had  been  reported  that  a  serious  affray 
had  taken  place  at  Aldershot,  between  the 
soldiers  of  the  German  Legion  and  some 
British  regiments,  and  he  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
for  War  whether  this  had  been  the  case, 
and  whether  the  disturbance  had  been  at- 
tended with  loss  of  life ;  and,  also,  whether 
the  regiments  of  tbe  German  Legion  were 
intended  to  remain  much  longer  quartered 
with  British  troops  ? 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL,  said,  that  he 
had  received  no  intelligence  of  such  an 
affray.  The  German  Legion  would  not 
occupy  their  present  quarters  mudi  hmger. 

BANK  FRAUDS— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  intends  to  propose  any  Amendment  of 
the  criminal  law  to  meet  the  defocte  pouit- 
cd  out  by  him  in  relation  to  the  Tipperary 
Bank  case. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  replied,  that 
the  Tipperary  Bank  case  having  disclosed 
the  existence  of  a  very  great  defect  in  the 
criminal  law,  owing  to  which  more  frauda 
might  pass  unpunished,  it  was  his  intention 
early  next  Session  to  uitroduce  a  full  and 
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complete  measure  which  would,  he  hoped, 
meet  all  cases  of  fraudulent  appropriation 
of  the  property  of  others. 

THE  FOREIGN  LEGION— QUESTION. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  moTed  that 
the  House  at  its  rising  should  adjourn 
until  Mondaj. 

Colonel  GILPIN  said,  he  would  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  which  the  Mo- 
tion afforded  of  calling  attention  to  the  long 
time  the  Foreign  Legion  had  been  kept  in 
this  country.  At  the  time  the  Foreign 
Enlistment  Bill  was  passed,  it  was  distinct- 
ly understood  that  the  men  enlisted  under 
it  would  only  be  brought  here  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  trained,  and  the  second 
clause  of  the  Bill  contained  an  enactment 
to  that  effect ;  and  yet  how  stood  the  fact? 
Why,  n  short  while  ago  a  portion  of  the 
German  Legion  was  sent  to  perform  duty 
in  Plymouth  garrison.  He  should  have 
thought  that  the  Government  would  have 
seized  the  earliest  opportunity  to  disband 
these  troops,  and  to  apply  their  horses  to 
the  use  of  our  cavalry  regiments,  who  so 
much  wanted  them.  It  was  quite  humiliat- 
ing to  see  those  foreigners  well  mounted 
and  our  own  troopers  absolutely  marching 
before  their  Sovereign  without  horses.  The 
matter  was  one  of  so  much  importance  that 
he  was  sure  he  should  be  excused  for  asking 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Under  Secretary 
for  War,  what  really  were  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  with  respect  to  the  foreign 
troops  ? 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  would  also 
take  the  opportunity  of  asking  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  F.  Peel)  whether  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  report  that  officers  who 
had  not  served  in  the  army  three  years 
and  were  about  to  be  reduced  would  only 
receive  a  gratuity,  instead  of  half-pay. 
He  admitted  that  under  the  warrant  of 
October,  1854,  the  War  Office  had  power 
to  make  such  an  arrangement,  but  he 
would  submit  that  the  services  of  those 
young  officers,  among  whom  there  were 
forty  or  fifty  captains,  had  been  such  as 
fully  to  entitle  them  to  their  half-pay. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  said,  he  rose 
to  inquire  what  requital  was  intended  to 
be  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  the  services  of  the  chaplains  in  the 
army?  He  would  likewise  take  that  op- 
portunity of  expressing  his  opinion  that 
some  information  should  be  given  as  to 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  Foreign 
Legion.     It  was  originally  promised  that 

Mr.  J.  D,  FiUfQerald 


those  troopr  shonld  remain  in  BngUtod 
only  to  be  trained  for  warlike  operstioDs. 
Some  months  had  now  elapsed  since  tbe 
conclusicm  of  the  war,  bnt  no  preparations 
appeared  to  have  been  made  to  fulfil  this 
promise  by  disbanding  the  legion.  No 
estimate  of  the  probable  or  the  setoal 
expense  of  the  foreign  troops  had  as  jet 
been  laid  before  the  House,  but  he  had 
himself  made  some  calculations  on  the 
subject,  from  which  it  was  to  be  inferred 
that  these  14,000  or  15,000  forei^en 
would  cost  the  country  between  £800.000 
and  £900,000  more  than  British  troops. 
True,  the  House  had  granted  to  the 
Government  the  means  of  raising  aboot 
50,000  militia  which  were  not  embodied, 
and  40,000  troops  of  the  line,  irbieh, 
though  they  were  much  needed  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  had  the  ingenuity  to 
raise,  and  it  was  possible  that  the  niooej 
voted  for  such  purposes  might  nnw  be 
available  for  the  payment  of  those  foreigO' 
ers ;  bnt  he  considered  that  some  8tat^ 
ment  ought  to  be  made  upon  the  subjeet 
before  the  termination  of  the  Session. 
He  begged  to  ask  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crowu  what  were  the  intentions  of  tbe 
Government  as  to  the  retaining  or  disband- 
ing of  these  troops  ? 

V18COC5T  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  I 
must,  in  the  first  place,  respectfully  enter 
my  protest  against  the  practice  that  has 
been  growing  up  of  late  in  this  Bouse  of 
hon.  Members  getting  up  and  asking  tbe 
Government  what  is  their  intention  upon 
this,  that,  and  the  other  matter.  Ko  doubt 
there  may  be  subjects  of  sufficient  impor- 
tance to  justify  prospective  inquiry,  but  I 
apprehend  that,  speaking  generally,  tbe 
position  of  the  responsible  advisers  of  the 
Crown  in  Parliament  is  to  be  responsible 
for  what  they  do,  and  that  they  are  not 
called  upon  to  take  this  House  into  their 
counsels  in  regard  to  what  they  are  going 
to  do  on  every  small  matter.  In  replT 
therefore  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster,  I  beg  to  observe  that 
what  we  are  going  to  do  with  respect  to 
the  disposal  of  the  German  Legion,  will,  I 
trust,  when  done,  be  found  perfectly  een- 
sistent  with  law  and  propriety.  More  tbso 
this  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK:  I  beg.  Sir,  to  w^l 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  this  si^* 
nifieant  fact,  that  when  we  ask  what  tbe 
Government  aro  about  to  do  we  are  met 
with  the  objection  that  we  are  too  earljt 
and   whpD   we   venture   to    inquire  what 
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tbey  have  done  we  are  told  that  we  are 
too  late. 

Subject  dropped. 

ACTING  ASSISTANT   ARMT  SUROEONS^ 

QUESTION. 

Major  REED  said,  he  wished  to  put  a 
question  to  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  for 
War,  respecting  the  dismissal  of  the  acting 
assisting  surgeons  of  the  army.     He  had 
received   numerous   communications  from 
those    gentlemen   complaining   that  they 
were    about   to    he   dismissed   with    two 
months'  pay,  while  the  surgeons  in  the 
Turkish  Contingent  and  other  corps  were 
to  receive  twelve  months'  pay.     Induce- 
ments bad  been  held  out  to  those  gentle- 
men at  the  beginning  of  the  war  to  enter  the 
army ;  they  had  laboured  with  the  greatest 
skill  and  diligence — sometimes  under  the 
guns  of  the  enemy— dressing  the  wounds 
of  the  soldiers ;  and  now  they  were  to  be 
sent  to  the  right-about  with  a  miserable 
gratuity -of  two  months'  pay.     One  gen- 
tleman stated  that  he  had  been  at  above 
£150  expense,  and  had  only  received  £79 
as  pay.      They  were  about  to  present  a 
memorial  to  Lord  Panmure,  in  which  they 
stated  that  they  had  given  up  a  comfort- 
able position  and  their  private  practice, 
and  had  volunteered  to  go  to  any  part  of 
the  world.      Mr.  O'Callaghan,  a  gentle- 
man who  had  received  the  thanks  of  the 
commanding  general,  stated  that  he  had 
regularly  taken  his  turn  in  the  trenches  at 
the  siege  of  Sebastopol,  and  had  been  the 
means  of  saving  several  lives  at  the  attack 
on  the  Redan. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  that 
after  what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Qovemment,  he  need 
only  refer  to  the  questions  respecting  the 
reduced  officers  in  the  army,  and  the  act- 
ing assistant  surgeons.  With  regard  to 
the  reduced  officers,  the  regulation  in  force 
was  that  no  officer  was  entitled  to  full  and 
permanent  half-pay  unless  he  had  served 
three  years  upon  full  pay.  If  the  officer 
was  not  brought  again  upon  full  pay,  and 
chose  to  sever  himself  from  the  prospect 
of  beifrjg  so,  be  might  receive  from  the 
Treasury  the  price  he  had  paid  for  his 
commission.  As  to  the  acting  assistant 
Burgeons,  it  was  distinctly  explained  to 
them,  that  in  the  event  of  their  not  being 
brought  into  the  list  of  regular  surgeons 
they  would  not  be  entitled  to  half-pay, 
and  would  be  discharged  with  two  months* 
pay.  It  was  on  this  account  that  a  rate 
of  pay  had  been  given  them  higher  than 


they  would  otherwise  have  been  entitled 
to.  He  believed  it  was  raised  from  10«. 
to  11«.  a  day.  He  could  not  hold  out  any 
promise  that  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  alter  the  terms  that 
had  been  proposed. 

LOSS  OF  UER  MAJESTY'S  SHIP 
"  BIRKENHEAD"— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GORDON  said,  that  not  seeing'the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  his  place, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  take  into  consideration  the  pro- 
priety of  erecting,  in  the  chapel  of  Chelsea 
Hospital,  or  elsewhere,  some  permanent 
memorial  of  the  gallant  and  self-devoted 
conrluct  of  the  officers  and  men  lost  in  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Birkenhead  on  the  25th 
day  of  February,  1852.  He  might  be 
asked  why  he  raised  such  a  question  at  a 
period  so  long  after  the  event  to  which  it 
referred.  His  answer  was,  that  it  was 
not  an  unfitting  time  for  us,  now  that  the 
war  was  happily  terminated  and  we  all 
evinced  our  gratitude  to  the  army  which 
fought  and  suffered  for  us  in  the  Crimea, 
to  recognise  services  which,  though  of  a 
peaceful  character,  were  universally  ad- 
mitted to  be  as  brilliant  arid  distinguished 
as  any  recorded  in  our  country's  annals. 
The  circumstances  connected  with  the  loss 
of  the  Birkenhecui  must  be  so  fresh  in  the 
memory  of  all  that  it  would  be  unnecessary 
for  him  to  make  any  but  the  most  passing 
allusion  to  them.  The  Birkenhead,  a 
large  troop-ship,  was  employed  in  carrying 
to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  the  draughts 
of  various  regiments  to  the  number  of  600 
men,  under  the  command  of  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Seaton,  and  she  sailed  from 
Queenstown  in  the  month  of  January, 
1852.  She  arrived  at  Cape  Town  at  the 
end  of  February,  and  left  shortly  afterwards 
for  Algoa  Bay.  On  the  25th  of  February 
the  disaster  occurred  which  called  forth 
that  display  of  gallantry  and  self-devotion 
to  which  he  wished  briefly  to  advert.  There 
were  on  board  the  Birkenhead,  when  the 
melancholy  catastrophe  occurred,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  soldiers,  a  number  of  women 
and  children  and  sick  persons.  What  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  was  the  calm 
heroism,  the  stem  adherence  to  duty,  the 
magnanimous  disregard  of  life  shown  by 
those  brave  men,  while  the  Tessel  was 
going  to  pieces  under  their  feet.  The 
only  boats  available  were  filled  with  the 
women  and  children,  and  sent  off  from  tha 
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ship*8  side;  ao  that  the  officers  and  boI- 
dieiB,  remaining  on  deck,  deliberately  de- 
prived themselves  of  their  onlj  means  of 
safety,  and,  calm  and  motiontcas,  awaited  | 
the  sinkins:  of  the  ve&Bel.       Their  noble  ^ 
conduct  was    well    described   by  Captain  | 
Wright,   one  of  the  survivors,  who,   in  a ' 
private  letter,  said   that  all   the  officers  j 
received  their  orders  and  had  them  carried  j 
out  as  if  the  men  were  embarking,  instead  | 
of  going  to  the  bottom :  that,  indeed,  he 
never  saiv  an  embarkation  conducted  with 
such  an  nbscnce  of  noiso  and  confusion  ; 
that  there  was  not  a  single  cry  or  murmur 
from  any  of  the  men  ;  that  just  before  the 
final    plunge,  A    suggestion    having  been 
made  that  all  who  could  swim  should  jump 
overboard  and  join  tho  boats,  the  officers 
begged  them  not  to  do  so,  because  the  boats 
were  filled  with  women  and  children,  and 
must  inevitably  be  swamped  if  their  living 
freight  were  increased,  when  the  men  re- 
plied by  a  cheer,  and  only  three  of  them 
attempted  to  reach  the  boats.     This  act 
of  cool  heroism,  which  had  been  estimated 
at  its  full  value,  not  in  this  country  alone 
but  abroad,  and  had  done  much  to  sustain,  ' 
and  even  to  raise,  tho  high  character  of ' 
our  army  for  unflinching  discipline,  was 
beyond  all  praise..    This  result  was  in  a  | 
great  measure  due  to  the  eflforts  of  Colonel  | 
iSeaton,    who  was    certainly   no   ordinnry ; 
man,  and  whose  rare  talent  for  gaining  [ 
the   atf'ections   of  the    soldiers  under  his  i 
command  and   moulding  them  to  his  will 
had   trained    these    men,  most   of  whom  | 
were  young   and   untried    levies,  to  face 
danger  and  death  with  unshaken  fortitude. 
An  equal  meed  was  due  to  all  the  other 
officers  and  men  present  on    this  trying 
occasion.     The  youngest  officer  of  the  re- 
giment, to  whom  life  was  full  of  hope  and 
promise,  trod  tho  deck  by  the  side  of  his 
commander  with  as  firm  a  step,  and  looked 
upon  the  ghastly  horrors  of  death  with  as 
much  bravery  and  composure  as  those  who 
had  been  longest  inured  to  peril.     lie  (iVf  r. 
Gordon)  assuredly  did  not  think  it  too  late 
to  mark  the  country's  sense  of  the  disci- 
pline and  heroism  of  men  who  had  thus 
calmly  sacrificed  their  lives  to  save  others, 
and  he  therefore  begged  to  put  the  ques- 
tion of  nliich  he  had  given  notice. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  every 
one  acquainted  with  the  cirAimstances  just 
ilescribed  by  his  hon.  Friend  must  fully 
concur  in  the  feeling  tribute  which  he  had 
paid  to  the  gallant  and  devoted  band  of 
British  officers  and  men  who  lost  their 
]ives  on  the  melancholy  occasion  of  the ! 
Mr-  Gordon 


wreck  of  the  Birkenhead,  Thai  act  of 
noble  darinsTf  performed  by  men  who  were 
not  inspired  by  the  incentives  or  Hirroaiid- 
ed  with  the  glory  and  excitement  of  the 
bnttlefie.d.  but  nnder  circumstances  in 
which  there  were  no  approving  eyes  to  see 
them,  deserved  an  equal  measure  of  admi- 
ration and  gratitude  with  the  briglitcst 
achievements  in  our  military  history. 
With  those  sentiments  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
veniment  were  certainly  prepared  to  take 
into  consideration  the  propriety  of  erecting 
some  permanent  memorial  to  commemo- 
rate the  magnanimity  and  adherence  to 
duty  of  those  brave  men. 

DANUBIAN  PRINCIPALITIES— QUESTION. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,    that,   some  years 
ago,  several  gentlemen  of  hi<rh  character 
belonging  to  the  Danubian  Principalities 
were   banished  from  their  native  country 
without  having  been    previously   brought 
before  any  tribunal,  or  condemned  for  any 
offence.     If  they  had  really  been  guilty  of 
any  crime,  it  was  one  in  which  this  country 
had   largely   participated-— namely,   opp<^ 
sition  to  the  protectorate  proposed  to  be 
exercised  over  the  Principalities  by  Rus- 
sia.    Tiie  case  of  these  persons  was  laid 
before  the  Conferences  at  Paris,  and,  as  a 
Commissioner  had  been  appointed  fur  the 
Principalities,  he  (Mr.  Otway)  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Government  would  give 
instructions  to  that  Gentleman   with  the 
view  of  ameliorating  the  condition  of  those 
individuals  and  enabling  them  to  retam 
to   their   own   country  ?      To   eoable  the 
noble  Lord  (the  First  Minister)  to  answer 
this  question^  if  so  disposed,  he  begged  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
before  them,  that  the  House,  at  its  rising, 
adjourn  till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  such  an 
Amendment  was  irregular. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  be  was  pn». 
pared  to  answer  the  hon.  Gentleman *s 
question.  The  case  of  those  natives  of 
Moldavia  and  Wallachia  had  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Congress  at  Paris. 
It  was  still  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  who  hoped  that  an  arrange- 
ment would  be  made  by  which  the  parties 
would  be  enabled  to  return  to  their  own 
country. 

THE  BANK  CUARTER^QUESTION. 

Mr.  TITE  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  it  was  his  intention  to 
institute  an  inquiry,  by  way  of  Committee 
or  otherwise,  in  Uie  next  Sessioo  of  Pni' 
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liAmetit,  into  the  commercial,  monetary, 
and  financial  operation  of  the  Charter  of 
the  Bank  of  England,  and  of  the  depart- 
ments of  banking  and  issue  respectively, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  7  <k  8 
Vict,  c.  42  ?     It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  that  early  in  the  Session, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  Glyn) 
had  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  institute  any  inquiry  before 
a  Committee  of  that  House,  or  otherwise, 
into  the  working  and  effect  of  the  Act  ? — 
and  that  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was,  that  if  there  should  be  a  gene- 
ral wish  for  such  an  inquiry  the  Government 
would  not  oppose  it  ;  but  that  at  the  same 
time,  under  the  extraordinary  and  excep- 
tional state  of  things  caused  by  the  war, 
that  would  not  be  a  favourable  moment 
for  an  examination  into  the  affairs  of  the 
Bank.     In  another  place  it  had,  however, 
been  recently  stated  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government  to 
propose  to  the  House  any  Motion  for  the 
appointment  of   Buch   a  Committee.      It 
appeared,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
were  contented  with  the  present  state  of 
things,    and    apprehensions   were    conse- 
quently entertained  in  the  commercial  world 
that  no  inquiry  would  be  instituted  into  the 
operation  of  the  Bank  Charter  Act  which 
was  passed  in   1844.      According  to  the 
provisions  of  that  Act,  the  Bank  Charter 
might  be  revoked  after  the  Ist  of  August, 
1855,  upon  twelve  months'  notice  being 
f^iven  by  the  Speaker  after  a  Vote  of  the 
Uouae,  and  he  thought  it  most  undesirable 
that  a   body  like  the  Bank  of   England 
ahoold  be  placed  in  a  position  of  such  un- 
certainty.    In  1847,  the  Bank  was  sub- 
jected to  a  severe  pressure,  and  Commit- 
tees were   appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
matter    without,  however,  coming  to  any 
result ;  and  it  appeared  that  since  1844 
the  fluctuations  in  the  value  of  money  had 
been  greater  than  they  were  between  1819 
And  1 844  ?  and  from  1 844  to  the  present 
time  there  had  been  no  less  than  forty-four 
^different  rates  of  discount.     Such  a  state 
of    things    was  very  inconvenient  to  the 
commercial  community,  and  it  was  desir- 
able to  ascertain  whether  it  was  attrihut- 
ttble  to  the  Bank  Charter  Act  or  to  other 
causes.     He  would,  therefore,  now  put  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  ques- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

TiFB  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said  that  in  the  early  part  of  the 
session  when  a  similar  question  was  put  to 


him,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal,  he 
stated  that  as  the  country  was  at  that' 
time  engaged  in  hostilities,  and  as  varions 
financial  and  pecuniary  operations  were  in 
progress  of  an  extraordinary  and  excep* 
tional  nature,  it  tvas  not  a  convenient  mo- 
ment for  instituting  any  inquiry.  Later 
in  the  Session  the  same  question  was  agoin 
put  to  him,  and  his  answer  was,  that, 
looking  to  the  period  of  the  Session  and 
the  extent  of  the  inquiry  which  a  subject 
of  this  nature  would  necessitate — that  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  propose  the  ap- 
pointment, of  a  Committee  ;  hut  that,  if 
any  hon.  Gentleman  moved  the  appoint- 
ment  of  such  a  Committee,  and  the  pro* 
posal  received  the  suppoit  of  the  House, 
the  Government  would  not  feel  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  oppose  the  appointment.  No 
such  Motion  had  been  made,  and  accord- 
ingly the  Session  was  approaching  an  end 
without  any  Committee  having  been  ap- 
pointed. The  hon.  Gentleman  now  asked 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  move,  at  the  beginning  or 
early  in  the  next  Session,  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Bank  Charter  Act.  The  only  answer  it 
was  in  his  power  to  give  was  that  the 
question  was  one  which  the  Government 
had  not  yet  considered  with  reference  to 
the  proceedings  to  bo  taken  next  Session, 
and  that  consequently  they  had  come  to 
no  decision  upon  the  subject. 

Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
was  then  agreed  to, 

CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSITY  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  considering  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  this  Bill,  read. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  proposed  ta 
move  that  the  Honse  should  agree  to  the 
whole  of  the  Amendments.  The  first  four 
Amendments  had  reference  to  various  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  respecting  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  electoral  body  of  the  University, 
the  powers  of  the  Compiissioners,  and  the 
right  of  voting  in  the  University.  Those 
Amendments  were  comparatively  onimpor> 
tant,  and  the  only  important  Amendment 
was  one  in  the  44th  clause,  which  really  con- 
sisted in  the  restoration  of  the  words  of  the 

I  clause  as  it  stood  when  the  Bill  was  origi- 
nally introduced  by  him  into  that  House. 
The  clause  originally  proposed  to  give  to 
persons  who  were  not  Members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  who  had  hitherta 
been  excluded   from  taking  degrees,  the 

'  right  of  taking  degrees  and  all  consequent 
privileges,  with  the  exception  of  votes  in  tha 
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Senate  of  the  UniTeraitj.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire  (Mr.  Heywood) 
proposed  an  Amendment,  which  was  adopt- 
ed, and  which  conferred  upon  persons  who 
were  not  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, not  merely  the  rif^ht  of  taking  de- 
grees, but  of  voting  in  the  Senate,  and  so 
enjoying  a  share  in  the  government  of  the 
University.  The  other  House  by  a  very 
large  majority,  exceeding  t#o  to  one,  had 
struck  out  that  Amendment,  or  rather  had 
restored  the  clause  to  the  form  in  which 
it  originally  stood.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  any  reasonable  probability  that  the 
House  of  Lords  would  agree  to  any  mo- 
dification of  the  clause,  and  he  would  there- 
fore propose  that  the  House  should  agree 
to  the  Lords'  Amendment,  which,  he  be- 
lieved, was  the  most  that  could  be  got. 
He  must  say,  looking  to  the  feeling  which 
had  often  been  exhibited  on  this  subject 
in  the  other  House,  that  he  thought  the 
Lords  had  made  great  concessions  of  opi- 
nion in  agreeing  to  the  clause  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood,  and  he  hoped  that  House  would 
be  disposed  to  meet  them  in  the  ssme 
spirit.  On  those  grounds  he  should,  there- 
fore, move,  thnt  the  House  do  agree  to  the 
Lords'  Amendments. 

Mr.  heywood  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  propose,  the  object  of  which  was 
•to  meet  certain  objections  made  against 
the  clause  as  it  stood  originally.  His 
Amendment  was  to  give  Dissenters,  and 
other  porsons  not  members  of  the  Church  of 
England,  the  same  powers  as  were  possess- 
ed by  members  of  the  Church  of  England ; 
and  the  main  point  was  with  regard  to  the 
public  interests  of  the  body,  to  open  the 
Senate  to  them  all.  While  his  object  was 
to  give  to  Dissenters  the  right  of  admis- 
sion to  the  Senate,  he  was  quite  willing 
that  when  the  subject  of  theology  was 
brought  forward,  only  those  persons  should 
take  a  part  in  the  proceedings  who  de- 
clared themselves  members  of  the  Church 
of  England.  He  regretted  the  course 
which  the  Lords  had  taken  on  the  Bill,  as 
the  ameliorations  he  asked  for  were  in  en- 
tire accordance  with  our  national  policy. 
The  unsuccessful  working  of  the  Oxford 
University  Act  afforded  one  very  strong 
reason  why  they  should  not  in  the  present 
instance  agree  to  the  Lords*  Amendments. 
It  was  supposed,  when  that  Bill  was  pass- 
ed, that  the  University  would  adopt  a  more 
modern  and  liberal  system  than  before; 
but,  so  far  from  that,  bigotry  and  intoler- 
ance had  swelled  at  Oxford  to  a  degree  far 
higher  than  they  hud  ever  done  in  the  days 

Mr,  Bouverie 


of  the  old  oligarchy.  The  same  eecleaias- 
tical  spirit  reigned  in  Cambridge,  and  they 
might  consequently  expect  the  same  re- 
sults. The  constituent  body  in  Cambridge 
did  not  exceed  200  gentlemen,  of  whom 
150  were  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  even  of  the  fifty  remaining 
probably  one-half  intended  to  take  boly 
orders,  so  that  not  more  than  twenty  of 
the  number  could  be  regarded  as  laymen. 
With  such  a  constituent  body  they  could 
have  no  difficulty  in  guessing  what  would  be 
the  system  of  government  in  the  University. 
He  therefore  contended  that  it  was  humi- 
liating to  Dissenters  to  allow  them  to  take 
degrees  without  sharing  in  the  rights  and 
privileges  which  those  degrees  ought  to  im- 
part. No  harm  could  accrue  either  to  the 
Church  or  the  State  by  the  admission  of 
Dissenters  to  the  Senate,  especially  when 
he  provided  that  they  should  take  no  part 
in  theological  examinations.  Dissenters 
would  be  allowed  to  take  the  degree  of 
B.A.  or  M.A.,  but  with  regard  to  any 
power,  or  emolument,  or  office,  they  would 
all  be  closed  against  them.  He  (Mr.  Hey- 
wood), by  his  Amendment,  wished  to  make 
the  Bill  one  of  religious  liberty ;  whereas, 
as  it  stood,  it  was  only  one  of  toleration. 
There  was,  however,  a  much  larger  ques- 
tion for  consideration,  namely,  the  system 
of  education  pursued  in  the  University, 
and  he  believed  the  introduction  of  new 
blood  would  be  a  great  improvement.  He 
would  conclude  by  moving  the  Amendment 
upon  the  Lords'  Amendments,  of  which  he 
had  given  notice — namely,  after  the  words 
'•  entitle  him  to,"  to  leave  out  *•  be  or  to 
become  a  member  of  the  Senate,**  and  in- 
sert, *'  take  any  part  in  those  proceeding's 
of  the  Senate  which  direct  the  course  of 
study,  and  determine  the  books  prescribed 
for  the  examinations  in  Church  of  England 
theology." 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  there  was  one 
practice  in  the  University  of  Cambritlt^ 
which  he  thought  they  might  imitate  wilh 
advantage  on  the  present  occasion,  as  well 
as  on  many  others — namely,  not  to  deli- 
berate, but  merely  to  vote.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  did  not  now 
propose  to  give  Dissenters  votes  for  a!l 
purposes  ;  but,  being  pressed  with  the  dif- 
ficulty of  allowing  them  to  take  a  share 
in  directing  the  theological  studies  of  ihe 
University,  he  wished  to  make  them  pie- 
bald members  of  the  Senate,  having  'rotes 
for  one  purpose  but  none  for  another. 
Now,  of  the  three  proposals  which  had 
been  made,  that  was  decidedly  the  worst ; 
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and,  believiDg  that  three-quartere  of  a  loaf 
was  better  than  no  bread,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  agree  to  the  Lordft'  Amend- 
in  en  ts. 

Mr.  T.  chambers  said,  he  thought  i 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  (or  North  ' 
Lancaaliire  was  a  fair  compromise,  and  not 
open  to  Terj  serious  objection. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  92  ;  Noes 
71  :  Majority  21. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  House  doth 
agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  90  ;  Noes 
73:   Majority  17. 

Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  to, 

CIVIL  SERVICE  SUPERANNUATION 

FUND. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mu.  WALPOLE  said,  he  would  appeal 
to  the  Government  not  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill.  The  evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  subject  had  been  re- 
ferred, and  the  Resolutions  at  which  they 
hod  arrived,  had  not  yet  been  laid  before 
the  House ;  and,  under  those  circuro- 
stances,  considering  that  the  Bill  affected 
the  interests  of  a  large  number  of  public 
servants,  it  would  hardly  be  right  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  during  the  present  Ses- 
Bion. 

Mb.  STAFFORD  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  withdraw  the  Bill.  It 
was  not  of  so  pressing  a  nature  that  it 
could  not  stand  over  until  the  next  Ses- 
sion, and  he  believed  that  those  who  were 
affected  by  it  would  prefer  that  course.  He 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  who  had  so  often  conceded  the 
point  of  not  proceeding  with  Bills  at  that 
late  period  of  the  Session  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  for  the  present. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  also  thought 
that  the  best  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment could  take  wonld  be  to  withdraw  the 

Bill. 

Mb.  ROBERT  PALMER  said,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  he  must  appeal 
tn  the  Government  to  withdraw  the  Bill. 
The  civil  servants,  he  was  afraid,  would 
be  more  dissatisfied  with  the  Bill  than 
thej  were  with  the  existing  state  of  things. 
It  certainly  was  not  pressing,  and  could 
be  left  till  next  Session  without  inconve- 
nience. 

M».  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  should 


also  support  the  proposal  for  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  could  not  see 
what  other  course  was  left  to  the  Govern- 
ment but  to  withdraw  the  Bill,  as  the  evi- 
dence and  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
were  not  before  tlie  House.  If  the  sub- 
ject was  worth  being  sent  to  a  Committee, 
it  was  worth  being  well  considered,  but  at 
present  the  House  was  positively  not  in 
a  position  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon 
the  question. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  toe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  early  in  the  Session  he 
had  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  upon 
the  subject  of  Superannuation  in  the  Civil 
Service,  and  he  had  upon  that  occasion 
made  a  statement  of  the  existing  state  of 
the  law  upon  that  subject.  The  Bill  had, 
with  the  consent  of  the  House,  been  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  which  had 
received  full  powers  not  only  to  consider 
that  measure,  bnt  also  to  investigate  the 
entire  system  of  superannuation  in  the 
civil  service,  it  having  been  previously 
known  to  the  House  that  great  complaints 
had  been  made  by  members  of  the  civil 
service  in  reference  to  that  system.  Those 
complaints  had  been  principally  directed 
against  that  provision  in  the  existing  law 
under  which  annual  deductions  were  made 
from  the  salaries  of  all  persons  who  had 
entered  the  civil  service  since  the  year 
1829,  those  deductions  being  considered 
to  be  made  with  reference  to  the  right  of 
those  persons  to  obtain  a  superannuation 
on  the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  Act. 
The  Committee  entered  very  fully  into  the 
investigation  of  that  subject,  and  they  had 
ultimately  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  it  at 
variance  with  the  principle  on  which  the 
Bill  as  originally  introduced  was  founded. 
They  agreed  to  recommend  the  abolition 
of  the  annual  deductions,  but  they  at  the 
same  time  recommended  that  the  salaries 
of  the  existing  civil  service  should  be  re- 
vised, with  a  view  to  reduce  them  to  an 
amount  corresponding  with  the  annual 
abatements.  There  were,  besides,  some 
further  alterations  in  the  Bill,  partly  affect- 
ing the  scale  of  remuneration,  and  partly 
affecting  other  subjects,  so  that  the  mea* 
sure,  as  it  came  out  of  the  Committee,  dif- 
fered in  some  very  material  respects  frook 
the  measure  as  it  had  been  proposed  by 
him  at  the  commencement  of  the  Session.. 
He  felt  fully  the  justice  of  the  appeal 
made  to  him  by  many  Members,  that  it 
would  not  bo  fair  to  the  House  to  enter 
into  a  consideration  of  that  question  before 
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they  were  put  in  poeaession  of  the  very 
detailed  evidence  which  had  heen  taken 
before  the  Committee  with  respect  to  yari- 
oos  parts  of  the  tuhject,  and  more  espe- 
cially with  respect  to  the  question  of  the 
annual  abatements  from  the  salaries,  lie 
readily  admitted  that  that  snhjcct  mate- 
rially affected  not  only  the  feelings  of  the 
niemhers  of  the  civil  service,  but  also  the 
efficiency  of  that  service ;  because  that 
efficiency  would  naturally  be  impaired  by 
the  prevalence  of  discontent  among  thone 
members.  He.  therefore,  felt  that  it  would 
be  improper  on  his  part  to  force  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Bill  at  that  moment  on  the 
House ;  and  he  thought  it  desirable  that 
its  discussion  should  be  postponed  till  a 
future  occasion.  He  should,  however,  ob- 
serve, that  as  he  had  been  aware  that  the 
Bill  in  its  altered  shape  was  by  no  means 
acceptable  to  many  members  of  the  civil 
service,  he  had  thought  it  his  duty,  con- 
sidering the  extent  to  which  it  had  been 
changed  by  the  Committee,  to  lay  it  before 
the  House  in  order  that  the  House  might 
have  an  opportunity,  if  it  should  bo  thought 
proper,  of  considering  its  provisions.  He 
had  felt  hiniHclf  called  upon  to  act  in  some 
measure  as  the  organ  of  the  Committee 
which  had  altered  the  Bill ;  but  as  it  ap- 
peared to  be  the  wish  of  the  House  that 
the  measure  should  not  be  proceeded  with 
at  present,  he  would  at  once  consent  to  its 
withdrawal,  and  he  should  conclude  by 
moving  that  the  Order  for  its  committal  be 
discharged. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mis- 
understood one  important  recommendation 
of  the  Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  the  Committee  had  recom- 
mended that  the  salaries  of  the  civil  ser- 
vants should  be  revised  with  a  view  to  their 
reduction  by  an  amount  corresponding  with 
the  annual  abatements.  That  was  not, 
however,  as  he  (Mr.  S.  Fitzgerald)  under- 
stood the  recommendation  of  the  Commit- 
tee. They  had  only  recommended  that 
the  salaries  should  be  revised,  because 
they  had  not  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
civil  servants  should  at  one  swoop  be  made 
a  present  of  some  £70.000  or  £60,000  a 
year.  The  Select  Committee  wished  to 
have  the  salaries  revised,  but  to  have  them 
revised  with  a  due  regard  to  the  fair  claims 
of  the  members  of  the  service.  The  Bill 
had  no  doubt  been  altered  in  the  Commit- 
tee, but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed  to 
have  varied  in  his  views   upon  the  sub- 
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ject,  and  it  was  only  by  his  ctsiing  vote 
that  the  Committee  had  agreed  to  change 
one  of  the  provisions  in  the  right  hoo. 
Gent1emnn*8  own  measure. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  that  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  on  such  an  important 
point  was  sufficient  proof  of  the  propriety 
of  withdrawing  the  Bill.  He  wished,  hov- 
ever,  to  make  one  suggestion  to  the  Chan- 
cellor uf  the  Exchequer.  His  right  hoo. 
Friend  was  aware  that  the  question,  whe- 
ther the  deductions  did  not  amount  to  a 
great  deal  more  than  was  commensurate 
with  the  advantages  given  to  the  civil  acr- 
vants,  had  been  before  the  Committee  o?er 
and  over  again,  and  had  been  referred  bj 
them  to  two  eminent  actuaries.  Those 
gentlemen  stated  they  had  not  sufficient 
materials  for  a  decision,  and  in  consequence 
of  the  view  taken  by  the  Committee  thej 
were  directed  not  to  proceed  with  their  eal* 
culations.  He  would  suggest,  therefore, 
that  as  the  Bill  was  postponed,  tho»e  Gen- 
tlemen should  prosecute  their  inquiry,  and 
get  at  the  truth  of  the  question.  The  civil 
servants  would  then  see  bow  far  their  com- 
plaints were  well  founded. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  begged  to  express  his  concurrence  in 
the  course  taken  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  withdrawing  the  Bill ;  if  thev 
proceeded  without  having  the  evidence  and 
Report  before  them,  the  Bill  would  appear 
to  be  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  which 
it  was  not.  He  hoped  measures  vooM 
be  taken  as  soon  as  possible  to  relieve  the 
civil  servants  from  the  agitation  and  un- 
certainty in  which  they  were  placed  in  re- 
gard to  a  question  of  so  much  importaiice 
to  them. 

Viscount  MONCK  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  word  as  to  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee with  regard  to  the  annual  dedu^ 
tion.  The  Member  of  the  Committee  vbo 
proposed  the  Resolution  was  decidedly  of 
opinion  that  all  the  salaries  should  be  re- 
duced in  proportion  to  the  abatement,  hot 
he  had  used  the  words  '*  revised,  with  a 
view  to  reduction,**  in  oi^der  to  enable  the 
Government  to  deal  with  any  case  of  par- 
ticular hardship  that  might  arise. 

Order  discharged, 

LEASES  AND  SALES  OF  SETTLED 
ESTATES  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read* 
House  in  Committee. 
Clauses  agreed  to, 
Mr.  HADFlEIiD  said,  be  wbhed  to 
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propose,  after  Clause  19,  the  following 
clause  :—» 

'*  The  Court  shnll  be  at  liberty  to  grant  any 
Application  under  this  Act  in  any  case  where 
the  applicant,  or  any  party  entitled,  haa  pre- 
tiously  applied  to  either  House  of  Parliament  for 
a  Private  Act  to  eflfect  the  same  or  a  similar  ob- 
ject, and  has  not  obtained  such  Act." 

His  object  was  to  prevent  the  decisions  of 
Pnrii&ment  from  being  OTcrruled  by  the 
Court  of  Chancerr. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  I^. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  reject  the  clause,  because  it 
aought  to  exclude  one  individual  from  the 
benefits  which  the  measure  would  confer 
on  all  the  rest  of  Her  Msjesty's  subjects. 
The  object  of  the  advocates  of  the  clause 
— although  thej  had  not  the  manliness 
to  avow  it — was  to  restrict  Sir  Thomas 
Marjon  Wilson  in  regard  to  his  Hamp- 
fitead  estate  ;  and  the  words*  proposed 
would  reach  that  gentleman,  and  that  gen- 
tleman only,  quite  as  effectually  as  though 
they  had  specified  him  by  name.  The 
circumstance  that  Sir  Thomas  Wilson  had 
applied  for  a  Private  Act  and  been  refused 
it  was  seized  upon  as  a  means  of  fixing 
biro,  a  proceeding  no  less  arbitrary  or  ca- 
pricious than  if  they  had  hit  upon  that 
gentleman's  stature,  and  declared  that  no 
man  of  that  particular  height  should  enjoy 
the  advantages  of  the  Bill.  The  covert 
design  of  the  clause  was,  no  doubt,  to  pro- 
tect the  public  against  the  enclosure  of 
Hampstead  Heath — a  thing,  if  possible, 
to  be  avoided  ;  but,  if  the  heath  was  com- 
mon land,  it  could  not  be  enclosed  ;  and  if 
it  were  private  property,  which  it  was  de- 
sirable should  be  kept  as  it  is  for  the  use 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  metropolis,  let 
the  public  purchase  it.  Certainly,  nothing 
<*onld  be  more  unjust  than  that  Sir  Thomas 
Wilson,  merely  because  he  had  an  estate 
ia  a  very  agreeable  situation,  should  be 
-deprived  of  the  power  over  it  which  alt 
other  owners  of  land  were  to  be  permitted 
to  exercise.  The  Bill,  although  one  of  the 
very  highest  importance,  had  passed  rapidly 
through  the  House,  because  its  benefits 
were  to  be  extended  without  distinction  to 
aU  Her  Majesty's  subjects ;  and  why,  at 
the  last  moment,  was  the  discussion  to  be 
embittered  and  the  impartiality  of  the  mea- 
sure blemished,  by  the  invidious  exclusion 
of  one  individual  from  its  benefits  ?  The 
property  belonging  to  Sir  Thomas  Wilson 
was  not  built  upon,  because,  by  the  will  of 
hi  a  father,  he  had  not  the  power  of  grant- 
ing leases;. and  when  he  applied  to  Par- 


liament to  confer  that  privilege  open  him» 
it  was  denied  by  reason  of  a  prejudice 
respecting  the  enclosure  of  Hampstead 
Heath.  That  privilege  would  be  extended 
to  him  in  common  with  every  other  pro» 
prietor  by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  unless 
the  very  objectionable  clause  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  was  carried.  It  was 
a  delusion  to  suppose  that  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  would  protect  the  pub« 
lie. '  Sir  Thomas  Wilson  was  not  a  very 
young  roan  ;  he  was  the  tenant  for  life» 
and,  in  the  course  of  nature,  would  soon 
be  succeeded  by  the  tenant  in  tail,  who 
could  easily  obtain  the  fee  simple,  and 
then  snap  his  fiirgers  at  their  endeavour 
to  prevent  him  from  granting  leases. 

Lord  ROBERT  GROSVENOR  said, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  no  objection  to 
the  clause.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  said,  his  objection  was  not  to  its  prin* 
ciple    ■ 

The  chairman  said,  he  must  remind 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  course  he  was 
taking  was  irregular. 

Lord  ROBERT  GROSVENOR  said 
he  could,  at  all  events  state,  that  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  in  favour 
of  the  clause  in  principle. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  rose  to  order. 
Surely  it  could  not  be  regular  thus  to  ap- 
peal to  the  opinions  of  noble  Lords  with 
respect  to  a  Bill  under  discussion. 

Lord  ROBERT  GROSVENOR  said, 
he  thought  there  was  no  danger  of  that 
House  being  brought  into  collision  with 
the  House  of  Lords  by  the  adoption  of  the 
clause,  for  he  was  able  to  state  that  not 
only  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  Lord  Camp- 
bell and  Lord  Brougham  were  in  farour  of 
the  clause.  The  Earl  of  Derby  had  like- 
wise stated,  that  he  did  not  consider  this  the 
case  of  a  Private  Bill  at  all.  He  believed, 
therefore,  that  if  the  clause  were  sent  up 
to  the  House  of  Lords  they  would  be  will- 
ing to  accept  it.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Wallingford  (Mr.  Malins) 
seemed  to  imagine  that  his  (Lord  R.  Gros* 
venor's)  constituents  wished  to  inflict  an 
injury  upon  Sir  Thomas  Wilson  by  obtain- 
ing his  property  for  less  than  it  was  really 
worth,  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  they  were  desirous 
of  paying  its  fair  value.  Arrangements 
were  now  in  progress  which  he  (Lord  R. 
Grosvenor)  hoped  might  lead  to  the  pur- 
chase of  the  property  upon  just  and  equit- 
able terms.  All  his  constituents  objected 
to  was,  that  the  House  should,  by  passing 
a  retrospective  measure,  give  a  fioiitioua 
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value  tq  the  prdperty  in  qneetion.  He, 
thereforcf,  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  So- 
licitor General  would  assent  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  clause.  As  regards  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause,  it  could  not  possibly 
be  impeached,  for  sorely  the  Court  of 
Chancery  ought  not  to  be  permitted  to 
reverse  the  decision  of  Parliament. 

Thb  solicitor  general  said, 
that,  when  a  similar  measure  to  the  one 
now  under  discussion  was  introduced -last 
Session,  he  was  informed  that  strong  op- 
position would  be  offered  to  it  because  it 
would  afford  facilities  to  Sir  Thomas  Wil- 
son to  accomplish  objects  which  he  had 
previously  been  unable  to  attain.  He  (the 
Solicitor  General)  was,  however,  enabled 
to  allay  the  apprehensions  which  were  felt 
upon  the  subject,  and  he  stated  then,  as 
he  would  state  now,  that,  while  he  enter- 
tained the  strongest  objection  to  the  in- 
troduction of  any  clause  in  a  public  Bill 
which  amounted  to  a  prMlegium  in  the 
case  of  a  particular  individual,  he  knew 
no  reason  why  any  particular  individual 
should  be  exempted  from  the  operation  of 
such  a  measure.  He  stated,  also,  that  if 
the  House  of  Commons  approved  the  prin- 
ciple that  propositions  which  Parliament 
had  deliberated  upon  and  rejected  should 
not  be  reviewed  by  a  court  of  justice,  that 
principle  should  be  embodied  in  the  Bill, 
and  that  any  Member  who  supported  such 
a  principle  ought  to  be  able  honestly,  can- 
didly, and  sincerely,  to  pledge  himself  that 
he  believed  the  principle  a  just  one,  and 
that  he  did  not  advocate  the  introduction  of 
the  clause  with  the  view  of  accomplishing 
any  remote  or  sinister  object.  The  notion 
that  the  Bill  would  give  Sir  Thomas  WiU 
eon  the  opportunity  of  doing  what  he  had 
hitherto  been  unable  to  do  was  altogether 
idle  and  unfounded.  Hampstead  Heath 
would  not  be  in  any  danger  if  the  Bill  were 
passed;  but,  if  Sir  Thomas  Wilson  had  any 
private  property  adjoining  the  Heath  which 
he  could  not  now  lease  for  building  pur- 
poses, he  would  be  enabled  by  the  Bill  to 
apply  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  for  power 
to  grant  such  leases.  Why  should  the  fact 
of  Hampstead  Heath  being  adjacent  to  Sir 
Thomas  Wilson's  property  deprive  him  of 
that  right?  There  might  be  many  other 
oases  in  which  applications  had  been  made 
to  Parliament,  and  such  applications  had 
been  referred  to  the  Judges;  for,  when  a 
Private  Estate  Bill  was  proposed,  it  was 
generally  referred  to  the  Judges  for  their 
opinion,  and  if  the  Judges  had  reported 
against  such  applications,  and  they  had 
Lord  Eobert  Orcsvenor 


afterwards  been  rejected  by  Parliament, 
he  thought  it  reasonable  that  the  question 
should  not  be  re-opened.  If  hon.  Members 
were  of  that  opinion,  then  they  might  vote 
for  the  insertion  of  the  clause ;  but,  unless 
they  could  conscientiously  say  that  they 
supported  it  on  that  ground,  the  clause 
ought  not  to  form  part  of  the  Bill.  In 
any  case  he  thought  the  clause  could  not 
stand  as  it  was  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield,  because  it  simply 
rested  on  the  fact  of  a  Bill  having  been 
brought  in,  and  not  obtained.  The  clause, 
if  inserted  at  all,  ought,  instead  of  the 
words,  "has  not  obtained  such  Act,"  to 
read  thus,  "  and  such  application  has  been 
rejected  on  its  merits,  or  has  been  award- 
ed against  by  the  Judges  to  whom  the 
Bill  may  have  been  referred.*'  He  hoped, 
however,  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
would  not  persevere  in  the  clause.  He 
did  not  believe  the  Court  of  Chancerv 
would  ever  grant  an  application  that  had 
already  been  adjudicated  on  by  Parliament 
through  the  medium  of  a  reference  to  the 
Judges. 

Mr.  WIGRAM  said,  he  thought  that, 
if  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  correct, 
they  should  not  be  swayed  by  the  circum- 
stance that  they  might  possibly  affect  the 
case  of  a  particular  individual.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  substitute  applica- 
tions to  the  Court  of  Chancery  for  appli- 
cations to  Parliament,  and,  though  he  ap- 
proved generally  of  the  Bill,  he  knew  the 
difficulties  with  which  such  applications  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery  were  beset— diffi- 
culties whieh  rendered  it  almost  impossible 
for  the  Judge  to  come  to  a  sound  judg- 
ment regarding  them.  He  would,  there- 
fore, vote  for  the  clause,  should  the  hon. 
Gentleman  press  it  to  a  division. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  the  question  was 
brought  to  a  very  narrow  issue.  The 
House  of  Lords  had  given  up  their  privi- 
leges, and  consented  to  vest  them  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  the  point  was, 
would  the  House  of  Commons  do  the 
same? 

Mr.  WARNER  said,  he  considered  the 
Bill  as  a  measure  attacking  private  pro- 
perty. It  was  an  attempt,  aided  by  a 
newspaper  cry,  to  obtain  Sir  Thomas  Wil- 
son's property  with  or  without  his  con- 
sent. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend  (Mr.  Malins)  did  not  say  one 
word  as  to  the  general  effect  of  the  clause, 
but  argued  it  solely  on  the  ground  of  its 
applioation  to  a  gentleman  whoso  name 
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had  been  drawn  into  the  debate.  Everj- 
body,  however,  knew  that  the  application 
of  the  dense  would  be  much  wider.  Those 
Estates  BilU  were  always  rejected  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  clause  would 
apply  to  any  such  ease.  If  be  thought 
it  could  affect  some  one  individual  only 
the  clause  would  not  have  his  support, 
but  it  was  a  general  clause,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  had  clearly 
shown  to  the  Committee.  If  it  caused 
inconvenience  to  A  or  B,  it  could  not  be 
helped.  It  had  been  whispered  about, 
though  it  could  not  of  course  be  true, 
that  the  Bill  would  never  have  been  heard 
of  had  it  not  been  for  the  rejection  of  a 
private  Bill.  Such  things  were  said,  but 
no  one  of  course  could  believe  it.  He 
hoped  the  clause,  as  amended  by  the 
lion,  and  learned  Solicitor  General,  would 
be  assented  to  by  the  Committee. 

Sir  WILLIAM  UEATHCOTE  said, 
he  was  satisfied  with  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General — that  there  would  be  no  danger 
of  the  Court  of  Chancer jp,  within  a  short 
time»  granting  an  application  which  had 
been  refused  by  Parliament.  It  was  a 
monstrous  proposition  to  maintain  that, 
because  a  person  had  at  any  time  in  his 
life  applied  to  Parliament  for  a  private 
Bill,  and  been  refused,  therefore  he  should 
for  ever  afterwards  be  precluded  from  ap- 
plying to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  under  a 
general  Act,  although  oircumstanees  might 
have  entirely  changed.  Such  a  limitation, 
if  adopted,  might  in  many  cases  defeat 
the  object  of  the  Bill.  If  any  doubt  were 
entertained  as  to  whether  the  Court  of 
Chancery  would  or  would  not,  immediately 
after  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  reverse  any 
decision  to  which  Parliament  had  already 
eomoip  then,  no  doubt,  a  restriction  as  to 
time  might  be  introduced ;  but  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  felt  confident, 
AS  he  had  professed  himself  to  be,  that  no 
application  under  the  same  circumstances 
would  be  granted  in  one  plaee  which  had 
1>een  refused  in  another,  there  could  be  no 
^ood  reason  for  adopting  the  clause. 

Mb.  barrow  said,  he  must  maintain, 
notwithstanding  what  had  been  said  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  in  dealing 
with  this  question  they  could  proceed  upon 
general  principles.  He  knew  nothing  of 
the  individual  to  whom  allusion  had  been 
madeit  nor,  bo  far  as  he  was  aware,  had  he 
ever  been  on  Hampstead  Heath,  unless, 
indeed,  he  had  passed  it  on  the  top  of  a 
Biail*ooaeh  many  years  ago.    Be  therefore 


felt  no  personal  interest  in  the  matter  one 
way  or  the  other,  but,  upon  general  prin- 
ciples, he  held  that  Parliament  had  a  right 
to  lay  it  down  as  a  rule  that,  having  itself 
already  refused  an  application  for  a  private 
Settled  Estate  Bill,  no  inferior  authority 
should  be  at  liberty  to  reverse  its  decision. 
Circumstances  could  not  possibly  vary,  for 
the  cireumstances  upon  which  Parliament 
had  decided  in  any  given  case  wei*e  those 
in  which  the  property  had  been  settled ; 
but,  supposing  that  a  change  of  circum*« 
stances  did  take  place,  to  whom  should 
a  renewed  application  be  made  ?  Surely 
to  the  persons  who  had  decided  in  the 
first  instance.  They  were  the  parties  to 
whom  the  alleged  change  of  circumstances 
should  be  submitted,  in  order  that  they 
might  have  an  oppoKunity,  if  they  thought 
fit,  of  altering  their  decision.  Upon  those 
grounds  he  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
clause. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  that  the  arguments 
which  had  been  advanced  in  favour  of  the 
clause,  if  sound,  would,  in  his  opinion,  be 
fatal  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Bui  he 
was  not  aware  that  any  person  who  had 
applied  to  Parliament  for  a  private  Bill 
and  been  refused  was  thereby  debarred 
from  making  a  second  application.  Where 
Parliament  had  refused  it  would  be  pro- 
per, generally  speaking,  for  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  object  also ;  but,  if  it  were 
right  to  empower  that  Court  to  deal  with 
one  case,  why  should  it  be  prevented  from 
deciding  in  all  ?  He  regarded  the  Bill  as 
one  of  great  importance.  It  was  to  extend 
to  Ireland ;  and  in  that  country  he  knew 
many  properties  which  could  not  be  used 
with  advantage  on  account  of  the  limited 
leasing  powers.  He  should  certainly  vote 
against  the  proposed  clause. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  would  be  a  great 
improvement  to  the  clause,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  be  willing  to  adopt  it. 

Mr.  WIGRAM  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  also  add  to 
his  clause : — "  And  where  no  material  al- 
teration in  the  circumstances  under  which 
such  Bill  was  refused  has  since  occurred.*' 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  that  the  more  he 
listened  to  the  discussion  the  stronger  be- 
came his  objections  to  the  clause.  If  they 
could  not  trust  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
they  ought  not  to  pass  the  Bill. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  said,  he 
did  not  believe  there  was  a  single  Gen- 
tleman in  the  House,  with  the  exception* 
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perhaps,  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Kottinghamshire  (Mr.  Barrow),  who  was 
BO  81  m pie-minded  aa  not  to  see  that  the 
real  object  of  the  clause  was  to  deprive 
one  individual  of  the  riglit  of  using  his 
property  as  he-  pleased.  They  wished  to 
preserve  Hempstead  Heath,  but  were  in 
reality  preventing  Sir  Thomas  Wilson  from 
Dsin^  another  property  at  least  a  mile  from 
the  Heath. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put.  *'  That 
the  clause  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  84 ; 
Noes  42:   Majority  42. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 

wished  to  move  a  clause  to  the  following 

effect — 

"  That  the  Court  of  Chancery  shall  not  be  at 
liberty  to  grant  any  application  which  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Hoase  has  rejected  or  reported 
against." 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  wished  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  upon  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  Generars  clause,  namely, 
after  the  word  "  rejected/'  to  add,  "  on  its 
merits.'* 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Ma.  HADFIELD  moved  the  addition  of 
the  following  clause — 

**  Before  making  any  application  to  the  Court 
under  this  Act,  the  party  intending  to  apply  shall 
give  notice  of  such  intended  application,  by  adver- 
tisement in  the  London  OazetUf  three  calendar 
months  before  making  such  application,  and  by 
advertisement  to  be  inserted  once  every  week 
during  such  three  months  in  a  London  daily 
paper,  and  also  in  a  country  paper  circulating  in 
the  county  where  the  estate  is  situated,  and  by 
printed  handbills  posted  on  the  most  usual  and 
conspicuous  places  in  the  same  county ;  and  any 
person  or  body  corporate,  whether  interested  in 
the  estate  or  not,  may  apply  to  the  Court  of  Chan- 
eery,  by  Motion  for  leave  to  be  heard  in  opposition 
to  any  such  application,  and  the  Court  is  hereby 
authorised  to  permit  such  person  or  corporation 
to  appear  and  be  heard  in  opposition  to  any  such 
application,  on  such  terms  and  in  such  manner  as 
it  ahaU  think  fit." 

The  clause,  with  certain  verhal  Amend- 
ments, agreed  to. 
The  House  resumed. 
Bill  reported^  as  amended. 

VICE  PRESIDENT  OF  COMMITTEE  OF 
COUNCIL  ON  EDUCATION  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  I. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  proposed 
to  fill  up  the  blank  left  for  the  salary  of 
the  Vice  President  with  the  sum  of  £2,000. 
The  Vice  President  would  be  a  Memher  of 
the  Privy  Council,  and  by  analogy  with 
Sir  Denham  Norreye 


other  offices  it  was  thought  that  the  salary 
ought  to  he  £2,000  a  year. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  salary  was 
enormous.  When  the  Bill  was  hrought  in 
the  Govemroent  had  an  Education  Bill  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  there 
was  an  extensive  scheme  in  that  House 
proposed  hy  a  nohle  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  (Lord  J.  Russell)  which,  if  carried 
out,  would  have  required  constant  auper- 
vision  of  extensive  machinery  at  head- 
quarters. That  large  scheme  and  the 
smaller  scheme  of  the  other  House  bad 
equally  miscarried,  and  he  did  not  conaider 
that  there  was  any  occasion  to  set  up  an 
expensive  Minister  who  would  only  have  to 
discharge  a  moderate  amount  of  duty. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  muat  de- 
fend the  proposal,  on  the  ground  of  the 
amount  of  duty  which  the  Vice  President 
would  have  to  perform  ;  for  the  office*  if  it 
were  to  be  properly  filled,  would  require  a 
person  of  some  official  experience  holding 
the  rank  of  a  Privy  Councillor,  who*  hav- 
ing a  seat  in  that  House,  would  be  able 
to  give  any  information  that  might  be  re- 
quired on  the  subject  of  education.  Hav- 
ing  regard  also  to  the  amount  of  other 
salaries,  he  did  not  see  how  a  lower 
amount  could  be  proposed. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  guard 
himself  against  expressing  any  opinion  as 
to  the  amount  of  salary.  He  directed  his 
observations  against  any  salary  being  paid 
at  all.  At  that  late  period  of  the  Session, 
when  so  many  Members  had  left  town« 
there  was  no  opportunity  of  dicusaing  sneh 
an  important  subject  in  a  full  House.  The 
Bill  had  been  fur  many  months  oa  the 
paper,  and  there  did  not  seen  now  to  be 
so  much  prospect  of  the  national  system 
being  adopted  as  there  was  eighteen 
months  ago.  As  no  inconvenience  would 
result  in  the  recess,  he  should  prefer  to 
have  the  subject  stand  over. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  wonld  like  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  opou  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Ho  would,  therefore,  move  that  the  Chair* 
man  report  progress ;  and  if  he  did  sot 
succeed  in  that,  he  should  subsequently 
move  that  the  salarv  be  reduced  to  £1,000. 
The  sum  of  £2,000  a  year  was  enormous 
when  they  considered  that  a  County  Cooit 
Judge  would  only  receive  £1,500. 

ViscouKT  PALMERSTON:  Beiag 
aware.  Sir,  of  the  sentiments  entertained 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the^  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Hadfield)  on  matters  of 
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sort,  I  feel  tlist  the  coarse  which  he  now 
proposes  to  adopt  is  io  perfect  conformity 
wtth  bfs  opiaions.     The  Committee,  how- 
ever, ooght  to  recollect  that,  although  this 
measure  has  been  proposed  bj  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment,  yet  it  h'as  been  pressed 
oa  them  by  parties  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.     Indeed,  I  know  of  nothing  on 
which  there  has  been  a  greater  degree  of 
consent  than  the  advantages  of  appointing 
some  person  who  would  be  responsible  for 
the  education  of  the  country,  and  I,  there- 
fore, hope  that  the  Committee  will  not  by 
its  vote  sanction  any  attempt  to  defeat  the 
Bill,  as  it  would  be  entirely  at  variance 
with  what  has  been  understood  to  be  the 
strong  opinion  of  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  as  expressed  not  only 
during  the  present  Session,  but  also  last 
year,  when  they  urged  on  the  Government 
how  important  it  was  that  there  should  be 
in  this  House  some  official  person  respon- 
sible for  the  education  of  the  country,  and 
ready  to  give  the  House  every  necessary 
explanation  in  reference  to  it.     With  re- 
^rd  to  the  time,  the  hour  was  not  so  late 
bat  that  those   hon.  Members  who  had 
objections   to   the   measure   might   have 
ample  opportmiities  of  stating  those  ob- 
jections. 

Mb.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  was  aware  of 
tbe  enormous  quantity  of  work  which  de- 
volved upon  the  President  of  the  Council 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Education  Com- 
luitiee*  and  believed  there  would  be  ample 
employment  for  the  new  officer  whom  it 
was  proposed  to  appoint.  He  also  thought 
the  appointment  of  a  lay  Vice  President, 
to  represent  in  that  House  the  secular 
view,  would  be  an  advantage  as  tending  to 
diminish  the  ecclesiastical  supremacy  which 
at  present  pressed  upon  the  cause  of  edu- 
cation. The  Oxford  Commission  would 
expire  in  a  year,  and  it  was  desirable  to 
have  some  authority  to  attend  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  University. 

JlB.    NEWDEGATE    said,    he    quite 
agreed  in  what  had  been  said  by  his  right 
hoD.    Friend  (Mr.   Henley),   and    should 
oppose   tbe    measure.      He    should   very 
much  dread  the  introduction  of  political 
bias    into  the  management  of  the  educa- 
tion of  the  youth  of  the  country.     He  did 
not    think  that  a  Vice  President  selected, 
as  anch  an  officer  would  be,  from  the  Go- 
vernment members,  would  haye  sufficient 
weight   in   the   Council  to   prevent   rash 
changes  in  the  education  system.     There 
could    be  no  greater  misfortune  than  the 
introduction  of  political  bias  into  the  Com- 
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mittee  of  Council ;  it  would  be  roost  dc-' 
trimental    to    education ;    and,   believing 
that  the  Bill  would  lead  to  such  calamitous 
results  he  should  vote  against  it. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  the 
Committee  of  Council  of  Education  con- 
sisted exclusively  of  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  time  being;  and  the 
object  of  the  present  Bill  was  merely  to 
individualise  the  duties,  and  make  one 
person  responsible  to  that  House  for  the 
execution  of  those  duties. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  could  not 
imagine  a  stronger  objection  to  the  mea- 
sure than  that  afforded  bv  the  fact  that  it 
would  so  individualise  the  responsibility. 
Tbe  vesting  of  the  responsibility  to  one 
person  holding  particular  opinions  was 
pregnant  with  danger  to  the  educational 
system,  particularly  in  its  connection  with 
the  Church. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  it  would  be  much  more  con* 
vcnient  to  have  one  recognised  member  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  in  that  House 
to  act  as  a  Minister  of  Education.  The 
S.ecretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment could  not  make  himself  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  details  of  educational 
matters  to  give  satisfactory  answers  to  the 
questions  of  hon.  Members  on  those  sub- 
jects. He,  however,  thought  that  a  salary 
of  £1,500  a  year  would  be  sufficient  for 
the  Vice  President. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  progress  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  30  ; 
Noes  91 :  Majority  61. 

Motion  mside  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  blank  be  filled  with  £2,000." 

Mr.  THORNELY  said,  he  should  move 
that  the  salary  be  £1,200  only.  He  did 
not  think  that  it  ought  to  be  greater  than 
the  salaries  of  such  officers  as  County 
Court  Judges. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  that  the  BiU 
was  an  ill-judged  one.  The  duties  of  the 
Vice  President  were  also  ill-defined,  and 
they  were  taking  a  leap  in  the  dark.  He 
thought  that  £1,200  was  quite  sufficient. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  would  sug. 
gest  that  the  salary  should  be  £1,500. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  it  was  very 
desirable  that  the  office  should  be  held  by 
a  person  of  official  experience,  and  for  that 
reason  it  had  been  thought  requisite  to 
name  £2,000.  The  Bill,  however,  did 
not  fix  the  salary  at  that  amount,  but 
merely  laid  it  down  as  a  maximum,  which 
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was  not  to  be  exceeded.  The  salary  would 
come  every  year  under  the  revision  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  said,  he  thought 
that  as  the  creation  of  the  office  was  an 
experiment  £1,200  was  well  enough  to 
begin  with. 

Mb.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 
the  office  was  one  of  the  highest  import- 
ance, and  it  would  not,  in  his  opinion,  be 
judicious  to  name  a  salary  which  would 
make  it  unworthy  of  the  acceptance  of  any 
person  holding  the  rank  of  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFB  said, 
though  he  iras  opposed  to  proceeding  with 
the  Bill  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session, 
he  was  not  willing  to  reduce  the  salary  so 
low  as  to  make  it  unlikely  that  it  would 
be  accepted  by  a  person  of  high  position 
and  experience. 

Mb.  SEnjEAMT  SHEE  said,  he  thought 
that  £3,000  a  year  was  not  a  shilling  too 
much. 

Mr.  E.  ball  said,  that  until  they  had 
arrived  at  some  clear  idea  of  what  was  to 
be  the  national  system  of  education  which 
they  were  to  adopt,  it  would  be  unwise  in 
his  opinion  to  appoint  an  officer  with  so 
large  a  salary. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  that  the 
Goyernment  had  almost  pledged  itself  last 
Session  that  a  Minister  of  Education  should 
be  appointed.  Under  all  the  educational 
schemes  proposed,  such  a  Minister  was 
considered  essential.  He  would  point  out 
the  advantages  to  the  country  and  the 
Committee  of  the  appointment  of  a  Pre- 
sident of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  At  one 
time,  all  poor-law  questions  were  answer- 
ed by  the  Secretary  of  State.  The  salary 
was  fixed  by  the  case  itself,  as  no  Privy 
Councillor  holding  office  had  a  salary  of 
less  than  £2,000  a  year.  The  case  of 
the  office  of  Judge  of  the  County  Courts 
was  not  applicable,  as  that  office  was  a 
permanent  one. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  that  it  was  acci- 
dental that  the  President  of  the  Council 
happened  not  to  be  in  that  House,  other- 
wise he  would  be  the  person  to  answer 
educational  questions.  As  he  did  not 
know  what  the  duties  of  the  proposed 
officer  would  be  he  could  not  determine 
what  the  salary  ought  to  be,  and  should 
Tote  against  all  salary.  There  was  no 
complaint  of  the  way  in  which  the  work 
was  done  at  present. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  blank  be 
filled  with  £2,000." 

Sir  George  Grey 


The  Committee  ditHded  :'^Ajh  78: 
Noes  47  ;  Majority  31. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  wisbea  to 
propose  the  following  proriso— 

"  Provided  always  that  the  duties  of  the  sud 
Vice  President  shall  extend  to  the  ftuperinteod- 
ence  of  gmnts  of  money  fbr  edueatiooal  porpoMi 
ia  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  tbe  appli- 
cation thereof,  and  the  reporting  of  the  beoeflti 
which  may  from  time  to  time  result  therefrom." 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  most 
oppose  the  proviso,  which,  if  carried,  woaid 
create  an  unnecessary  interference  with 
the  Irish  educational  system,  adminb)j 
managed  already. 

Proriso  negatived. 

The  House  resumed  ;  Bill  reported  n 
amended. 

CHARITIES  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  shouH  mote 
the  substitution  of  July  for  September. 
In  1853,  the  House  had  been  promised 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  charrties  s^iosl^ 
be  only  temporarily  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act.  hot  that  promise  had 
not  hitherto  been  redeemed.  Tbe  rigbi 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Baines)  had,  howerer, 
pledged  himself  to  introduce  a  measore  of 
this  kind  next  Session,  and  the  object  of 
the  Amendment  was,  that  the  right  bov. 
Gentleman  might  redeem  his  pledge  esrir 
next  Session,  when  there  would  be  a  M 
attendance  of  Members. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lioe  1. 
to  leave  out  the  word  "  September,"  sm 
insert  the  word  "  Joly**  instead  thereof. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  he  could  not  accede 
to  the  proposal.  The  House  had  deter- 
mined in  favour  of  a  Continuance  Bill,  bot 
he  had  never  heard  of  one  extending  onW 
over  ten  months.  How  conld  he  answer 
for  any  delays  which  might  take  place  Vi 
carrying  the  Bill  through  this  and  the 
other  House  next  Session  ?  Yet  if  it  b»i 
not  received  the  Royal  Asaent  by  the  hi 
of  July,  all  those  charities  would,  fre» 
that  time,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Ameod- 
ment  parsed,  be  completely  unprotected!. 

M&.  WIGRAM  said,  ho  was  of  opinitMi 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  general,  and  thit 
all  exemptions  were  objectionable.  He  ^ 
persuaded  that  the  popular  ft^^ing  woa«l 
bo  strongly  opposed  to  the  continued  exelo* 
si  on  of  Roman  Catholic  charities  from  tbe 
operation  of  the  measure. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  it  hU 
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been  admitted  on  the  previons  day,  by  the 
hon.  Member^  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henlej) 
and  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner) 
that  there  were  special  circamstancea  affect- 
ing Roman  Catholic  trusts  which  would 
render  it  undesirnble  that  they  should  be 
included  in  the  Bill  in  its  present  form. 
After  the  pledge  which  had  been  given  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancnster  to  bring  in,  early 
next  Session,  a  Bill  which  should  include 
Roman  Catholic  charities,  he  trusted  that 
no  objection  would  be  made  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  present  Bill  for  another 
year. 

Mr.  MOWBRAT  said,  he  would  adduce 
the  ease  of  the  Crime  and  Outrage  (Ire- 
land) Act  as  a  precedent  for  the  continu- 
ance of  an  Act  of  Parliament  for  a  shorter 
period  than  one  year. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
the  special  reason  for  continning  that  Act 
for  ten  months  was,  that  Irish  Members 
who  wished  to  discuss  it  could  not  be  pre- 
sent at  the  end  of  the  Session.  There  «ras 
no  such  reason  for  continuing  the  mea- 
Btire  before  the  House  for  ten  months  in- 
stead of  a  year. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  objectionable  to  continue  partial  legis- 
lation upon  the  subject,  and  that  the  Qo- 
remment  had  giren  a  pledge  to  introduce  a 
general  measure.  Having,  in  his  capacity 
of  Cbairnian  of  the  Mortmain  Committee, 
examined  into  the  circumstances  of  many 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  charities,  he  be- 
lieved that  there  was  no  reason  whatcTer 
for  their  exemption,  and  that  they  would 
not  suffer  from  being  subjected  to  the 
Board  as  it  was  now  constituted. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  that  there  was 
nothing  magical  in  tweWe  months  any  more 
than  ten,  and,  as  the  present  Bill  was  a 
measure  which  would  require  a  good  deal 
of  legal  discussion,  it  would  be  desirable  to 
bring  it  on  before  learned  Gentlemen  went 
on  circuit,  which  they  did  early  in  July. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  he  could  only  repeat 
-thnt  he  would  bring  in  a  general  measure 
upon  the  subject  early  in  the  next  Session, 
fltxid  he  hoped  that  there  would  be  ample 
opportunities  of  discussing  it  before  July. 
GTIiat  be  had  promised  to  do,  and  he  had 
doubt  that  he  should  be  able  to  fulfil 
promise  ;  but  he  wished  to  avoid  involv- 
ing himself  in  a  pledge  that  the  Bill  should 
pass  before  July. 

JiB.  NE  WDEGATE  said,  he  was  clearly 


of  opinioa  that  the  duration  of  the  Bill 
should  be  limited  to  next  July. 

Mb.  EINNAIRD  said,  he  should  sup* 
port  the  Amendment,  because  he  had  a 
distinct  recollection  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  pledged 
himself,  when  the  Bill  was  first  introduced, 
that  within  two  years  he  would  bring  in 
another  measure  to  meet  the  case  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  charities. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '  Sep- 
tember' stand  part  of  the  clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  — •  Ayes  58 ; 
Noes  46:  Majority  12. 

House  resumea. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment. 

JOINT-STOCK  BANKS  BILL— ADJOURNED 

DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Question  [24th  April],  *<  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  chair." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  should  move  that 
the  Bill  be  committed  that  day  three 
months.  The  Bill  proposed  to  do  away 
with  a  security  granted  to  shareholders  by 
the  Banking  Act  of  1844,  which  required 
that  a  change  should  take  place  in  the 
direction  of  banks  from  time  to  time.  That 
provision  of  the  law  had  worked  no  incon- 
venience in  the  case  of  the  banks  of  Eng- 
land or  Ireland  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  had 
proved  a  great  safeguard  in  both  instances. 
The  Act  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  did  not  com- 
pel directors  to  retire  by  rotation,  for  the 
old  and  experienced  directors  might  re- 
main, while  the  younger  ones  could  retire. 
The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  J.  Shelley), 
however,  the  framer  of  the  Bill,  would 
alter  that,  and  allow  all  the  directors  to 
retain  their  seats  year  after  year — there 
were,  in  fact,  to  be  no  retirements  at  all. 
Having  seen  the  disasters  to  which  banks 
were  exposed  under  the  management  of 
self-elected  directors  in  the  case  of  the  Tip- 
perary  Bank,  and  also  in  that  of  a  Tork- 
shire  bank  with  which  he  was  acquainted, 
he  should  call  upon  the  House  not  to  per- 
mit such  a  dangerous  innovation,  but  to 
let  the  law  remain  as  it  was. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  '*  this  House 
will,  upon  this  day  three  months,  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee,"  instead 
thereof. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  would 
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onlj  observe  that  the  Bill  was  not  inteBded  I 
to  do  awaj  with  the  system  of  the  directors 
retiring,  the  only  change  which  it  wonld 
effect  was  to  render  those  who  retired  re- 
eligible,  which  the  existing  law  did  not 
allow. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
V  House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

DWELLINGS  FOR    THE    LABOURING 
CLASSES  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Sib  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
he  rose  to  ask  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill 
to  extend  the  Act  to  facilitate  the  improve- 
ment of  landed  property  in  Ireland,  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same,  to  the  erec- 
tion of  improved  dwellings  for  the  labour- 
ing classes  in  Ireland.  His  object  in  in- 
troducing the  Bill  at  that  advanced  stage 
of  the  Session  was,  that  its  merits  might 
be  canvassed  during  the  recess. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
William  Sohertille  and  Mr.  Geobge 
Alexander  Hamilton. 

Bill  read  1®;  to  be  read  2®  on  this  day 
three  months. 

The  House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock  till 
Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS. 

Monday t  July  21,  1856. 

MxNUTXB.]  PuBuo  BiLLS.-^l*  Sheep,  Ac.  Con- 
tagious DUemios  Prevention;  Hospitals  (Dub- 
lin; Burial-grounds  (Ireland);  Lunatic  Asy- 
lums (Superannuations)  (Ireland) ;  Joint-Stook 
Banks  ;  Uriminal  Procedure  ;  Accessories,  Ac, 
Offences  of  a  Public  Nature ;  Treason  and 
Offences  against  the  State;  Forgery;  Mali* 
clous  Injuries  to  Property ;  Offences  against 
Property ;   Offences  against  the  Person. 

2*  Consolidation  Fund  (Appropriation);  Income 
and  Land  Taxes ;  Stamp  Duties ;  Racehorse 
Duty ;  Coast-guard  Serrice  ;  Corrupt  Prao> 
tioes  Prevention ;  General  Board  of  Health 
Continuance ;  Militia  Pay ;  Cursitor  Baron  of 
the  Exchequer ;  Lunatic  Asylums  Act  Aiyend- 
ment ;  Deeds  (Scotland) ;  Judicial  Procedure, 
Ac.  (Scotland) ;  Criminal  Justice ;  Poor  Law 
Amendment  (Scotland)  ;  Court  yof  Appeal  in 
Chancery  (Ireland). 

3'  Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  (Receivers) ; 
Coatham  Marriages  Validity ;  Indemnity ;  Nui- 
sauces  Removal,  Ac.  (Scotland) ;  Episcopal 
and  Capitular  Estates  Continuance;  Customs 
(No.  2);   Railways  Act  (Ireland)  1851,  Con- 
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tinuanoe;  Turnpike  Aets  Continuance  (In- 
land) ;  Bishops  of  London  and  Durham  Retire- 
ment. 

RoTAL  AssiHT  — Church  Building  Commission ; 
Court  of  Exchequer  (Scotland) ;  Saint  Sepul- 
chre's Manor  (Dublin);  Mereanttle  Lav 
Amendment  (Scotland) ;  Registration  of  Voters 
(Scotlanfl);  Revenue  (Transfer  of  Charges); 
Survey  of  Great  BriUin,  4c. ;  Drainage  (Ire- 
land) ;  Grand  Juries  (Ireland) ;  SUtutes  not  in 
Use  Repeal ;  Dwellings  for  Labouring  CSawes 
(Ireland);  Aldershot  Camp:  Inoumbeied  Es- 
tates (Ireland):  Prisons  (Ireland);  Police 
(Counties  and  Boroughs). 

REGISTRATION  OF  TITLE  DEEDS- 
QUESTION. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  said,  he  bad  » 
question  to  put  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  woolsack  in  referenee  to  the 
registration  of  title  deeds.     Two  or  three 
years  ago  a  Bill  was  introduced  bj  bis 
noble  and  learned  Friend  for  the  registn- 
tion  of  title  deeds.     It  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,   and  afterwards  came 
down  to  their  Lordsbipa'  Hoose,  where  It 
wa^  passed  by  a  large  majority,  and  thea 
sent  down  to  the  other   House.    What 
subsequently  became  of  it  he  did  not  know, 
except  that  it  had  not  passed  into  law. 
It  appeared,  however,  that  a  Commiasion 
had  been  subsequently  appointed  to  inqaire 
into  the  subject ;    and   the  questions  he 
wished  to  ask  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
were — first,  whether  that  Commiasion  had 
made  a  Report  ? — secondly,  if  not,  what 
was  the  reason  of  the  delay  ? — and,  thirdI/» 
whether  there  was  any  probability  of  a  Re- 
port being  made  ?    He  could  not  sit  down 
without  expressing  in  the  strongest  terms 
his  regret,  that  various  important  mesaores 
which  had  been  introduced  into  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and   various  other 
important  measures  which  had  been  aeot 
down  from  their   Lordships  House,  bad, 
during  the  present   Session,  been  eitber 
lost  or  abandoned.     He  never  recollected, 
in  any  Session,  so  wholesale  a  destructios 
of  measures. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
answer  to  the  first  question  was,  Uiat  the 
Commission  had  not  made  a  Report.  Th>t 
Commission  was  appointed  under  the  fol- 
lowing circumstances.  The  Registratioo 
of  Titles  Bill  passed  that  House  with  rerj 
general,  though  not  universal,  cpncur- 
rence,  but  it  did  not  get  a  very  favourable 
reception  in  the  other  House ;  it  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  who  report^ 
against  it,  but  thought  that  a  different  plan 
for  the  registration  of  titles  would  be  exp^ 
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dient,  and  recommended  that  a  Royal  Com- 
mission should  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  whole  subject.     The  consequence  was, 
that  in  the  following  year — 1854 — a  Com- 
mission was  appointed  to  look  into  the  sub- 
ject ;  as  he  had  already  stated,  they  had 
not  yet  made  their  Report.     With  regard 
to  the  probability  of  their  reporting,  he 
might  state  that  he   had  communicated 
privately  with   the  Solicitor  General  and 
others  who  were  on  the  Commission,  and 
they  assured  him  that  the  Commission  was 
looking  very  attentively  into  the  subject ; 
but  that  they  found,  as  he  confessed  he 
had  anticipated,  a  great  deal  more  diffi- 
culty in  devising  some  tangible  plan  than 
they  at  first  imagined.     He  believed,  how- 
ever, that  they  would  make  a  Report,  and 
he  understood  also  that  they  had  embodied 
the  plans  which  they  recommended  in  the 
shape  of  a  Bill,  which  would  be  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House.     He  had  himself  pre- 
pared the  heads  of  a  Bill  for  a  very  modi- 
fied registration,  but  he  was  stoppcKi  at  an 
early  period  of  the  Session  from  introduc- 
ing it,  by  the  intimation  that  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  suggesting  a  more  extend- 
ed scheme  would  shortly  be  laid  before 
Parliament;  and,  unless  he  got  that  Re- 
port during  the  recess,  he  should  unques- 
tionably  introduce  the  smaller  measure. 
With  regard  to  the  remark  of  the  noble 
and  learned   Lord    respecting  the   with- 
drawal of  Bills,  he  shared  in  the  regret 
he  had  expressed  as  to  the  abandonment 
of  several   important  measures ;    but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  was  prepared  to  show 
that  a  considerable  number  of  very  useful 
ones  had  been  passed  in  the  course  of  the 
Session. 

THE  RAJAH  OF  COORG— QUESTION. 
The  Marquess  op   CLANRICARDE 
ivished  to  put  a  question  to  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  treatment  of  the 
Rajah  of  Coorg  by  the  East  India  Com- 
pany.    The  Rajah  was  a  prisoner  of  State 
at  Benares,  and  some  jtime  ago  he  applied 
to  the  Company  for  leave  to  come  to  Eng- 
land  chiefly  for  the  purpose  of  superin- 
tending  the   education   of  his  daughter, 
whom  he  wished  to  be  brought  up  as  a 
Christian.     He  obtained  leave  of  absence 
for  one  year;  at  the  expiration  of  that 
period  he  applied  for  an  extension  of  leave, 
bat  it  was  positively  refused  by  the  Com- 
pany, and  as  he  did  not  return  they  stop- 
ped that  portion  of  his  allowance  which  he 
received  in  this  country,  the  rest  being 
applied  to  the  support  of  his  relatives  at 


Benares.     A  more  tyrannical  and  unjust 
proceeding  could   not  well   be  imagined. 
The  Rajah's  medical  advisers  had  told  him 
that  this  country  was  more  healthy  for  him 
than  India ;  but  the  East  India  Company 
had  sent  their  physician  to  examine  him, 
and  he  said  there  would  be  no  danger  in 
his  returning  to  India  by  a  sea  voyage,  at 
a  certain  time  of  the  year.     One  very  im- 
portant fact  was,  that  the  Rajah  was  pro- 
secuting a   suit  against  the  East  India 
Company  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and 
that  they  were  demanding  his  return  to 
India  at  the  very  time  when  bis  presence 
in  this  country  was  of  the  ntmo&t  impor- 
tance.    He  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde) 
could  scarcely  believe  that  the  Government 
knew  anything  of  these  circumstances.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  what  were  the  reasons  of  the 
Company  for  insisting  on  this  nobleman's 
return  to  India,  and  why  they  had  with- 
held the  allowance  which  they  had  con- 
tracted to  give  him  while  in  this  country  ? 
The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  seemed  better  informed  upon  the 
details  of  the  Rajah's  case  than  he  was, 
for  he  had  not  seen  any  of  the  papers,  and 
was  only  acquainted  with  the  general  state 
of  the  facts.     He  believed  that  the  Board 
of  Control  had  no  power  whatever  to  com- 
pel the  East  India  Company  to  pay  the 
allowance  which  they  had  withheld  from 
the  Rajah.  The  noble  Marquess  had  stated 
the  facts  correctly,  and  by  his  statement 
that    the   Rajah   was  a   State   prisoner, 
he  implied  that  the  Company  had  power 
to  require  the  return   to   India  of   this 
prince,  who  was  considered  in  that  coun- 
try to  be  a  prisoner  at  war.  The  Company 
could  either  have  given  or  withheld  leave 
of  absence,  and  therefore  it  was  not  an 
act  of  tyranny  on  their  part  to  refuse  to 
allow  him  to  remain  in  England  beyond 
the  period  which  had  been  specified.     He 
understood  the  local  Government  of  India 
considered  it  was  objectionable  that  native 
princes  should  remain  permanently  in  Eng- 
land, expending  here  the  revenues  which 
were  given  to   them   by  the  East,  India 
Company.     The  noble  Marquess  had  in- 
sinuated that  the  object  of  the  Company 
in  demanding  the  Rajah's  return  to  India 
was  to  impede  the  suit  which  he  was  car- 
rying on  against  them  ;  but  he  could  not 
conceive  that  they  were  actuated  by  any 
such  reason.   It  was  perfectly  obvious  that 
by  the  employment  of  lawyers  he  could 
prosecute  that  suit  as  well  in  India  as  in 
England. 
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The  Earl  op  ELLENBOROUGII  rose 
to  ooofirm  the  accuracy  of  the  noble  Duko's 
Btatement,  that  the  Board  of  Control  had 
no  power  whatever  to  compel  the  Court  of 
Directors  to  pay  the  Prince  the  sum  they 
agreed  to  give  him  during  the  year  he  had 
leave  of  absence.  The  noble  Marquess  had 
stated  the  facts  of  the  case  correctly,  and 
he  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough)  must  say 
that»  taking  into  conAideration  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  conduct  of  the  Court  of 
Directors,  in  refusing  payment  to  the 
Prince,  was  very  ungenerous  and  unwise  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  agreed  with  the 
noble  Duke  that  it  was  neither  for  the  ad- 
rantage  of  native  princes,  nor,  generally, 
for  the  advantage  of  the  Government  of 
India,  that  those  princes  should  come  and 
reside  in  this  country  in  order  to  prosecute 
their  claims.  lie  had  himself  privately 
advised  the  Rojah  of  Coorg,  four  years 
ago,  to  return  to  his  own  country,  being 
quite  confident  that  it  would  be  more  to 
his  own  credit  and  comfort  to  rest  in  the 
midst  of  his  family  at  Benares,  where  he 
was  very  much  respected,  than  to  reside 
as  an  individual  unknown  in  this  country  ; 
and  he  now  publicly  renewed  that  advice. 
As  to  the  suit  against  the  East  India  Com- 
pany for  the  recoyery  of  his  property,  ho 
could  not  comprehend  how  a  question  of 
that  kind  between  two  Sovereigns — for 
such  they  were — could  be  made  the  sub- 
ject of  inquiry  before  the  English  Court 
of  Chancery ;  and  he  belieyed  it  would  be 
found,  in  the  course  of  the  investigation, 
that  the  property  neither  belonged  to  the 
Court  of  Directors  nor  the  Government  of 
India,  nor  the  Rajah,  but  to  the  Crown, 
and  that  it  had  been  misappropriated  by 
the  Government  of  India.  If  this  Prince 
were  dispossessed  of  his  property  in  conse- 
quence of  military  operations,  it  clearly, 
as  the  prize  of  war,  belonged,  not  to  the 
Government  of  India,  but  to  the  Crown ; 
and  if  the  Crown  asserted  its  right,  the 
Rnjah  would  be  deprived  of  all  excuse  for 
not  returning,  and  the  Company  of  any 
reason  for  conducting  themselves  towards 
him  in  a  manner  most  ungenerous  and  un- 
courteous.  He  should,  therefore,  strongly 
recommend  the  noble  Duke  to  suggest  to 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  to  inquire 
into  the  matter. 

SUMMARY  DISMISSAL   OF   THE  MILITIA 
IN  IRELAND— QUESTION. 

Viscount  DUNGANNON  rose  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War — Whether 
he  had  received  any  official  communication 


of  the  Dismissal  of  fifty-seven  men  of  the 
City  of  Limerick  Artillery  Militia,  from 
Youghal,  on  the  5th  instant,  who  were 
suffered  to  depart,  many  of  them,  with 
scarcely  any  clothing,  and  who  had  to  pro- 
ceed all  the  way  to  Limerick  with  only 
six-pence  allotted  to  each  individual  ?  And, 
also.  Whether  it  was  correct  that  240  men 
were  discharged  on  the  10th  instant  from 
the  Curragh,  belonging  to  the  Mayo  Rifles, 
to  find  their  way  home,  with  only  one  day's 
pay  allotted  to  them  ?  It  appeared,  that 
on  the  5th  of  July  notice  was  given  to  the 
Limerick  Artillery  Militia,  that  such  as 
were  disposed  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
permission,  might  at  once  proceed  to  their 
homes.  About  fifty-seven  men  availed 
thcmselvea  of  the  permission,  and  they 
were  accordingly  suflFered  to  go  home; 
but  in  what  manner?  They  were  deprived 
of  their  clothing,  and  given  sixpence  each, 
to  enable  them  to  proceed  from  Youghal  to 
Lip)erick«  On  their  way  to  Limerick  they 
were  obliged  to  pass  the  night  under  hay- 
stacks or  in  open  fields,  and  they  reached 
that  city  in  a  state  of  destitution  and 
nakedness.  It  was  also  stated  that  on 
the  10th  of  July  240  men  were  dismissed 
at  the  Curragh  from  the  Mayo  rifles,  and 
sent  on  their  journey  homewards  with  only 
one  day's  pay  allotted  to  each  of  them. 
He  had  that  morning  learnt  further  that 
240  men  of  the  Queen's  County  MQitia 
had  been  dismissed  with  much  the  tame 
amount,  and  entirely  deprived  of  their 
clothing,  and  consequently  had  to  go  about 
I'Ggging  for. raiment.  It  might  be  replied 
that  all  til  is  was  strictly  according  to  re- 
gulations ;  but  if  such  were  the  regula- 
tions they  reflected  very  little  honour  on 
the  country,  and  very  little  credit  on  the 
Government ;  and  though  he  admitted  that 
distress  did  not  justify  crime,  yet  he 
thought  that  if  these  men  had  committed 
any  thefts,  the  moral  responsibility  would 
rest  on  those  who  had  driven  them  to  that 
course  of  conduct.  They  could  not  for^t 
the  circumstjinces  under  which  the  militia 
had  been  embodied.  They  would  not  for- 
get the  alacrity  and  readiness  which  every 
class  of  persons  had  shown  to  serve  the 
country  during  the  late  war;  and  he  mast 
ask  was  this  a  fair  return  for  such  alacritv 
and  such  readiness,  and  for  such  faithful 
services?  It  might  be  said  that  these  mm 
could  have  applied  to  the  parishes  tbroegh 
which  they  had  passed;  but  if  they  had 
done  so  they  would  have  been  sent  to  the 
next  union-house ;  and  he  must  ask  whe- 
ther  the  union-house  was  the  place  he 
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those  who  had  had  the  honour  to  wear  Her ' 
Majesty's  uDiform  ?      They  knew  not,  in 
the  present  aspect  of  Europe,   how  soon 
the  services  of  the  militia  might  again  be 
required ;  but  was  it  likely  that  such  treat- 
ment as  this  would  ultimately  tend  to  the 
advantage  of  Her  Majesty's  service  and  to 
the  interests  oi  the  State  in  general  ?  The 
Irishman  was,  above  all  others,  susceptible 
of  the  feelings  of  gratitude,  but  he  was 
equally  alive  to  a  8ense  of  injustice  and 
ill-treatment;    and   therefore   the    House 
roust  not  be  surprised  if  a  knowledge  of 
these  facts  should  extend  to  every  quarter 
in  Ireland.     He  was  afraid  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  find  that  they  had  been 
influenced  on  this  occasion  by  a  feeling  of 
false  economy.     The  present  state  of  Ire- 
land was  tranquil,  but  that  would  not  jus- 
tify the  Government  in  turning  loose   a 
large  body  of  men  without  the  means  of 
support  or  the  hope  of  employment.     He 
had  been  led  to  believe  that  the  disembo- 
diment of  the  militia  in  Ireland — would 
not  have  taken  place  until  after  the  har- 
vest.    But  he  found  that  the  disembodi- 
jnent  had  been  fixed  for  not  later  than  the 
7th  of  August ;  and  he  must  say  that  a 
more  inconvenient  and  inappropriate  time 
could  not  be  selected,  as  at  that  period 
employment  would  be  scarce,  and  difficult 
to  be  obtained.      He  understood  that  it 
was  intended  to  call   out  the  militia  for 
twenty^eight  days'  training  in  each  year. 
He  was  afraid  that  when  the  time  came 
the  muster  in  Ireland  would  be  a  sorry 
one.     The  feelings  which  existed  on  this 
subject  would  become  general  in  Ireland, 
and  he  believed  he  might  say,  as  a  noto- 
rioaa  fact,  that  from  Ireland  had  sprung 
many  of  the  moat  gallant  and  brave  sol- 
diers who  had  distinguished  themselves  in 
the  service  of  this  country.     He  did  not 
mean  to   say  that  the   Government  was 
boand  to  find  employment  for  these  men  ; 
but,  surely,  it  would  have  been  better  to 
have  dismissed  them  with  proper  clothing, 
and  with  a  sufficient  gratuity.     He  hoped 
that   the  noble  Lord   the   Secretary   for 
War»  would  be  enabled  to  say  that  these 
statements  were  unfounded  ;  but  if  that, 
onfortunately,  should  not  be  the  case,  then 
he  trusted  that  his  noble  Friend  would  bo 
enabled  to  state  that  this  proceeding  had 
not  been  approved  of,  or  received  the  sanc- 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.     One 
satisfactory  result  would  at  least  arise  from 
hia    putting  this  question — it  would  show 
the  people  of  Ireland  that  in  both  Houses 
of   JParfiameot  there  were  Members  who 


were  willing  to  take  up  their  case,  and  to 
fix  puUic  and  parliamentary  censure  upon 
those  who  might  deserve  it.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded,  by  putting  his  question  to 
the  Secretary  for  War. 

Lord  FANMURE  said,  the  noble  Lord's 
first  question  related  to  the  dismissal  of 
fifty- seven  men  of  the  City  of  Limerick 
Artillery  Militia  from  Youghal  on  the  5th 
instant,  and  the  noble  Lord  drew  a  very 
melancholy  picture  of  their  condition  at 
the  time  of  their  discharge.  He  could  only 
state  in  answer  to  that  question  that  he 
had  received  no  such  information,  either 
officially  or  privately ;  and  he  apprehended 
that  had  such  an  occurrence  taken  place 
it  must  have  come  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  had  recently 
been  in  Limerick,  and  his  Lordship  would 
have  taken  care  to  apprise  him  of  it.  In 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord's  second  question, 
as  to  the  discharge  of  240  men  from  tho 
Curragh  with  only  one  day's  pay,  he  had 
to  state  that  the  men  were  permitted — not 
discharged — to  retire  from  the  regiment 
and  go  to  their  homes,  in  order  to  find 
employment,  which  they  had  been  led  to 
expect  was  open  to  them.  They  were  al- 
lowed the  proportion  of  pay  and  gratuity 
due  to  them  up  to  that  time,  and  thus 
provided  for  the  journey  home  they  quitted 
the  service.  With  regard  to  the  disembo- 
diment of  the  militia  he  had  already  stated 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Government 
that  the  disembodiment  should  take  place 
at  a  time  when  the  men  could  be  employ- 
ed in  the  harvest.  He  saw  nothing  in  the 
present  state  of  Ireland  to  prevent  them 
doing  this,  and  justice  required  that  they 
should  deal  with  the  Irish  militia  in  the 
same  way  that  they  dealt  with  the  English 
and  Scotch,  and  this  would  be  done. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE  IN  TQE  BRAZILS. 
The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  rose  to 
move,  that  an  humble  Address  be  present* 
ed  to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  of  any  Cor- 
respondence that  has  lately  taken  place 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  or  the 
British  Envoy  at  Rio  Janeiro  and  the  Bra- 
silian  Government  on  the  subject  of  the 
Slave  Trade.  As  he  saw  that  the  corre- 
spondence had  been  promised  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  by  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  he  might 
assume  that  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon)  would  at  once  concur  in  his 
Motion.  It  might  be  supposed,  therefore, 
that  he  need  not  detain  their  Lordships, 
but  the  subject  was  one  of  paramount  im- 
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portanee,  and  he  might  have  no  other  op- 
portanitj  of  oallinfif  attention  to  it  during 
the  present   Session.     It   appeared  that 
owing  to  a  correspondence,  which  he  could 
not  describe  in  any  other  terms  than  as 
ill-judged,  the  Brazilian  GoTemment  were 
greatly  offended  with  the  Government  of 
this  country,  and  the  discussions  that  had 
taken  place  in  consequence  in  the  Repre- 
sentative Assembly  of  Bracils  appeared  to 
threaten  a  dissolution  of  the  amicable  rela* 
tions  between  the  two  countries.     It  seem- 
ed to  him  that  there  was  scarcely  a  single 
country  the  friendship  and  alliance  of  which 
were  of  greater  consequence  to  Great  Bri- 
tain than  tlte  friendship  and  alliance  of  the 
Brazils.     It  was  entitled  to  English  sym- 
pathies, aa  well  from  its  position  as  from 
its  character.     Without  offending  that  Go- 
vernment or  the   Sardinian  Government, 
he  might  say  of  Brazil  that  it  was  the 
Sardinia  of  South  America  ;  for,  while  the 
other  States  of  South  America,  with  the 
exception  of  Chili,  were  almost  all  under 
the  despotism  of  republican  anarchy,  the 
Brazilians  were  enjoying  a  constitutional 
Government  and  every  day  reaping  increas- 
ed prosperity.     Looking  at  it  through  our 
material  interests,  their  trade  with  Great 
Britain  was  immense  ;    and,  looking  for- 
ward to  the  changes  and  chances  which 
might  affect  our  relations  with  the  United 
States,  there  was  no  country  the  alliance 
of  which  would  be  of  greater  consequence 
than  the  Brazils,  supposing,  unfortunately, 
that  we  should  be  at  war  with  the  United 
States.     If   we  should  then  be   on   un- 
friendly terms  with  the  Brazils,  privateers 
might  be  sent  from  the  Brazilian  coast  to 
annoy  our  trade,  and  adventurers  from  the 
United  States  might  thus  inflict  very  great 
injury  upon  our  commerce.     Great  Britain 
had  always  been  on  very  good  terms  with 
the  Brazilian  ^empire;  but  at  times  there 
had  been  disputes  with  it,  not  in  refereoce 
to  any  points  of  policy,  but  in  relation  to 
the  slave  trade,  which  used  to  be  carried 
on  with  great  barbarity  and  to  a  great  ex- 
tent in  the  Brazils.     In  1826,  a  treaty  was 
made  with  the  Brazilian  Government  for 
the  total  abolition  of  the  slave  trade,  and 
mixed  courts  were  appointed  for  the  trial 
of  offences.  Matters,  were,  however,  short- 
ly afterwards  in  so  unsettled  a  state  in  the 
Brazils  that  the  slave  trade  was  not  sup- 
pressed as  was  desired  ;  and  in  1845,  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  who 
was  then  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  took  a  strong  step,  which  he  would 
not  find  fault  with,  as  it  answered  its  pur- 
The  Earl  of  Malmeshury 


pose,  and  was,  perhaps,  necessary  at  Uiat 
time.     An  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed, 
prohibiting   all    En^ishmen   from    carry- 
ing on  the  slave  trade,  permitting  Britidh 
cruisers  to  capture  all  vessels  engaged  ib 
the  slave  trade  within  3rasilian  waters* 
and  empowering  them  to  cruise  in  all  Bra- 
zilian waters  and  to  seize*  slave  vessels 
under  the  very  guns  of  Brazilian  fortresses. 
No  stronger  step  could  have  been  taken — 
nothing  could  be  more  insulting  to  an  inde- 
pendent nation,  and  the  Brazilian  Govenir 
ment  naturally  felt  the  deepest  indignation 
and  anger,  although  they  were  obliged  to 
submit  to  the  superior  force  of  this  ooimtry. 
Years  passed  on,  and  partly  by  the  effuts 
of  our  cruisers — and,  it  was  only  jostioe  to 
say,  partly  in  consequence  of  the  sineere 
and  loyal  co-operation  of  the  Brazilian  Go- 
vernment— the  slave  trade  in  that  country 
decreased  most  rapidly.     In  1852,  when 
the  Earl  of  Derby  came  into  power,  he 
(the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  found  that  the 
irritation  and  humiliation  of  the  Braailiaa 
Government  were  exceedingly   great,  for 
they  thought  Great  Britain  had  legalised  a 
kind  of  piracy  for  the  purpose  of  abolishing 
the  slave  trade.  Of  course,  no  Act  of  Fai^ 
liament  of  this  country  could  interfere  with 
international  law,  but  the  Act  of  Pariia- 
meot  protected  those  who  acted  onder  it 
The  Government  of  Lord  Derby  thought 
the  time  had  come  when  the  action  of  this 
law  might  be  modified,  and  said  thej  fdt 
so  much  confidence  in  the  loyal  iittention 
of  the  Brazilian  Government  to  suppress 
the  slave  trade,  that  they  would — not  abo- 
lish that  Act — but  suspend  it.     From  this 
time  the  Act  had  remained  suspended,  and 
the  slave  trade  had  decreased  most  rapidly, 
so  that  in  the  course  of  two  or  three  years 
not  more  than  two  or  three  slavers  were 
seen  on  that  coast,  and  they  had  been  cap- 
tured and  taken.  About  the  end  of  1855, 
however,  a  slaver  managed  to  land  a  cargo 
— and  it  appeared  that  forty-seven  of  these 
slaves  were  kidnapped  and  taken  np  the 
country.     Out  of  those  forty-seven,  ten  or 
twelve  made  their  escape,  so  that  not  mofs 
than  about   twenty  of  these  slaves  were 
carried  into  the  interior.     It  sorelj  woeld 
have  been  sufficient  to  have  pointed  oat 
this  to  the  Brazilian  Government,  and  to 
have  asked  for  an  explanation;   but»  in- 
stead of  that,  Mr.  Jerningham,  our  Charge 
d'Affaires   at  Eio,   presented  a  note  to 
the  Brazilian  Government,  the  terms  <^ 
which,  to  say  the  least,  were  most  an- 
courteous.     He   might  not  be   io   <»der, 
and  it  would  certainly  be  anomalooa  if  he 
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were  to  read  the  supposed  despatch,  as 
pohlished  in  the  public  journals,  when  he 
was  moWng  for  a  correct  copy  of  the  cor- 
respondence ;  but  he  did  not  exaggerate 
the  fact  in  characterising  it  as  most  nn- 
courteous.  Mr.  Jerningharo,  after  stating 
the  extreme  disappointment  of  the  English 
Government  at  the  laxity  of  the  BrasiKan 
GoTemment,  proceeded  at  once  to  say  that, 
if  there  were  any  repetition  of  such  a 
ground  of  complaint,  the  humiliating  Act 
of  1845  would  be  put  in  force ;  and,  not 
satisfied  with  that  mortifying  threat,  he 
further  said  that  British  ressels  would 
enter  the  harboors  and  rivers  of  the  Brasils 
and  seise  the  slavers,  and  •  that,  if  the 
Brazilian  courts  did  not  convict  the  of- 
fenders, English  courts  would  be  found 
to  have  the  courage  to  do  so.  He  had 
hoped  that,  from  the  moment  the  noble 
£ari  entered  the  Foreign-office,  a  certain 
style  which  pervaded  the  correspondence 
of  that  office  would  be  at  an  end.  The 
style  he  alluded  to  commenced  in  the  year 
1830,  and  continued  to  the  year  lo41. 
Jt  then  disappeared,  but  it  began  again  in 
the  year  1846,  and  continued  to  the  end 
of  the  year  1851.  It  was  a  very  peculiar 
style.  Whatever  the  circumstances,  the 
stereotyped  despatch  opened  by  express- 
ing the  unqualified  displeasure  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  concluded  with 
some  menace.  The  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  always  sounded  his  trumpet  from 
the  highest  note  in  the  gamut,  and  the 
consequence  was  he  could  never  use  any 
other  note  without  descending  in  the  scale. 
He  did  not  think  that  was  a  judicious 
mode  of  conducting  our  foreign  affairs, 
beeanse  strong  nations  retaliated  by  in- 
solent replies,  and  weak  nations  retained 
a  dislike  to  the  English  Government  rank- 
ling in  their  minds,  and,  perhaps,  leading 
to  a  dislike  of  the  English  people.  Al- 
though he  might  have  had  to  find  fault 
with  bis  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Claren- 
don) for  exhibiting  too  much  of  ihe/ortiter 
4n  re,  he  never  anticipated  having  to  ac- 
ciMo  him  of  the  want,  as  in  this  case,  of 
swtniter  in  modo.  The  note  from  the 
■Bracilian  Minister  in  reply,  displayed  great 
anger  and  mortification,  but  was  written 
in  very  dignified  language.  He  did  not 
wish  to  quote  the  note,  but  the  Brazilian 
Minister  said  he  had  explained  this  very 
case  to  Mr.  Jemingham,  that  he  had 
shown  Mr.  Jerningham  that  many  of  the 
slaves  had  been  recaptured,  and  that  he 
had  promised  to  recapture  as  many  more 
as   possible.     That  interview  took  place 


early  in  February,  and  the  note  was 
written  on  the  7th  of  March.  He  sup- 
posed that  in  the  meantime  a  despatch 
had  been  received  from  the  Foreign  Office 
in  reply  to  the  first  account  of  the  trans- 
action which  was  sent  home.  The  Bra- 
siiian  Minister  subsequently  showed  that 
only  twenty  slaves  remained  not  recap- 
tured, and  he  said  the  pursuit  was  stopped 
because  the  prevalence  of  yellow  fever 
made  it  certain  some  of  the  troops  would 
be  lost.  The  Brazilian  Minister  detailed 
the  difficulties  incident  to  the  geographical 
nature  of  the  country,  and  closed  his  de- 
spatch by  expressing  his  astonishment 
at  the  humiliating  threat  of  the  English 
Minister,  when  on  the  4th  of  February  Mr. 
Jemingham  had  complimented  the  Bra- 
zilian Government  on  the  capture  of  the 
Mary  Smith.  When  the  Brazilian  Cham- 
bers met — and  he  would  say  in  passing 
that  he  had  been  much  surprised  at  the 
talent  which  had  been  shown  in  their  de- 
bates—great indignation  at  such  a  note 
being  presented  to  the  Brazilian  Govern- 
ment was  expressed  by  all  parties.  The 
King  sympathised  with  that  disapproba- 
tion. The  public  press,  to  a  unit,  was 
very  violent  against  us,  and  two  of  the 
most  distinguished  speakers  denounced 
our  condoct  as  most  unjust  and  insulting. 
Other  members  of  the  Chambers,  perhaps 
with  less  judgment,  but  not  with  less 
power  of  mischief,  said  very  openly — 

"If  we  are  merely  to  be  considered  as  the 
slaves  and  servants  of  Great  Britain — if  Qrtat 
Britain  is  to  infliot  these  threats  on  us,  perhaps 
to  be  followed  by  stronger  measures,  the  only 
thing  we  can  do  is  to  form  other  alliances." 

And  then  they  plainly  set  forth  the  ad- 
vantages of  an  alliance  with  the  United 
States,  observing  that,  with  respect  to 
slavery,  they  would  meet  with  no  diffi- 
culties whatever.  He  would  ask  the  noble 
Earl  whether  such  an  alliance  between  the 
Brazils  and  the  United  States  was  desirable 
for  this  country  ?  Considering  the  amount 
of  our  trade  with  the  Brazils,  their  poli- 
tical position  and  their  descent  from  our 
roost  ancient  allies,  the  Portuguese,  he 
conjured  the  noble  Earl  to  pay  that  respect 
to  the  Brazilian  Government  which  he 
thought  they  deserved,  not  only  because 
it  was  our  interest  to  respect  them,  but 
because  they  had  really  done  their  best 
to  put  an  end  to  the  slave  trade.  Of  the 
good  faith  of  the  Brazilian  Government  he 
had  proof  in  1852,  when  he  advised  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  to  sus- 
pend the  Act.     He  had  now  also  private 
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information  to  the  BAme  effect,  on  which 
he  could  depend ;  and,  as  the  slave  trade 
could  only  he  stopped  hj  the  determination 
of  the  Brasilian  Government  to  stop  it, 
he  entreated  the  nohle  Earl  not  to  restrain 
himself — for  there  was  no  danger  from 
him  of  useless  and  insulting  threats — hui 
to  restrain  the  rude  and  mischievous  zeal 
of  his  suhordinates.  The  noble  Earl  con* 
eluded  by  moving  for  the  correspondence 
referred  to. 

The  Eabl  of  CLARENDON  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  he  concurred  in  a 
great  deal  which  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
£arL  He  thought  the  noble  Earl  had  not 
exaggerated  the  importance  of  a  good  un< 
derstanding  between  the  Brasils  and  this 
country,  and  had  correctly  described  the 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  it,  and  be 
could  not  but  regret  the  coolness  that  had 
arisen  between  the  two  countries.  The 
noble  Earl  had  accurately  described  the 
increasing  prosperity  of  the  Brazils,  and 
the  great  advantage  which  must  accrue 
from  our  alliance  with  a  constitutional 
Qufeimneut,  wiiich  was  in  a  state  of 
aettlement  and  tranquillity  compared  with 
the  other  States  of  South  America.  He 
thought,  also,  that  we  ought  to  be  ez«- 
tremely  grateful — ^and  that  gratitude  had 
been  constantly  expressed  in  Parliament, 
in  the  press,  and  in  official  despatches — to 
the  Brazilian  Government  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  had  co-operated  in  putting 
down  the  slave  trade.  He  also  took  the 
same  view  as  his  noble  Friend  in  reference 
to  the  Act  of  1845.  The  Act  was  not  in 
operation  at  the  present  moment,  and  the 
Brazilian  Government  were  perfectly  aware 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  no 
objection  to  alter  the  provisions  of  that 
Act,  if  provisions  of  equal  stringency,  or 
at  all  events  having  the  same  objects  in 
view,  were  secured  by  treaty.  Such  a 
treaty  was  under  consideration  two  years 
ago,  but  the  Brazilian  Government  object- 
ed to  grant  the  same  conditions.  Nego- 
tiations were  still  pending  between  the 
two  Governments  upon  this  point.  It  was, 
therefore,  the  fault  of  the  Brazilian  Go- 
vernmeut  and  not  our  fault  that  the  Act 
still  existed,  and  with  it  the  power  of  me- 
nacing the  Brazilian  Government.  But, 
although  the  slave  trade  had  been  ef- 
fectually put  down,  there  had  been  certain 
occurrences  within  the  last  year  and  a  half 
which  raised  well-founded  apprehensions 
that  the  trade  might  be  re-established. 
The  Brazilian  Government  had  neglected 
to  take  any  measures  for  effectual  colo- 
The  Earl  of  Malmeihury 


nisation  and  immigration,  whereby  to  se* 
cure  a  supply  of  labour.     The  slaves  had 
died  off,  and  there  had  been  a  remarkable 
mortality,   owing  to  cholera  and  yellow 
fever.     The  consequences  were*  that  the 
hands  for  field  labour  were  very  short,  the 
price  of  slaves  had  risen  enormously,  and 
the  temptation  to  engage  in  a  very  profits- 
ble  trade  had  greatly  increased.     As  some 
years  ago  60,000  slaves  were   imported 
annually,  their  Lordships  would  have  some 
idea  of  the  enormous  profits  derived  from 
this  nefarious  traffic,  and  with  rising  prices 
apprehensions  were  naturally  excited  that 
attempts  would  be  made   to  supply  the 
slave  market.    Those  attempts  were  made 
last  year,  and  upon  a  very  considerable 
scale,   the   parties  no  doubt  speculating 
upon  the  duration  of  the  war  in  which  we 
were  then  engaged,  and  the  consequent 
difficulty  of  sending  a  sufficient  naval  force 
either  to  the  African  or  to  the  Brazilian 
coast  to  prevent  the  renewal  of  the  troffie. 
In  the  course  of  tlie  last  year  notice  was 
given  by  the  Brazilian  Government  to  the 
President  of  the  province  of  Pernambuco, 
that  a  slaveship  was  expected  to  land  her 
cargo  upon  that  coast.      The  vessel  did 
arrive,  and  exactly  at  the  spot  which  hsd 
been  indicated  ;   but  the  police  were  all 
absent,  and  it  was  only  after  some  time, 
by  the  act  of  a  gentleman  residing  in  the 
vicinity,  who  took  on  himself  the  duties 
of  the  police,  that  about  160  of  the  slaves 
were  seized.     The  vessel  was  a  schooner 
of  130  tons  only,  whieh  had  on  board  no 
less  than  250  slaves.     So  little  vigilance 
had  been  used,  so  little  desire  existed  to 
prevent  the  introduction  of  the  cargo,  that 
two  days  after  the  arrival  of  the  vessel  ooe 
person  went  down  and  carried  off  forty  of 
the  negroes,  and  two  days  later  another 
person  selected  sixty  others.     Representa- 
tions were  made  upon  the  subject  to  the 
Brazilian  Government,  couched  in  terms  of 
courtesy,  such  as  the  noble  Earl  had  pre- 
scribed, and  such  as  became  the  spirit  of 
friendship  which  had  alwaya  existed  be- 
tween the  two  Governments.     Complaints 
of  negligence  and  connivance  were  naade 
against  the  President  of  Pernambuco,  who 
not  only  would  not  allow  the  police  to  pre- 
vent the  landing,  but  also  would  not  per- 
mit any  inquiry  to  take  place  upon  the 
spot,  but  removed  the  investigation  to  s 
place  six  leagues  from  that   where   the 
landing  had  been  effected,  and  where  all 
eye-witnesses  of  it  could  easily  have  been 
procured.      Moreover,  in  order  that  the 
gentleman  who  had  seized  the  16U  alavcs 
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should  not  give  evidence  upon  tbe  subject, ! 
the  President  included  him  in  the  list  of 
persona  accused,  and  thus  prevented  him 
from  being  examined  as  a  witness.  When 
these  facts  came  to  his  (the  Earl  of  Cla- 
rendon's) knowledge,  ho  instructed  Mr. 
Jerningham,  in  the  event  of  nothing  being 
done  bv  the  Brazilian  authorities,  and  of 
no  action  being  taken  by  the  Brnzilian 
Government,  in  consequence,  to  inform 
that  Qovernment  that  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  enforce 
the  operation  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  referred.  He 
would  read  an  extract  from  the  despatch  of 
Mr.  Jerningham.  He  wrote  on  the  1 4th 
of  March  :— 

'*  That  he  bad  learnt  with  pain  and  disappoint- 
ment that  the  course  taken  by  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment and  the  Imperial  authorities  in  recover- 
ing the  Africans  who  were  stolen  at  Serinhaem, 
and  in  following  up  the  prosecution  of  the  real 
individuals  implicated  in  the  whole  of  that  slave- 
trade  affair,  is  fiir  from  being  satisfiictory ;  and, 
In  consequence  of  instructions  which  the  under- 
signed has  received  from  Her  Britannic  Majesty's 
Government,  who  have  approved  of  the  conduct 
and  feal  which  Her  Majesty's  consul,  Mr.  Oowper, 
manifested  upon  the  above  attempt  at  slave  trad- 
ing, the  undersigned  begs  to  intimate  to  the  Bra- 
zilian Government  that  if  they  do  not  use  their 
utmost  efforts  in  discovering  the  real  aggressors 
in  this  or  any  other  similar  acts  of  slave  trading, 
mad  in  proeeouting  them  with  all  the  rigor  of  the 
law,  and  punishing  all  such  as  have  been  encaged 
in  such  slave-trade  transactions,  that  the  British 
Government  will  be  obliged  again  to  put  in  force 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  of  1845  ; 
and  that  while  British  cruisers  will  exercise  on 
the  coast,  in  the  rivers,  and  in  the  harbours  of 
Brazil,  that  watchfulness  and  activity  which  the 
agents  of  the  Brazilian  Government  neglect  to 
use,  British  courts  of  justice  will  pronounce  those 
sentences  of  condemnation  from  which  Brazilian 
oonrtfl  may  be  found  to  shrink.   The  undersigned, 
^ter  so  many  assurances  on  tbe  part  of  the  Im- 
perial Government  that  they  were  using  their  ut- 
most vigilance  and  energy  to  suppress  the  slave 
trade,  and  to  punish  offenders,  regrets  that  the 
lax  and  unsatisfactory  manner  of  the  proceedings 
in  tbe  province  of  Pemanibuoo  should  occasion 
him  to  be  obliged  to  signify  to  the  Imperial  Go- 
'v'emment  the  line  of  conduct  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  infoUibly  adopt  in  crushing  and 
extinguishing  all  shive-trade  transactions,  if  the 
Imperial  Government  do  not  command  and  force 
their  own  authorities  to  do  their  duty." 

Jt  was  nnder  those  circnmstances  that  Mr. 
Jerningham  felt  himself  justified  in  acting 
upon  his  instructions,  and  in  addressing  to 
the  Brazilian  Government  that  notice  to 
"vrhich  the  nohle  Earl  had  referred.  It 
perfectly  true  that  the  Brazilian  Go- 
irnment  was  angry  at  that  communica- 
tion.    It  was  also  perfectly  true  that  de- 


hates  took  place  in  the  Brazilian  Chambers 
upon  it,  and  that  the  Brazilian  Minister 
had  addressed  to  himself  a  remonstrance, 
urging  that  it  was  a  mortification  to  the 
feelings  of  the  Brazilian  Government.  He 
(the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  had  replied,  of 
course,  that  it  was  not  the  intention  nor 
the  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  mortify  the  Brazilian  Government,  and 
that  they  desired  to  maintain  the  most 
friendly  relations  with  it ;  hut  that  the 
notice  had  hcen  given  from  a  fear  that, 
owing  to  the  altered  circumstances  of  Bra- 
zil, great  preparations  were  being  made 
for  the  renewal  of  the  slave  trade,  and  it 
was  intended  in  a  friendly  manner  to  put 
the  Government  of  that  country  upon  its 
guard  that  it  might  take  proper  steps  in 
that  matter.  He  trusted  that  all  ill-will, 
such  as  had  been  alluded  to  by  his  no- 
ble Friend  as  having  been  manifested  in 
the  Brazilian  Chambers  upon  this  subject, 
had  disappeared,  and  that  the  Government 
there  had  recognized  the  justice  of  the  re- 
presentations which  had  been  made,  as  in- 
deed he  believed  was  the  case,  for  it  had 
already  removed  the  President  of  Pernam- 
buco  from  his  post,  and  had  given  the  best 
proof  of  its  sincerity  in  undertaking  to  sop- 
press  the  slave  trade  by  appointing  in  his 
place  the  former  Minister  to  this  country, 
than  whom  a  more  honourable  or  upright 
man  did  not  exist.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  after  the  explanations  which 
had  been  given,  he  hoped  the  Brazilian 
Government  had  ceased  to  entertain  any 
ill-will  upon  this  question,  and  had  ac- 
quitted Her  Majesty's  Government  of  any 
wish  to  inflict  mortification  upon  them. 
With  respect  to  the  papers  for  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  moved,  some  of  them  were 
already  printed  with  other  papers  relating 
to  the  slave  trade,  and  the  remainder  of 
the  correspondence,  which  had  occurred 
since  March  last,  would  be  laid  before 
Parliament  next  year. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  the 
Act  referred  to  had  been  introduced  by 
himself  ten  or  eleven  years  since,  although 
with  very  great  reluctance.  He  believed 
that  Act  was  justified  at  the  time  by  the 
circumstances  which  then  existed,  but  un- 
doubtedly it  was  a  measure  of  extreme  se- 
verity, only  to  be  justified  by  strong  neces- 
sity. At  the  time  of  the  passing  of  tbe 
Act  he  had  assnred  the  Brazilian  Govern- 
ment of  his  regret  at  having  to  propose 
such  a  measure,  and  that  nothing  would 
give  him  greater  pleasure  than  being  able 
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to  move  for  the  repeal  of  that  Act.  He 
had  eyen  hoped  that  the  time  for  repealing 
the  Act  had  come,  and  onlj  jcsterdaj  he 
had  been  prepared  to  communicate  with 
his  noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary 
upon  the  subject ;  but  he  regretted  to  find 
that  what  he  had  imagined  had  been  com- 
pletely effected  bj  the  Brazilian  Govern- 
ment had  not  taken  place,  and  that  there 
were  some  symptoms  of  a  renewal  of  the 
slave  trade.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  could  not  blame  the  threat,  as  it  was 
called,  of  a  renewal  of  the  Act ;  but  he 
hoped,  from  what  had  taken  place,  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Brazilian  Government 
was,  and  would  continue  to  be,  such  as 
not  only  would  render  unnecessary  any 
enforcement  of  the  Act,  but  would  also 
speedily  render  its  total  repeal  justifiable 
and  practicable.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  as  to  the  interest 
of  this  country  in  cultivating  the  alliance 
of  the  Brazilian  Government,  for  the  con- 
duct of  that  Government  stood  in  favour- 
able contrast  with  that  of  other  Govern- 
ments in  South  America.  The  interest' 
we  had  in  maintaining  friendly  relations 
with  Brazil,  the  extent  of  our  commercial 
relations  with  that  country  was  such  as 
to  be  a  matter  of  paramount  importance. 
Therefore,  while  approving  of  the  energy 
of  the  measures  adopted,  he  hoped  that 
by  kindness  and  conciliation  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  able,  before  long,  to  place  mat- 
ters on  the  most  satisfactory  footing  with 
the  Brazilian  Government. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend  that  the  Brazilian 
Government  had  proved  their  loyalty  by 
appointing  the  gentleman  alluded  to  in 
place  of  the  President  of  Pernambuco.  He 
was  satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  to  a 
certain  extent ;  but  he  thought  that  all 
that  had  been  obtained  from  the  Brazilian 
Government  might  have  been  obtained  in 
a  different  manner — without  the  presenta- 
tion of  a  note  of  remonstrance,  which  was 
an  official  document  of  extreme  character. 
It  was  with  the  manner  and  not  with  the 
spirit  of  the  communication  that  he  found 
fault.  He  by  no  means  wished  to  discom- 
mend his  noble  Friend*8  anxiety  to  put 
down  the  slave  trade  ;  but  he  did  think 
that  his  noble  Friend  or  his  agent  had 
been  extremely  mistaken  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  conducted  the  correspond- 
ence with  the  Brazilian  Government. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen 


ISMAIL  AND  RENI— DIPLOMATIC  INTER- 
COURSE  WITH  RUSSIA— QUESTION. 
The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said,  be 
now  wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl   of  Clarendon)  another  question  of 
which  he  had  given  notice — namely,  whe- 
ther it  was  true  that  the  two  fortresses  of 
Ismail  and  Reni,  which  were  included  in 
the  cession  of  that  portion  of  the  territory 
which  the  Russian  Government  had  made 
over  to  Turkey  by  the  treaty  of  Paris,  had 
been,  as  he  was  informed  they  were,  totally 
and  entirely  dismantled  ?    It  was  manifest, 
he  thought,  that  the  territory  of  the  Delta 
was  of  little  use  as  a  bulwark  to  Turkey  if 
no  fortresses  were  maintained  there.  While 
Ismail  stood  as  a  fortress  no  Russian  army 
could  cross  the  Danube   without  leaving 
those  fortresses  in  their  rear ;  whereas  if 
they  were  once  destroyed,  the  whole  geo- 
graphical face. of  the  country  in  regard  to 
an  invasion   by  Russia  would  be  in  the 
same  state  as  before  the  war.     Consider- 
ing then  that  the  Allies  had  taken  a  great 
part  of   Sebastopol ;    that  they  had  also 
taken  Kinburn,  Kertch,   Eupatoria.    Ka- 
miesch,  and  some  of  the  fortresses  on  the 
Circassian  coast,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
we  had  had  nothing  like  a  fair  exchange, 
even  supposing  that  Ismail  and  Reni  re- 
mained untouched,  and  still  less  waa  that 
the  case  if  these  places  were  reduced  from 
the  condition  in  which  they  were  when  the 
propositions  of  Austria  were  made  to  their 
present  defenceless  state.     He  wished  to 
ask  bis  noble  Friend,  therefore,  if  it  were 
true  that  these   fortresses  had  been  dis- 
mantled before  their  evacuation  bj  the 
Russians  ?     If  they  had  been,  whether  it 
was  the  result  of  any  agreement  which  had 
been  come  to  at  the  Congress  at  Paris? 
Whether  the  Turkish  Government   would 
not  be  obliged  to  maintain  fortresses  in  the 
same  position  ? — for  in  the  case  of  a  gua- 
ranteed country  like  Turkey  there  should 
have  been  a  condition  that  the  fortresses 
should  be  maintained.     He  would  also  ask 
whether  any  fortresses  were  to  be  rebuilt 
on  the  right  and  left  bank  of  the  Danube ; 
and  if  so,  by  what  soldiers  they  were  to  be 
garrisoned  ? — for  it  was  of  consequence,  if 
fortresses  were  to   be  maintained    there, 
that  they  should  be  garrisoned  by  troopi 
who   would  be  free   from  the  temptatioa 
of  Russian  intrigue.     There  was  another 
question  to  which  he  was  desirous  of  call- 
ing  the  attention   of    his   noble   Friend. 
With  some  degree  of  hurry  after  the  peace 
was  concluded,  his  noble  Friend  despatched 
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Lord  Wodehouae  to  St.  Petersbnrgh  as 
Minister  from  the  British  Court,  and  that 
noble  Lord  bad  been  there  for  at  least  a 
month  ;  but  never  yet,  to  his  (the  Earl  of 
Malmesbury^s)  knowledge,  nor  h9  believed 
to  the  knowledge  of  any  one  of  their  Lord- 
ships, had  any  Minister  or  representative 
appeared  at  St.  James's  from  the  Rus- 
sian Court.  Now,  without  being  extremely 
punctilious  upon  such  points,  it  was  never- 
theless desirable  that  diplomatic  usages 
should  be  studied  a  little  more  minutely, 
and  that  we  should  not  run  any  risk  of 
jeopardising  Her  Majesty's  dignity  by 
sending  an  envoy  to  Russia  without  ascer- 
taining that  one  was  coming  to  represent 
that  country  in  England.  He  should  like 
to  know,  therefore,  why  no  accredited 
Minister  had  yet  arrived  from  St.  Peters- 
burgh  ;  and  when  he  might  expect  to  see 
the  Court  of  Russia  represented  at  the 
Court  of  Her  Majesty.^ 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON:  I  will 
answer  the  questions  of  my  noble  Friend 
in  the  order  in  which  he  has  put  them.  | 
With  regard  to  the  question  as  to  the  for-  j 
tresses  of  Ismail  and  Reni,  I  cannot  ex- 
actly state  what  has  been  actually  done  as 
to  those  Danubian  fortresses,  because  the 
CommissionerB  appointed  to  settle  the  fron- 
tier of  Moldavia  have  been  occupied  with 
other  business,  and  have  not  yet  been  able 
to  giTe  their  attention  to  the  state  of  those 
fortresses.   I  have  heard  this  morning  from 
St.  Petersburgh  that  there  had  been  no  re- 
port received  there  of  what  had  been  done 
upon  the  subject.     I  have  no  doubt,  how- 
ever,  that  those  fortresses  have  been  dis- 
mantled, and  I  think  it  is  a  very  unusual 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment— a  very  unfortunate  mode  of  in- 
augurating the  peace.     There  were  no  re- 
gular  precautions  taken  or  arrangements 
made   in  the  Treaty  of  Paris  about  the 
manner  in  which  those  fortresses  should  be 
given  up.     I  should  have  considered  it  al- 
most an  affront  to  require  any  explanation 
as  to  the  way  in  which  a  thing  was  to  be 
done  with  regard  to  which  there  could  have 
been    no  difference  of  opinion.     I   under- 
stand the  Russian  Government  to  assert 
that  they  considered  that  they  had  a  right, 
until    the  boundary  of  the  frontier   was 
marked  out,  and  until   the  country  had 
been  given  over  to  the  Allies,  to  demolish 
anj  fortresses  on  the  Danube  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  Allies  had  to  demolish  the 
works   at  Sebastopol.     But  there  is  this 
very   £preat  distinction.     Since  the  peace 
baa  been  signed  nothing  has  been  demo- 


lished by  the  Allies,  nor  any  act  of  aggres- 
sion committed  ;  whereas  the  dismantling 
of  the  fortresses  of  Ismail  and  Reni  took 
place  after  the  peace  was  signed.  We 
being  in  possession  of  Eupatoria,  of  Kin- 
bum,  and,  more  particularly,  of  Eertch, 
we  might,  in  retaliation,  have  destroyed 
all  the  public  works  of  those  places ;  but 
we  considered  that,  as  soon  as  peace  was 
signed,  the  places  became  Russian,  and  it 
would  have  been  dishonourable  on  our  part 
to  meddle  with  those  works  ;  and,  on  the 
same  principle,  we  contend  that  from  the 
moment  the  peace  was  signed  Russia  had 
no  right  to  meddle  with  these  Danubian 
fortresses.  Such,  my  Lords,  is  the  opinion 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  it  has  been  communicated  to  the 
Court  of  Russia ;  but  we  have  as  yet  re- 
ceived no  formal  answer  on  the  subject. 
There  is  another  fortress  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  not  alluded  —  that  of 
Kara  —  concerning  which  I  have  made 
some  inquiry  from  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment. The  answer  which  I  have  received 
is,  that  the  moment  peace  was  signed  an 
Imperial  order  was  sent  to  Ears  directing 
that  nothing  there  should  be  destroyed — 
otherwise  the  destroying  of  the  citadel  of 
that  fortress  would  have  been  an  express 
violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris ;  but  it 
was  stated  that  owing  to  the  disturbed 
state  of  the  country,  those  orders  were  de- 
layed on  the  route,  and  before  they  arrived 
some  destruction  of  the  works  had  already 
taken  place ;  the  moment,  however,  the  Im- 
perial mandate  reached  no  further  damage 
was  done.  There  has  been  a  report  that 
on  a  part  of  the  territory  that  is  to  be 
ceded  to  Moldavia  certain  Crown  lands 
have  been  sold,  and  the  answer  to  an  in- 
quiry on  this  subject  is,  that  some  autho- 
rities were  proceeding  to  sell  Crown  lands, 
but  that  the  Russian  Government  admitted 
that  they  were  no  longer  theirs  to  deal 
with,  and  the  sale  had  been  stopped.  The 
Russian  Government  have  stated  in  the 
strongest  terms  that  their  object  is  to 
carry  on  everything  connected  with  the 
peace  in  the  most  faithful  manner,  and  I 
can  only  hope  that  for  the  future  nothing 
will  occur  to  destroy  the  confidence  which, 
after  peace  has  been  established,  should 
exist  between  the  different  countries.  With 
regard  to  the  arrival  of  the  Russian  Minis- 
ter in  this  country,  I  have  to  say  that  we 
received  an  official  intimation  from  Baron 
Brunow  when  he  came  to  this  country  to 
deliver  a  letter  to  Her  Majesty,  that  Count 
Creptowitch  had  been  appointed  Minister 
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to  this  country.  A  a  he  had  been  so  lon^ 
in  coming,  and  this  country  was  ]eh 
without  a  representative  of  Russia,  which 
WAS  somewhat  disrespectful  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, I  inquired  at  St.  Petersburgh  the 
reason  of  the  delay,  and  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  the  Minister  will  be  here  at 
the  end  of  the  month,  and  that  the  delay 
had  been  the  result  of  unavoidable  causes. 

Ths  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  : 
When  the  Russian  Government  ceded  the 
territory  on  the  left  bank  of  tlie  Pruth,  of 
course  they  ceded  at  the  same  time  the 
fortresses  situated  in  that  territory.  It 
had  been  invariably  the  custom^  so  far  as 
his  memory  went,  when  fortresses  had  been 
ceded,  to  insert  provisions  in  the  treaty 
detailing  the  manner  in  which  they  should 
be  given  up,  and  whether  the  guns,  am- 
munition, archives,  and  plans  should  be  in* 
eluded  ;  and  if  the  noble  Earl  now  com* 
plained  that  Ismail  and  Reni  had  been 
dismantled  the  fault  was  his  own,  for  not 
taking  the  precautions  which  all  Govern- 
ments had  hitherto  adopted  of  making  such 
provisions  as  he  had  referred  to.  He  re- 
gretted that  in  this  instance,  and  in  the 
other  less  important  instance  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred  to,  there  should  be 
the  least  glimmer,  or  the  least  appearance, 
of  any  misunderstanding  between  this 
country  and  Russia  with  regard  to  the 
performance  of  the  treaty. 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON:  The 
noble  Earl's  remarks  are  founded  upon 
the  cases  of  fortresses  which  were  named 
in  the  treaty.  In  this  instance  they  were 
not  named. 

The  Eabl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  : 
Just  so. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  The  not  nam- 
ing  the  fortresses  to  be  surrendered  was, 
in  his  opinion,  an  additional  instance  of 
neglect  on  the  paK  of  the  noble  Earl. 
The  value  of  the  ceded  territory,  in  fact, 
consisted  in  these  fortresses ;  and  the 
omission  to  name  them  is,  I  repeat,  an 
additional  instance  of  negligence  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Earl 
admitted  that  in  this  case  Russia  had 
acted  towards  us,  if  not  with  a  breach  of 
faith,  yet  with  the  breach  of  an  under- 
standing, whilst,  in  another  case,  she  had 
treated  us  with  considerable  discourtesy, 
which  did  not  augur  very  well  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  patched-up  peace  that  had 
been  conclnded.  He  should  be  glad  to 
know,  as  the  noble  Earl  had  received  some 
answer  from  the  Russian  Government  with 
regard  to  his  remonstrances  on  the  subject 
The  Earl  of  Clarendon 


of  Kars,  whether  he  bad  also  reeeired  any 
answer,  and  if  so,  what  answer,  to  his  re- 
monstrances as  to  the  other  fortreases,  Is^ 
mail  and  Reni. 

The  Barl  of  CLARENDON :  I  must 
remind  the  noble  Earl  that  it  was  not  with 
reference  to  these  fortresses  that  the  terri^ 
tory  on  the  banks  of  the  Danube  was  ceded 
by  Russia,  nor  did  they  form  the  moat  im- 
portant part  of  that  territory.  The  ob- 
ject of  that  cession  of  territory  by  the 
"  patched-up  peace,"  as  the  noble  Earl 
terms  it,  hot  which  peace  baa  given  great 
satisfaction  to  the  country,  was  that  Russia 
should  not  have  access  to  the  Danube  by 
the  continued  possession  of  that  territory. 
In  answer  to  the  noble  Earl's  queation,  lie 
begged  to  say  that  he  had  toot  reeeived 
from  the  Russian  Government  any  coo- 
elusive  reply  to  the  communieation  ad- 
dressed to  them  on  the  subject  of  Ismail 
and  Reni. 

CONSOLIDATION  OF  THE  STATUTE  LAW. 
Tbe  LORD  CHANCELLOR  roae,  put^ 
suant  to  notice,  to  call  the  attention  of  tbe 
House  to  the  Second  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners for  Consolidating  tbe  Statute 
Law.  The  subject,  he  said,  was  one  ef 
rather  a  dull  and  uninviting  charaeter,  bat 
he  trusted  that,  considering  its  great  in- 
portance,  their  Lordships  would  allow  hin 
for  a  few  moments  to  occupy  their  attce- 
tion.  It  would  be  in  the  recolleetioo  sf 
some  of  their  Lordships  that,  immediately 
after  the  Session  of  1854,  Her  Majesty 
was  advised  by  the  Government  to  issue 
Her  Commission  to  a  number  of  distin- 
guished legal  functionaries  and  persons 
who  filled  high  stations  in  the  law,  autho- 
rising them  to  Consolidate  the  Statute 
Law,  as  far  as  they  should  consider  it  ad- 
visable, with  power  to  introduce  into  that 
consolidation  any  portion  of  the  eemmoa 
law  of  the  land  which  they  might  think 
necessary  to  make  it  work  smoothly  and 
well.  In  accordance  with  a  anggestiea 
from  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  not  nov 
present  (Lord  Lynd hurst),  it  was  made  an 
instruction  to  the  Commissioners  not  mere- 
ly to  consolidate  the  existing  law  bat  to 
offer  any  recommendation  which  oocorred 
to  them  as  to  an  improved  method  of  fo- 
ture  legislation.  He  need  hardly  say  thst 
the  whole  task  was  one  of  almost  over- 
whelming di£5culty.  The  Statutes  of  this 
realm  were  contained  in  about  forty  quarts 
volumes,  printed,  as  their  Lordships  were 
aware,  in  very  small  type  and  presenlio^ 
the  most  uninviting  aspect*     They  biib- 
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bered  altogether  about  l5,00O.  At  the 
oatBet,  lie  might  observe  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Commission  partook  in  no 
respect  of  a  party  character.  The  first 
point  to  which  the  attention  of  tlie  Com- 
misaioners  (among  whom  were  Lords  Lynd- 
hurst  and  Brougham,  Lord  Campbell, 
Sir  J.  Jervis,  Sir  Frederick  Pollock,  Sir 
James  Parke,  Vice- Chancellor  Page  Wood) 
was  directed  was  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
they  should  proceed.  It  was  suggested 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  sort  of  general 
sketch  of  tho  whole  of  those  Statutes, 
ranged  under  different  heads,  each  of  which 
should  be  consolidated  into  one  or  more 
Stntotes  ;  and  this  was  to  a  certain  extent 
set  on  foot,  but  was  found  to  be  almost 
impracticable.  The  Commissioners  formed 
themselves  into  sub^committees,  and  it  was 
an  instruction  to  one  of  them  to  endeavour 
to  improve  and  simplify  the  language  of 
the  existing  Statutes.  In  the  endeavour, 
however,  to  improve  and  simplify  the  lan- 
guage in  which  these  Statutes  were 
coached,  and  to  introduce  any  portion  of 
the  unwritten  law  which  seemed  necessary, 
auch  extreme  difficulty  was  soon  expe- 
rienced that  the  course  determined  upon 
ivas  to  make  a  general  and  improved  elas- 
0ificatioo,  and  then  to  proceed  to  consoli- 
date under  these  different  heads  the  dif- 
ferent. Statutes.  The  subject  was  divided 
into  criminal  law — law  relating  to  pro- 
perty, and  the  law  relating  to  mercantile 
matters.  That  did  not  exhaust  the  sub- 
ject, but  it  went  a  long  way  to  do  so.  The 
Commissioners  made  a  Report  at  the  end 
of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and 
stated  what  they  had  done ;  the  Bills,  how- 
ever, upon  which  they  were  employed  were 
not  in  a  state  to  be  introduced  to  Parlia- 
ment. They  found  that  their  work  would 
be  useless  unless  an  improved  method  of 
legislation  were  adopted  for  the  future,  for 
otherwise,  very  soon  after  consolidation 
Tras  effected,  the  work  would  have  to  be 
recommenced  and  done  over  again.  In 
their  Report  laid  before  Parliament  last 
Session  they,  therefore,  made  the  following 
flfoggestion^— 

"  We,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  Babmit  to  yoar 
Majesty  that  in  oar  opinion  the  most  effectual 
method  for  influripg  simplicity  and  uniformity  in, 
or  otherwise  improving,  the  form  and  style  of 
Tuture  Statutes,  would  be  the  appointment  of  an 
o€Ocer  or  board,  with  a  suflQcient  staff  of  as- 
sistants, whose  duty  it  should  be— To  advise  on 
the  legal  effect  of  every  Bill  which  either  House 
of  Parliament  should  think  fit  to  refer  to  them, 
and,  in  particular,  on  the  existing  state  of  the 
law  affected  by  the  proposed  Bill,  its  language, 
And  structure,  and  its  operation  on  the  existing 


law ;  and  also  to  point  ont  what  Statutes  it  re- 
peals, alters,  or  modifies ;  and  whether  any  Sta- 
tutes, or  clause  of  Statutes,  on  the  same  subject- 
matter  are  left  unrepealed  or  conflicting  ;  so  that 
the  Ilouse  may  have  at  its  command  the  mate- 
rials which  will  enable  it  to  deal  properly  with  the 
Bill." 

This  subject  was  fally  considered  during  the 
recess,  and  early  in  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament  the  Commtssonera  came  to  the 
unanimous  conclusion  that  the  step  here 
recommended  was  absolutely  necessary,  in 
order  to  put  legislation  upon  a  creditable 
footing  for  the  future.  And  this  is  a 
course  which  the  Government  intend  to  re- 
commend. It  was  necessary,  however,  that 
such  a  course,  if  taken,  should  be  taken 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Commissioners  had  suggested, 
and  the  Government  intended  to  propose, 
the  appointment  of  an  officer  who  should 
perform  with  regard  to  public  Bills  duties  in 
a  great  measure  analogous  to  those  which 
were  performed  for  private  Bills  by  the 
Examiner  of  Private  Bills,  with  this  dif- 
ference, however,  that  he  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
There  was  a  precedent  for  that  in  the 
Examiner  of  Standing  Orders,  who  was 
the  same  individual  for  both  Houses,  and 
was  appointed  by  both  Houses.  Of  course 
it  would  not  be  his  duty  to  interfere  in 
any  way  with  tho  policy  of  Bills,  which  ne- 
cessarily rested  with  the  Legislature.  It 
often  happened,  both  in  Bills  introduced  by 
private  Members  and  by  the  Government 
— there  being  no  person  whose  immediate 
duty  it  was  to  look  into  the  public  Bills  to 
see  how  far  they  harmonised  with  existing 
laws,  how  far  they  clashed  with  current 
legislation,  and  how  far  their  language  was 
such  as  ought  to  be  adopted — that  blun- 
ders crept  in  which  caused  the  greatest 
confusion,  and  often  necessitated  the  re- 
peal of  the  Bills  themselves  in  the  course 
of  the  next  Session.  Scarcely  a  Session 
elapsed  without  an  instance  of  this.  The 
appointment  of  such  an  officer  would  have 
the  beneficial  effect  in  stopping  the  grosser 
part  of  this  evil.  He  had  said  that  the 
Statute-book  contained  15,000  Acts  ;  but 
many  of  them  would  not  be  called  laws 
in  any  other  country ;  for  they  were  mere 
matters  of  regulation.  It  had  always 
been  the  policy  of  this  country  to  refer  to 
the  Legislature  matters  which  in  other 
countries  were  ordinarily  mere  matters 
of  administration,  such  as  the  regulation 
of  the  army  and  navy,  financial  mat- 
ters, local  legislation,  and  the  like.  The 
moment  these  Acts  had  done  their  duty. 
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there  was  no  longer  any  necessity  tbat 
they  shoald  retain  a  place  on  the  Statute- 
book  ;  they  were  merelj  temporary  enact- 
ments, they  laid  down  no  general  rule  of 
conduct,  and  they  were  not  laws  in  the 
proper  meaning  of  the  word.  At  the  be- 
ginning of  this  year  the  Statute  Law  Com- 
mission—one of  whom  was  Mr.  Coulson, 
whose  experience  in  these  matters  was  of 
great  value — had  taken  the  trouble  to  ana- 
lyze the  Acts  passed  last  Session.  They 
were  134  in  number,  and  sixty-eight  of 
them  were  merely  temporary  enactments, 
into  which  nobody  would  ever  need  to  look 
when  they  had  served  the  particular  pur- 
pose for  which  they  were  passed.  Less 
than  one-half  were  laws  properly  so  called. 
In  bulk  the  differeoce  was  greater.  The 
whole  legislation  of  the  Session  occupied 
1,005  pages,  and  of  these  only  226  pages 
were  occupied  by  laws  properly  so  called. 
There  was  now  in  existence  one  classifica- 
tion of  Bills — namely,  their  separation  into 
public  and  private  Bills.  It  had  occurred 
to  the  Commissioners  that  this  classifica- 
tion might  be  carried  much  farther,  by 
separating  the  annual  and  temporary  Acts 
from  the  others.  That  would  reduce  the 
bulk  of  legislation  to  one-third  of  what  it 
would  otherwise  be  ;  and  of  that  third  one- 
third  related  only  to  India  and  the  Colo- 
nies. By  means  of  this  classification  the 
actual  statute  law  would  be  reduced  to  the 
smallest  space.  With  that  view  he  pro- 
posed to  call  attention  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commissioners,  and  the  Go- 
vernment early  next  Session  proposed  to 
establish  such  an  officer  as  he  had  alreadjr 
described,  and  he  hoped  both  Houses  would 
acquiesce  in  the  appointment  of  some  Com- 
mittee, such  as  that  which  existed  with  re- 
gard to  Private  Bills,  who  should  be  in 
communication  with  this  officer.  During 
the  past  Session  a  great  number  of  Bills 
had  been  prepared  by  the  Statute  Law 
Commission,  some  of  which  might  have 
been  laid  before  Parliament,  but  that  he 
himself  had  not  had  time  enough  to  look 
through  them  with  sufficient  care  to  be 
able  so  introduce  them  on  his  official  re- 
sponsibility. Others  had  not  yet  been  re- 
vised by  the  public  departments  to  which 
they  related.  For  instance,  a  Bill  had 
been  prepared  for  the  consolidation  of  the 
whole  law  relating  to  stamps,  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  Board  of  Stamps,  but 
which  could  not,  of  course,  be  laid  before 
Parliament  until  it  had  received  the  altera- 
tions which  that  Board  might  suggest. 
The  consolidation  of  the  criminal  law  had 
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been  undertaken  by  Lord  Wensleydale,  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas. 
Sir  Fitsroy  Kelly,  and  Mr.  Greaves,  who 
had  been  formed  into  a  Committee  for  that 
purpose.  They  found  that  there  were  some 
offences  as  to  which  consolidation  would 
be  inconvenient,  and  even  impraeUcable  in 
a  great  measure.  There  were  a  great  many 
offences  arising  out  of  certain  Acts  done  in 
respect  to  the  Customs,  and  it  was  thought 
that  the  consolidation  of  the  Customs  Acts 
would  be  imperfect  if  it  did  not  contain 
the  criminal  part  as  well  as  the  civil  part. 
Again,  the  same  remark  applied  to  the 
bankrupt  laws : — if  a  bankrupt  did  not 
surrender  he  was  liable  to  serious  penal 
consequences,  but  to  introduce  that  class 
of  offences  into  a  general  measure  relat- 
ing to  crimes  and  punishments  would  have 
induced  the  necessity  of  explaining  the  laws 
with  respect  to  bankruptcy.  Therefore, 
these  two  classes  of  offences  were  omitted 
in  the  Bills  in  question.  Another  class  of 
offences  which  would  not  be  found  in  the 
Bills  were  offences  relating  to  religion. 
There  was  a  number  of  old  statutes  on 
that  subject,  which,  on  consideration,  the 
Commissioners  thought  it  best  at  once  to 
ask  Parliament  to  repeal,  becau^  tliej  re- 
lated to  the  habits  and  usages  of  a  bygone 
day.  In  some  instances  these  Acts  would 
now  almost  excite  a  smile,  and,  as  much 
time  would  be  required  to  consolidate  all 
the  statutes  on  this  subject,  that  part  of 
the  business  stood  over,  and  was  not  em- 
braced by  the  Bills  he  was  now  speaking 
of.  .  With  these  exceptions,  the  Statute 
Law  Commissioners  hsd  comprehended  in 
six  statutes  all  the  law  relating  to  indict- 
able offences,  classed  under  the  heads  of 
offences  of  high  treason,  of  offences  against 
public  justice,  against  the  person,  of  lar- 
ceny and  theft,  of  malicious  injury  to  pro- 
perty, and  of  forgery,  which  he  now  laid 
upon  their  Lordships*  table.  Besides  these, 
there  was  embodied  in  another  short  Bill 
all  the  Acts  relating  to  the  law  with  re- 
gard to  principal  and  accessory  in  criminal 
cases,  and  in  an  eighth  Bill  was  consoli- 
dated all  the  Acts  relating  to  criminal  pro- 
cedure ou  indictments,  juries,  dsc.  These 
measures,  the  Commissioners  believed,  em- 
bodied all  the  enactments  of  forty  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  portions  of  150  others, 
and  from  his  own  inspection  of  them,  be 
believed  that  they  did  all  that  they  pro- 
fessed to  do.  It  was  necessary  for  him  to 
add  that,  after  all,  unless  these  Bills  were 
taken,  be  would  not  say  absolutely  on 
trust,  but  much  more  so  than  was  done 
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with  Fenpect  (o  an  ordinarj  Bill  introduced 
for  the  first  time,  coosolidatioD  woald  be- 
come ii^ipossible.     He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  oversights  might  not  have  been  com- 
mitted, bat  thej  might  afterwards  be  re- 
medied.    It  would   be  for  Parliament  to 
decide  whether,  on  looking^  over  some  por- 
tion of  the  measures,  it  was  satisfied  with 
the  diligence  bestowed  on  them,  and  would 
not,  therefore,  subject  them  to  that  strict 
investigation  which  an  entirely  new  enact- 
ment would  require.     In  order  to  justify 
such  a  demand  on  the  confidence  of  Par- 
liament, a  short  report  would  accompany 
each  Bill,  pointing  out  any  slight  altera- 
tion in  the  existing  law  whenever  it  was 
found  absolutely  necessary  to  make  such 
alteration.     The  rule  which  the  Commis- 
aioners  laid  down  for  their  guidance  in 
framing  these  Bills  was  to  make  no  change 
in  the  law,  but  in  some  few  cases  it  had 
been  foond  that  that  rule  could  not  be  ad- 
hered to.     It  had  also  been  an  object  with 
iiie  Commissioners  to  maintain,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  the  language  of  the  Acts  they 
consolidated  ;  but  inasmuch  as  they  found 
that  the  same  offences  were  described  some- 
times in  one  set  of  words,  and  at  others  in 
another,  they  had  adopted  that  set  of  words 
which  they  thought  the  best,  and  adhered 
to  it  throughout.     At  present  the  written 
laws  of  the  country  extended  over  forty 
volumes,  and  embraced  some  15,000  Acts 
of  Parliament.  The  Commissioners  thought 
that  the  whole  might  be  reduced  to  about 
300   (some  were  sanguine  enough  to  say 
250)  statutes,  which  might  all  be  brought 
within  the  compass  of  three  or  four  mode- 
rate-sixed  volumes.     He  would  now  lay 
the   Bills  on  their  Lordships*  table;   but 
ho  proposed  to  go  no  further  with  them 
than  the  first  reading  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  to  leave  them  to  be  considered 
during  the  recess. 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  then  pre- 
sented  the  following  Bill 


A  Bill  for  coDsolidating  the  Statute  Law  of 
England  relating  to  Oriminal  Procedure  by  In- 
dictment [Criminal  Procedure  Bill].  A  Bill  for 
consolidating  the  Statute  Law  of  England  re- 
lating to  Aeeesaories  to  and  Abettors  to  Indiot- 
able  Oflbnoes  [Acoewories,  4c.  Bill].  A  Bill  for 
consolidating  the  Statute  Law  of  England  re- 
lating to  Indictable  Offences  of  a  Public  Nature 
[OtTenoes  of  a  Public  Nature  Bill].  A  Bill  for 
consolidating  the  Statute  Law  of  England  re- 
latiog  to  Indictable  Offences  against  Her  Migesty 
the  Queen  and  iler  GoTemment  [Treason  and 
Ofl'ences  against  the  State  Bill].  A  Bill  for  con- 
Bolidating  the  Statute  Law  of  England  relating  to 
Indict  able  Offences  by  Forgery  [Forgery  Bill].  A 
BiU  far  oonsoltdating  the  Statnu  Law  of  England 
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relating  to  Indictable  Offences  against  Property 
by  malicious  Injuries  [Malicious  fijuries  to  Pro- 
perty Bill].  A  Bill  for  consolidating  the  Statute 
I^aw  of  England  relating  to  Indictable  Offences 
against  Property  by  Lurceny  and  other  Offences 
connected  therewith  [Offences  against  Property 
Bill].  A  Bill  for  consolidating  the  Statute  Law 
of  England  relating  to  indictable  Offences  against 
the  Person  [Offences  against  the  Person  Bill], 

Which  were  severally  read  1»  : — 

FORMATION,  Ac,  OF  PARISHES  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  he 
put  into  a  Committee,  and  for  Standing 
Orders,  No.  37  and  38,  to  he  eonsidered 
in  Order  to  their  heing  dispensed  with, 
read :  Said  Standing  Orders  considered 
and  dispensed  ioiih  :  House  in  Committee 
aeoordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  8  agreed  <o. 

LoBD  PORTMAN  moved  the  omission 
of  Clause  9,  which  empowered  a  Bishop, 
upon  application  from  the  minister  or 
churchwardens  df  a  church,  to  direct  that  a 
portion,  not  exceeding  one-half,  of  the  alms 
or  voluntary  contributions  collected  in  the 
church  or  otherwise  during  the  year,  should 
be  applicable  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
minister  and  service  of  such  church.  His 
Lordship  said  that  this  power  to  authorise 
the  Bishop  to  divide  the  alms  collected  at 
the  offertory  for  the  poor  or  for  other  pur* 
poses  was  fonnded  upon  a  totally  new  prin- 
ciple, to  which  he  entertained  serious  ob- 
jections. Those  persons  who  had  contri- 
buted money  for  any  particular  charitable 
object  would  not  like  to  see  it  applied,  un* 
der  the  authority  of  the  Bishop,  for  an  en- 
tirely different  object.  Take,  as  an  exam- 
ple, this  case — a  minister  is  in  want  of 
money,  he  obtains  the  aid  of  a  very  popu*- 
lar  preacher,  and  asks  for  alms  for  a 
charity  for  the  blind.  The  topic  is  one 
to  arouse  the  feelings  of  every  one — a 
large  sum  is  contributed  —  the  minister 
applies  to  the  Bishop  to  divide  the  alms  of 
the  year,  and  thus  obtains  a  considerable 
sum  which  was  intended  for  the  blind. 
This  scheme  is  a  part  of  the  new  so-called 
**  Sacerdotal  system,"  and  requires  to  be 
checked.  He  feared  that  the  clause  would 
either  cause  great  discord  between  the 
minister  and  his  congregation,  or  else  put 
an  end  to  almsgiving  in  churches  alto- 
gether. As  it  is  necessary  to  make  any 
Amendments  before  the  question  on  the 
whole  elaase  ia  put,  he.wonld  wait  until 
the  alterations  about  to  be  proposed  were 
diseussed,  and  at  the  right  time  he  would 
move  to  omit  the  whole  clause,  for  if  this 
principle  is  once  admitted  it  will  be  ap- 
applied  to  all  tbo  parishea  of  the  kingdom, 
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though  it  18  pretended  that  it  is  only  to  be 
applied  in  certain  special  cases. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
that  the  clause  was  in  the  Bill  when  it 
came  up  from  the  other  House  ;  but  he  did 
not  like  it  then  and  he  did  not  like  it  now. 
It  had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill  in 
the  Commons,  where  it  was  adopted  with- 
out a  division ;  and  although  he  did  not 
like  it  he  did  not  intend  to  opposo  it, 
because  there  were  conflicting  parties  in 
the  Church,  and  tho  introduction  of  the 
clause  had  tended  to  produce  a  harmony 
of  feeling  and  to  secure  the  pasting  of  the 
Bill  through  the  Hous^. 

The  Marqubsb  of  SALISBURY  sug- 
gested an  Amendment  which  would  meet 
the  difficulty — namely,  to  add  after  the 
words  "  or  otherwise  "  in  the  last  line  but 
one  the  words,  "not  collected  for  any 
special  purpose." 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  strongly 
objected  to  the  clause.  If  it  were  per- 
mitted that  the  money  collected  in  the 
church  should  be  appropriated  to  other 
purposes,  without  any  person  being  eon* 
suited  but  the  minister  or  the  churchwar- 
den, people  would  withhold  their  alms  and 
the  poor  would  sufl'er.  No  aid  was  so  grate- 
fully received  or  so  usefully  distributed  as 
the  money  collected  at  the  offertory,  which 
was  distributed  by  the  clergy,  who  gene- 
rally accompanied  the  gift  with  kindly  and 
useful  advice.  He  advised  their  Lordships 
to  leave  the  arrangements  for  the  minister 
to  depend  upon  the  spontaneous  good  will 
of  the  parishioners.  The  proposal  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
would  meet  a  peculiar  phase  of  the  objec- 
tion, but  would  not  cover  the  whole  of  the 
case. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  thought  it  right 
to  remind  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just 
sat  down,  and  those  other  nohle  Lords 
who  were  not  present  on  the  Committee, 
that  this  clause  must  be  considered,  not 
on  its  own  merits,  but  as  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  another  clauae.  Considerable 
objection  had  been,  in  the  first  instance, 
taken  to  the  third  clause ;  and  that  clause 
was  postponed  till  the  Committee  came  to 
the  consideration  of  Clause  No.  9.  In  all 
previous  legislation  on  this  subject,  it  was 
required  that  where  a  district  church  was 
proposed  to  be  established,  there  should  be 
a  certain  positive  endowment  of  £150  a 
year  guaranteed  in  the  first  instance.  But 
it  was  obvious  that  in  populous  parishes 
ihat  would  be  found  to  be  a  very  poor 
provision  for  the  clergyman ;  and  by 
JLord  Portman 


Clause  3  of  the  present  Bill  tbere  was 
a  waiving  of  that  preliminary  provision 
of  an  endowment  of  £150  ;  but  to  meet 
that  state  of  things  Clause  9  was  intro- 
duced, for  the  purpose  of  providing  that 
wherever  the  endowment  did  not  exceed 
£200,  there  s^ioold  be  this  power  of 
applying  one-half  the  voluntary  collec- 
tions to  the  maintenance  of  the  clergy- 
man and  the  service  of  the  Church.  Tiiis 
Bill  had  been  most  carefully  and  delibe- 
rately considered  by  the  other  House.  It 
had  gone  through  a  Select  Committee 
there,  and  had  come  up  to  their  Lord- 
ships' House  recommended  by  a  lai^ 
majority.  It  was  a  measure  which  most 
be  taken  as  a  compromise  between  persons 
entertaining  different  views  in  regard  to 
Church  property.  The  Bill  had  also  been 
sent  before  a  Select  Committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  wh<r  had  given  the 
nieasare  their  most  earefal  attention. 
Such  being  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  Bill  now  appeared  before  them, 
he  thought  they  would  be  hardly  dealing 
fairly  with  the  House  of  Commooa  if,  at 
the  present  period  of  the  Session,  they 
made  snch  an  Amendment  in  the  BiU  as 
would  endanger  its  passage  through  Par- 
liament. He,  therefore,  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  view  the  measure  as  a  whole, 
and  not  reject  the  clause  immediately 
under  consideration.  He  did  not  think 
the  clause  unreasonable  in  itself,  but  was 
prepared  to  accede  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  noble  Friend  near  him  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisburv). 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  opposed 
the  clause,  which  he  considered  the  most 
objectionable  feature  of  the  BilL  The 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess  did 
not  go  far  enough  to  remove  his  objec- 
tion. He  should  move  to  omit  the  word 
'*  or,"  between  the  words  "  minister  and 
churchwardens,"  for  the  purpose  6i  in- 
serting **  and ;"  for  although  he  was  op- 
posed to  the  whole  clause,  he  was  anjious, 
if  it  could  not  be  omitted,  to  make  it  less 
obnoxious  by  making  the  application  to 
depend  on  the  actions  of  the  minister  and 
both  the  churchwardens,  one  of  wbom 
would  represent  the  parish. 

The  Eahl  of  WICKLOW  thought  that 
the  clause  was  calculated  to  check  paro- 
chial charities  in  all  places  where  the  Bill 
applied. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he 
knew  many  instances  in  which  the  church 
could  not  be  supported  at  all  if  a  portioa 
of  the  collections  were  not  carried  to  the 
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use  of  the  minister.  He  did  not  think 
such  an  appropriation  could  have  a  re- 
pressing effect  upon  charity.  Although 
the  clause  was  a  new  clause,  yet  it  was 
a  eorrelstive  of  the  novelty  of  the  whole 
Bill  itself,  and  was  an  attempt  to  meet  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  populations  in  new 
and  ill-provided  districts  by  voluntary  con- 
tributions. He  regarded  the  clause  as 
absolutely  necessary  to  the  Bill,  and  if  it 
was  omitted  he  must  withdraw  his  support 
of  the  measure. 

The  EiiBL  op  HAKROWBY  could  see 
no  necessity  for  mixing  up  two  objects — 
the  support  of  the  clergy  and  the  assist- 
ance of  the  poor.  He  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  leave  persons  to  contribute  to 
either  without  forcing  them  to  contribute 
to  the  other,  whether  they  intended  or 
not.  He  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
withdraw  the  clause. 

After  a  few  words  of  explanation  from 
the  Bishop  of  Oxford  and  the  Earl  of 
Derby, 

On  Question,  that  the  word  *'  or  "  stand 
part  of  the  clatise,  their  Lordships  dt- 
vided  .-—Content  20  ;  Not  Content  20. 

As  the  rule  of  the  House  is,  that  when 
the  division  is  equal,  it  passes,  pro  ne- 
ffante,  the  word  *'  or  "  was  omitted. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  then  mov- 
ed to  insert  the  word  '*  and." 

Their  Lordships  again  divided  : — Con- 
tent 20 ;  Not  Content  20. 

The  word  *'  and  "  was  not  isserted. 

Lord  PORT  MAN  then  said,  as  the 
clause  is  now  made  nonsense,  he  advised 
the  House  to  reject  the  whole  clause,  and 
not  be  alarmed  by  the  threat  of  the  Bi- 
shop of  Oxford,  as  the  Bill  will  pass  with- 
out the  clause,  and  in  spite  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate.  He  ventured  to  correct  Lord 
Derby  as  to  the  history  of  the  clause  in 
the^  House  of  Commons.  It  was  inserted 
at  a  late  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  was  quite 
vnlcnown  to  almost  all  the  House,  and  was, 
in  fact,  a  surprise.  The  Select  Committee 
of  their  Lordships  had  differed  on  the 
clause. 

Their  Lordships  then  divided  on  the 
Question,  **  That  the  clause  stand  part  of 
the  Bill."— Content  20  ;  Not  Content  22 : 
Hajority  2. 

The  clause  was  consequently  struck  out. 

Other  Amendments  made :  Moved,  That 
the  Report  of  the  Amendments  be  now 
received ;  objected  to ;  and  after  short 
Debate,  agreed  to.  Amendments  reported 
Accordingly ;   and  Bill  to  be  read  a*  To- 

tnOTTOIO. 
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Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading 
read. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3^ 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  moved,  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day  three 
months.  No  Amendment  had  been  intro- 
duced to  remove  the  objections  which  he 
entertained  to  the  measure ;  the  corre- 
spondence which  had  been  presented  was 
of  a  most  meagre  character,  and  afforded 
but  little  information  as  to  the  negotiation 
which  had  taken  place ;  and,  believing  still 
that  too  much  of  condition  was  attached  ta 
the  retirement  of  the  two  right  rev.  Pre< 
lates,  that  the  Bill  was  therefore  of  a 
simoniacal  character,  and  that  both  politi- 
cally and  as  regarded  the  Church,  the 
worst  consequences  might  be  apprehended 
from  it,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
not  allow  it  to  pass  a  third  reading. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  **  now,'' 
and  insert  ''this  Day  Three  Months." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  protestecl 
that  there  had  been  no  negotiation  what" 
ever.  When  his  right  rev.  Friend  (the 
Bishop  of  Oxford)  moved  for  the  produc- 
tion of  this  correspondence,  he  said  that' 
he  believed  there  were  only  two  letters  on 
the  subject  from  the  Bishop  of  London, 
and  but  one  from  the  Bishop  of  Durham, 
and  that  he  did  not  know  even  whether 
there  was  any  answer  by  letter  on  the  part 
of  the  Treasury.  Of  negotiation  there  had 
been  none.  It  was  perfectly  true  that,  at 
a  late  period  last  year,  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  did, 
either  verbally  or  by  letter,  inform  hit 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Bishop  of 
Durham  to  resign  ;  but  nothing  approach- 
ing to  negotiation,  and  not  one  word  of 
intercourse  ever  took  place  on  the  subject, 
as  he  believed,  until  the  letter  of  the 
Bishop  of  Durham  which  appeared  in  the 
correspondence. 

The  Earl  of  DERBT  said,  he  most 
take  leave  to  remind  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  that  on  a  former  occasion  he  had 
himself  stated  that  there  had  been  no  ne- 
gotiation; but  the  correspondence  no# 
produced  showed  that  negotiation  there 
had  been.  As  to  the  correspondence,  per- 
haps their  Lordships  might  be  in  posses- 
sion of  the  whole  of  that  which  had  taken 
place  with  regard  to  the  see  of  London, 
but  it  was  not  possible  that  all  had  been 
published  relative  to  the  Bishop  of  Dor- 
ham.   Why,  there  was  not  even  the  simplff 
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ackfiowlcdgmeni  on  the  part  of  tbe  Prime 
Minister  of  the  proposition  made  to  him,  of 
his  assent  to  it,  or  of  the  course  which  the 
Government  intended  to  pursue.  There 
was  only  a  letter  from  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late, in  which  he  stated  that  he  was  ready 
to  resign  upon  the  assurance  from  the 
Government  that  there  would  he  guaran- 
teed to  him  an  allowance  of  £4,500  a 
year.  Now,  he  (tbe  Earl  of  Derby)  pre- 
sumed that  that  assurance  had  been  given 
to  the  right  rer.  Prelate.  Unless,  there- 
fore, this  was  a  note  got  up  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  laid  before  Parliament,  there 
must,  ho  apprehended^  be  some  further 
correspondence.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  now  declared  that  there  had  been  no 
negotiation,  but  what  did  this  letter  say  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  denied 
having  said  that  there  had  been  no  nego- 
tiation. What  be  meant  to  convey  was, 
that  there  bad  been  none  except  what  ap- 
peared from  the  correspondence. 

Thb  Earl  op  DERBY:  Their  Lord- 
ships had  been  told  the  other  day  that 
there  was  no  negotiation  whatever,  that 
the  resignation  was  a  spontaneous  act  on 
the  one  part  and  was  so  accepted  on  tbe 
other.  Now,  tho  Bishop  of  Durham  him- 
self stated  that  he  could  have  wished  to 
name  a  later  date  for  his  resignation,  but 
that  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Chiches- 
ter) informed  him  that  this  might  be  in- 
convenient to  tbe  Government,  and  he 
therefore  acquiesced.  Tbe  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham, for  the  sake  of  the  convenience  of 
tho  Government,  having  thus  consented  to 
give  up  his  see  on  the  1st  of  August,  al- 
though it  would  be  inconvenient  to  him  to 
leave  the  palace  by  that  day,  the  noble 
Earl  having  informed  him  that  a  later  day 
than  the  first  of  August  would  be  incon- 
venient to  the  Government — [The  Earl  of 
Chighestbr:  I  did  not  tell  him  that  or 
anything  of  the  kind.]  Well,  the  Bishop 
of  Durham  said  so,  at  ajy  rate.  Here 
were  the  papers  put  in  in  justification  of 
the  course  taken  by  tbe  Government ;  and 
this  correspondence,  he  maintained,  showed 
a  distinct  negotiation  in  order  to  consult 
the  convenience  of  the  Government,  and 
then  it  suited  those  who  entered  into  the 
negotiation  to  say  that  this  was  not  a  cor- 
rect representation  of  what  took  place. 

The  Earl  of  CHICHESTER  explained 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was  under  some 
misapprehension; — he  bad  had  no  autho- 
rity from  the  Government  to  negotiate  with 
the  Bishop  of  Durham;  he  had  merely 
visited  him  as  a  friend  to  whom  he  had 
The  Earl  of  Derby 
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mentioned  his  wish  to  retire.  By 
venient"  he  did  not  allude  at  all  to  the 
convenience  of  the  Government;  but  he 
had  used  the  word  in  the  sense  only  of  its 
not  being  creditable  to  his  own  character 
to  delay  his  resignation  beyond  the  day 
which  was  fixed  for  the  resignation  of  the 
Bishop  of  London. 

TuE  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  it  did  not 
appear  from  this  correspondence  that  any 
day  whatever  had  been  fixed  for  the  resig- 
nation of  the  Bishop  of  London. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  be  bad 
voted  for  tho  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
not  because  he  thought  it  was  a  good  mea- 
sure, but  upon  the  faith  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  statement  that  the  greatest 
possible  inconvenience  would  arise  to  the 
public  if  it  did  not  pass.  He  was  led  to 
believe  that  the  two  dioceaei  were  safier* 
ing  from  the  illness  of  their  Bishops ;  but, 
on  tho  declaration  of  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site, that  he  had  the  authority  of  tho 
Bishop  of  Durham  for  stating  that  his 
diocese  bad  not  suffered  in  the  least  from 
his  absence,  he  could  not  believe  that,  so 
far  aa  that  diocese  was  concerned,  there 
was  any  great  urgency  in  the  case.  It 
would  have  been  very  much  better  to  pro-, 
ceed  by  a  general  measure,  and  he  was 
afraid  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill  would 
retard  the  introduction  of  such  a  general 
measure.  They  might  have  followed  tbe 
example  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Choreh  in. 
this  particular  by  appointing  coadjutors  or 
suffragan  Bishops,  whose  incomes  might 
have  been  provided  out  of  the  revenues  of 
the  respective  dioceses.  His  original  ob- 
jections to  tho  Bill  were  very  much  in- 
creased by  a  perusal  of  the  correspondence. 
The  transaction  might  not  amount  legally 
to  simony  ;  but,  looking  to  the  meaning  of 
the  word,  for  a  Bishop  to  offer  to  place  bis 
see  in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  ou  con- 
dition of  being  secured  a  certain  income 
by  law  was  as  much  simony  as  anything 
possibly  could  be.  The  present  was  a  very 
good  time  for  considering  the  expediency 
of  dividing  the  diocese  of  London.  There 
were  two  cathedrals,  two  deans,  two  epis- 
copal residences,  and,  above  all,  an  ample 
revenue.  Having  voted  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  he  should  not  now  oppose  it,  bat 
should  refrain  altogether  from  voting. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWfiY  defended 
the  measure,  with  respect  to  which  do 
more  negotiation  had  taken  place  than 
had  occurred  if  any  other  course  had  been 
taken.  If  a  general  measure  had  been 
brought  forward  tho  same  process — aimo- 
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niacal  though  it  might  be  —  must  ha?o 
been  followed.  Communications  must  have 
been  entered  into  with  the  Bishops  to  as- 
certain what  provision  thej  would  require, 
and  the  Legislature  would  have  been  called 
on  to  enact  it  in  the  same  manner. 

The  Duke  op   SOMERSET  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  this  Bill  involved  an 
act  of  simony  or  not ;  but  this  he  did  know 
— that  when  the  Bill   got  down   to  the 
other  House,  it  would  be  designated  bj  a 
much  stronger  name  than  **  simony."     It 
would  be  looked  on  there  as  a  bargain  be- 
tween the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Bishops, 
by  which  they,  for  a  consideration,  placed 
their  sees  in  his   hands  —  and  for   such 
transactions  they  had  a  strong  name  there, 
which  they  would  not  hesitate  to  apply. 
The  allowances  stipulated  for  were  £6,000 
11  year  in  the  one  case,  and  £4,500  in  the 
other.     Suppose  the  House  of  Commons 
should  decline  to  ratify  this  bargain,  and 
should  reduce  the  allowances  to  £3,000 
a  year  in  both  cases,  what  a  position  the 
Government  would  be  placed  in.     Their 
Lordships  had  become  a  party  to  the  con- 
tract and  must  reject  the  compromise  of 
the  Commons.     Of  what  avail,  then,  were 
all  the  protestations  they  had  heard  ns  to 
the  necessity  of  this  measure  to  avoid  a 
scandal  in  the  Church  ?     This  was  one  of 
the  worst  measures  which  had  ever  been 
laid  before  Parliament,  because  it  singled 
out  two  individuals — who  had  always  been 
looked  upon  with  great  jealousy  in  certain 
quarters  on  account  of  their  large  income, 
and  he  was  astonished  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  send  such  a  scheme  down  to 
the  other  House   to   encounter  the  rude 
treatment  of  Radicals  and  Church  reform- 
ers.    It  should  have  been  a  general  mea- 
sure intended  to  meet  all  cases. 

The  Eabl  of  POWIS  thought  the  Bi- 
shops  had  had  but  scant  justice  done  them 
in   this  debate.     If  they  bad   expressed 
their  willingness  to  appoint  suffragan  Bi- 
shops, and  to  pay  them  the  income  which 
was  to  be  paid  to  their  successors,  every 
one  would  have  said  that  they  had  done 
well ;  but  what  they  had  done  was  even 
more  disinterested.     The  noble  Duke  had 
stated  that  when  the  Bill  went  down  to 
the  other  House  it  would  be  said  there 
that  the  Minister  had  been  bargaining  for 
two  bishoprics,  and  he  thought  that  the 
proposition  of  a  general   measure  would 
bave  been  more  advisable.     Now,  if  that 
coarse    had    been  followed  the   Minister 
w^oald  have  been  accused  of  taking  advan- 
tage of  the  particular  circumstances  of  two 


bishoprics  to  introduce  a  measure  giving 
him  the  reversionary  appointment  of  a 
large  number  of  Bishops.  He  conceived 
that  much  of  the  feeling  which  had  been 
excited  in  respect  to  the  Bill  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  attempt  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack  to  press  it 
to  a  second  reading  at  a  time  when  the 
printed  copies  of  the  measure  had  not  been 
distributed,  and  when  their  Lordships  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  knowing  it  was 
to  come  on. 

Viscount  DUNGANNON  looked  on  the 
Bill  as  establishing  a  most  inconvenient 
and  dangerous  precedent.  The  measure 
was  derogatory  to  the  Churcii,  and  the 
correspondence  laid  on  the  table  proved 
that  there  had  been  a  bargain. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  that  the 
!  discussion  on  the  Bill  had  not  removed  his 
objections  to  it.   The  whole  course  of  this 
debate  showed  how  unwise  it  was  to  make 
this  a  matter  of  individual  legislation,  for 
owing  to  these  two  particular  Sees  being 
dealt  with  in  this  way,  every  person  who 
spoke  on  the  subject,  however  careful  he 
might  be,  ran  the  risk  of  having  his  state- 
ments turned  into   personal  imputations. 
The  Government  were  said  to  be  acjtuated 
by  a  desire  to  obtain  patronage,  and  the 
Bishops  by  a  craving   for  money  allow- 
ances ;  and  by  this  means  the  discussion 
partook   of  a  character  which  a  general 
measure  would  have  avoided.     Simony,  if 
their  Lordships  looked   into  the  law  re- 
specting it,  would  be  found  to  have  two 
aspects.     The  expression  of  an  intention 
to  engage  in  a  corrupt   bargain   was  ai> 
evil  of  the  deepest  dye.     Now,  he  at  once 
and   altogether  acquitted  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  in  question  and  those  who  brought 
in  the  present  Bill,  of  the  slightest  ten- 
dency to  an  intention  to  commit  that  moral 
evil,  and  he  acquitted  the  Government  of 
any  wrong  intention  to  grasp  at  patronage 
— on  the  contrary,  he  was  convinced  that 
they  were  all  actuated  by  a  sincere  con- 
viction that  the  Bill  was  necessary  for  the 
good  of  the  State  and  the  interest  of  the 
Church.  But  there  was  not  only  the  moral 
aspect  of  simony  ;    there  was,  over  and 
above,  the  legal  aspect.     Now,  the  present 
Bill  did,  in  the  most  direct  way,  pass  a 
peculiar  privilegium  or  indemnity  for  the 
commission  of  the  legal  offence  of  simony. 
The  legal  offence  was  stated  by  31  EHjit, 
c.  6,  to  consist  in  *•  corruptly  taking  for 
or  in  respect  of  resigning  or  exchanging 
the  same  directly  or  indirectly  any  pension 
or  reward  whatever.*'    [A  Noble  Lord  : 
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Tes— oorroptly  taking.]  Yes,  the  word 
''  corruptly  '  was  certainly  used,  but  it 
was  the  bargain  and  not  tlie  incentive  to 
it  that  was  declared  to  be  corrupt — the 
thing  done  and  not  the  motive  that 
actuated ;  and  thus  this  Bill  was  a  viola- 
tion of  the  letter  as  well  as  of  the  spirit  of 
the  law.  A  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
pointed  out  to  him  that  the  preamble  of 
the  Bill  recited  falsely  the  correspondence 
on  which  it  professed  to  be  founded,  and 
observed  that  these  words,  "  Whereas  tho 
aaid  Bishops  on  relinquishing  the  income 
to  which  they  are  entitled  in  respect  of 
their  Sees  are  willing  to  receive  the  an- 
nual sums  hereinafter  provided  for  them 
during  their  lives,"  &c.,  had  no  counter- 
part in  the  correspondence,  there  being  no 
expression  of  a  willingness,  after  resigna- 
tion, to  accept  those  sums.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had,  therefore,  drawn  up  cer- 
tain words  to  be  inserted  instead  of  the 
words  now  in  tho  preamble,  and  they  were 
to  the  following  effect : — 

*<  Whereas  the  said  Bishop  of  London,  on  being 
■eoured  during  his  life  the  clear  annuitj  of  £6,000, 
and  the  Bishop  of  Darham,  on  the  assuraooe  that 
an  allowance  cf  £4,520  would  be  granted  to  him, 
4to.,  were  willing  to  resign." 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  observed,  that 
the  words  now  in  the  Bill  showed  a  shrink- 
ing from  putting  into  plain  English  the 
direct  bargain  which  the  •  words  implied, 
and  being  obliged  to  leave  the  House,  he 
asked  whether  he  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford) 
would  move  his  Amendment.  He  objected, 
then,  to  this  Bill,  for  the  reasons  he  had 
just  stated  ;  and,  secondly,  because  he 
objected  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill  for  two 
of  his  own  order,  making  a  penal  law  not 
applicable  to  their  future  acts,  and  because 
it  placed  the  Bishops  on  a  different  footing 
from  the  rest  of  the  Ministry — from  rec- 
tors, vicars,  and  other  spiritual  persons  of 
the  Church.  He  felt  this  to  be  an  insu- 
perable objection.  In  what  an  invidious 
position  would  the  Bishops  be  placed  if 
they  were  called  upon  to  enforce  the  law 
against  the  clergy,  they  being  at  the  same 
time  a  privileged  class,  exempt  from  the 
penalties  of  that  law.  As  one  of  the  class 
proposed  to  be  so  privileged  he  rejected 
their  offer.  Let  the  law  of  simony  be 
dealt  with  as  a  whole ;  let  this  privilege, 
if  it  must  be  created,  extend  to  those  of 
the  clergy  who  led  lives  of  hardship  and 
want,  and  who  required  it  far  more  than 
the  Bishops ;  but,  for  the  sake  of  everj 
class  in  the  Church,  let  them  not  pass  for 
the  highest  rank  in  the  clergy  a  relaxation 

The  Bishop  of  Oxford 


from  which  the  lower  ranks  were  to  derive 
no  benefit.     There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attention.     By   the   9   Oeo,  IV.,    c.  94, 
rectors  and  vicnrs  were  allowed  to  resign 
in  favour  of  certain  near  relations  of  the 
patron,  without  incurring  the  penalties  of 
simony ;   but  a  special  provision  was  in- 
serted, preventing  that  privilege  from  be- 
ing exercised  when  the  living  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Crown.   What,  then,  became 
of  the  argument,  that  they  might  deal  with 
this  case  safely  because  the  Crown  was  the 
patron  ?   The  Bill  went  right  against  the 
stream  of  precedent.     It  had  been  argued 
that,  as  it  was  manifest  that  there  was  no 
corruption  in  this  case,  as  a  necessary  con- 
sequence there  could  be  no  simony.     But 
by  the  law  of  simony,  although  botli  clerk 
and  patron  were  ignorant  of  the  transac- 
tion, and  no  corruption  could  therefore  be 
attributed  to  them,  yet  if  any  other  party 
were  cognisant  of  an  arrangement  whereby 
money  was  to  pass  in  consequence  of  the 
resignation  of  the  benefice,  the  clerk  would 
lose  the  benefice  and  never  again  be  capa* 
hie  of  presentation  to  it;  and  the  patron 
would  lose   his  patronage  for  that   tnro 
which  would  vest  in  the  Crown.  Although, 
therefore,  there  was  in  this  ease  the  most 
perfect  purity  —  an  almost  heroic  purity 
upon  everything  relating  to  money,  on  the 
part  of  his  right  rev.  Friend — althougli  it 
was  perfectly  impossible  that  his  right  rev. 
Friend  could  have  dirtied  his  hands  by  any 
arrangement  advantageous  to  himac'lf,  but 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
still,  according  to  law,  there  remained  a 
stain  of  simony  upon  the  whole  transac- 
tion which  they  were  endeavouring  by  this 
Act  to  remove.  He  was  anxious  that  their 
Lordships  should  understand  the  full  force 
of  the  words  in  his  right  rev.  Friend's  let- 
ter— '*  if  allowed  by  law."     He  had  rea- 
son for  saying  that  the  meaning  of  tbose 
words  was  : — "  If  the  general  law  you  are 
about  to  introduce  allows  you,  then  deal 
with  my  case."     He  did  not  impute,  and 
he   never  had   imputed,   to  the  Govern- 
ment, any  attempt  to  deceive  his  right  rev. 
Friend ;  but  he  did  believe,  upon  his  con- 
science, that  they  were  holding  his  right 
rev.  Friend  to  a  bargain  which  he  had 
made  under  a  view  of  the  case  different 
from  that  which  they  had  taken.     He  be- 
lieved that  his  right  rev.  Friend  had  leamt 
from  him  as  soon  as  from  any  one  the 
nature  of  the  Bill.     His  right  rev.  Friend 
had  asked  him  what  was  being  done  with 
the  general  measure;  he  replied,  that  it 
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had  been  sent  back  to  the  Goveniment, 
and  there  waa  reason  to  expect  the  Go- 
yemroent  would  introduce  it ;  and  his  right 
rer.  Friend  also  received  information  upon 
what  he  thought  sufficient  authority,  al- 
though certainly  not  from  a  Member  of 
the  Gorernment,  that  a  general  measure 
was  within  twenty-four  hours  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  In  consequence  of  that 
expectation,  ho  used  the  words  "  if  allowed 
by  law"  in  his  letter,  expressing  his  will- 
ingness to  do  this  act,  if  he  could  do  it 
under  the  general  measure.  Before  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Bill,  they  ought  therefore 
.to  ascertain  whether  his  right  rev.  Friend 
desired  that  it  should  pass,  now  the  gene- 
ral measure  had  been  dropped.  He  was 
sure  that  his  right  rev.  Friend  had  not 
been  informed  that  the  general  measure 
had  not  been  introduced,  and  that  this  Bill 
was  a  privilegium  to  exempt  him  from 
penalties  which  would  still  attach  to  others 
in  his  position  before  his  consent  to  the 
Bill  had  been  obtained.  He  said,  that  the 
Government  had  not  dealt  fairly  with  one 
who  had  dealt  generously  and  nobly  with 
the  public  through  a  long  public  life.  On 
all  these  grounds  he  must  give  his  solemn 
non-content  to  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Lord  DENMAN  intended  to  vote  against 
the  Bill,  and  regretted  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  fully  investigated  the  law 
respecting  coadjutor  Bishops  before  intro- 
ducing it.  He  thought  they  might  have 
.proposed  a  general  measure  which  would 
jiave  been  beneficial  to  the  whole  com- 
xn  unity. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  wished  it 
4o  be  understood,  as  the  question  might  be 
raised  in  another  place,  that  he  did  not  ad- 
mit that  the  Acts  to  which  this  Bill  referred 
iroald  constitute  simony  at  all,  even  with- 
out any  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  subject. 
Aa  at  present  advised,  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  Statute  of  Elizabeth  applied  to 
JBishops. 

On  Question  that  "  now*'  stand  part  of 
the  Motion,  their  Lordships  divided  : — 
Content  26;  Not-Content  15: — Majo- 
rity 11. 

List  of  the  Content. 


BAROVS. 

Byron 

Ciklthorpe 

Camoys 

Churchill 
De  Mauley 
De  Tabley 
Foley 


Kinoaird 

Monteagle 

Panmare 

Portman 

Saye  and  Sole 

Stuart  de  Deciei 

Stanley  of  Alderley 


Liii  of  the  Not  Content. 


DUKE. 

Somerset 

MABQITX88XS. 

Bath 
Saliibory 


VX8C0UHT. 

Bungannon 

BUBOP. 

Oxford 

BiBoirs. 
Colchester 
Colville 
Denman 
Dynevor 
Redcsdale 
"NVynford. 


XlBtS. 

Aberdeen 
Derby 
Pesart 
Elgin 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative, 

Bill  read  3*  accord inpl  v. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  proposed  a 
clause  to  the  effect,  that  any  sarplus  re* 
venne  from  the  two  bishoprics  should  be 
paid  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
and  kept  distinct  until  Parliament  should 
determine  whether  and  in  what  way  Bi- 
shops should  be  allowed  to  resipi  their 
bishoprics  from  age  and  incapacity. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
oould  not  agree  to  the  proposal. 

Clause  negatived. 

Amendments  made:  Bill  passed,  and 
aent  to  the  Commons. 


X<ord  Chancellor. 

DUKXS. 

Argyll 
Cl0T^nd 

VABQYTBSi. 

XiAnadowne 

VASLS. 

Beiboroiigh 


Chichester 

Fortescoe 

Harrowby 

Kingston 

Stradbroke 

TXflCOCNT. 

Middleton 

BISHOP. 

Carlisle 


PROTESTS. 

Die  LwuB,  21*  Jtdn,  1856. 

Agaxmt  Third  JUading  of  The  Bithofit  of 
London  and  Dwriuim  Aetirement  Bill. 

DisBiimEKT— «*1.  Because,  by  the  Act  of  2C 
Hen.  VIII.,  0.  14,  is.  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  and  7,  Her 
Majesty  may,  by  her  Royal  letters  patent,  at  the 
instance  of  any  Bishop,  out  of  two  spiritual  per- 
sons being  learned  and  of  good  conTersation* 
appoint  a  Titular  Bishop  for  each  diocese,  in  aid 
of  the  sereral  Bishops,  for  a  time  to  be  limited  by 
them,  and  such  Suffragan  Bishops  may  lawfully 
be  paid  by  them  out  of  their  several  revenues. 

<*  2.  Becanse  any  Act  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject  of  Resignations  and  Pensions  of  Bishops 
should  be  first  considered  (as  it  is  in  the  nature 
of  a  Money  Bill)  in  the  Honourable  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  should  provide  for  the  case  of  all 
living  and  future  Archbishops  and  Bishops  and 
Incumbents,  and  might  therein  incorporate  an 
Act  similar  to  62  Oeo,  III.,  c.  62  (which  applies 
solely  to  Ireland),  for  England  and  Wales. 

"Dkhmjlk.'* 

DusEKTRKT — <*  1.  Bccause  the  Bill  is  one  of 
an  abstract  and  personal  character,  framed  to 
meet  the  case  of  two  individual  Bishops,  and  not 
one  of  a  general  and  comprehensive  nature. 

"  2.  Because  the  Bill  was  Introduced  at  so  late 
a  period  of  the  Session  as  to  render  any  dis- 
oassion  as  regards  either  its  principle,  or  the 
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eonaeqnenoM  ft  might  inroWe  by  estabUfhing  an 
inconvenient  and  miaohieTOUS  precedent,  impos- 
sible. 

"  3.  Beeanae  no  aeriooa  eTils  to  either  diooeie 
or  to  the  Church  in  general  coold  reasonably  be 
apprehended  from  allowing  matters  to  oontinoe 
in  their  present  condition  a  few  months  longer, 
when  ample  time  wonld  be  aflbrded  for  the  proper 
framing  and  ftill  consideration  of  a  general  mea« 
sure  of  relief  calcolated  to  prove  essentially  bene- 
ficial to  the  interests  of  the  Church  and  the  ex- 
tension of  sound  religion. 

"  i.  Because  the  sees  of  London  and  Durham 
are  not  at  the  present  moment  the  only  instance 
in  which  dioceses  are  deprived  of  the  benefit  of 
the  active  services  of  their  Bishops,  through  age 
or  infirmity ;  that  such  dioceses  have  an  equal 
claim  for  consideration  with  those  of  Ixindon  and 
Durham.  Therefore,  a  Bill  introduced  to  meet 
the  case  of  two  individual  Bishops  is  unjust  in 
principle,  dangerous  in  practice,  mischievous  in 
example,  and  calculated  to  impede,  rather  than 
accelerate  the  progress  of  any  future  useful  and 
comprehensiTO  measure. 

^  DmroAiiiroir. 

"  For  first  and  fourth  Reasons, 

"  DxmiAif ." 

House  adjourned  till  To-morroir. 


HOUSE     OP    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  21 ,  18SQ. 

MiNuns.]  PoBuo  Bills — 1^  Proctors  in  Eccle- 
siastical Courts ;  Bishops  of  London  and  Dur- 
ham Retirement. 

9^  Stoke  Poges  Hospital. 

3^  Charities ;  Hospitals  (Dublin) ;  BuriaUgronnds 
(Ireland) ;  Mercantile  Iaw  Amendment ;  Luna- 
tic  Asylums  (Superannuations)  (Ireland);  Joint- 
Stock  Banks. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  he 
would  beg  to  more  the  adoption  of  the  Re- 
port of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee, 
who  had  proposed  certain  alterations : — 
Of  late  a  practice  had  grown  up  of  moving 
Ion;;  Amendments  and  new  clauses  on  the 
third  reading  of  Bills.  During  the  present 
Session  that  practice  had  been  carried  out 
to  sucfi  aireitent  that  the  principle  of  Bills 
had  at  the  last  moment  been  corapletelj 
changed.  The  Committee  on  Standing  Or- 
ders proposed,  therefore,  that  no  Amend- 
ments, except  of  a  merely  verbal  character, 
should  be  introduced  on  the  third  reading 
of  a  Bill.  Another  and  more  important 
alteration  which  thej  proposed  had  refer- 
ence to  the  revenues  of  India.  By  an  Or- 
der, which  dated  from  the  Revolution,  no 
Money  Vote  could  be  considered  by  tlie 
House  unless  it  was  recommended  to  them 
by  the  Crown.  It  had,  however,  been  dis- 
4sovered  in  the  recent  discussion  on  the 


case  of  the  Nawab  of  Sunt,  that  no  snch 
rule  existed  with  regard  to  India ;  and  as 
the  Indian  revenues  stood  on  precisely  the 
same  footing  as  the  land  revenues  of  the 
Crown,  he  did  not  see  why  such  an  excep- 
tion should  be  allowed.  The  Committee 
therefore  proposed  the  new  Standing  Order 
— '*  That  this  House  will  not  receive  any 
Petition  or  proceed  upon  any  Motion  for 
a  charge  upon  the  Revenues  of  the  East 
India  Company,  withont  the  reeommenda- 
tion  of  the  Court  of  Directors,  sanctioned 
by  the  Commissioners  for  the  Affairs  of 
India."  He  believed  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  (Sir  E.  Perry)  objected  to 
the  proposal,  because  he  conceived  that 
it  would  interfere  with  the  right  of  the 
Indian  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  to  appeal 
to  Parliament.  That»  however,  he  appre- 
hended was  a  mistake.  The  natives  ol 
India  would  have  precisely  the  same  right 
as  that  possessed  by  the  natives  of  this 
country.  It  would  be  open  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  more  oh  their  behalf  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  or  an  Address  to 
the  Crown.  The  only  other  proposed  al- 
teration in  the  Standing  Orders  which  he 
need  mention  was  one  to  the  effect  that 
Committees  might  sit  on  Wednesdays  or 
during  morning  sittings  without  obtaining 
the  formal  permission  of  the  House. 

On  the  Question  being  put,  "  That  no 
Amendments  not  being  merely  verbal  shaft 
be  made  to  any  Bill  on  the  Third  Read- 

log. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 

would  beg  to  ask  what  was  to  constitute  a 

"  verbal  *  Amendment  ? 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  the 
Committee  intended  by  that  term  aoytbiog 
which  would  make  the  least  alteration  in 
the  meaning  of  a  Bill.  The  Committer 
had  only  determined  by  the  casting  Tote 
of  the  chairman  to  admit  of  any  altera- 
tions at  all ;  but  it  was  thought  that  cases 
might  arise  in  which  there  might  be  some 
little  inaccuracies  which  it  would  be  ^ie- 
sirable  to  correct.  He  would  beg  at  the 
same  time  to  suggest  that  this  altermtioo 
should  not  come  into  operation  till  next 
Session. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  he  thought 
the  time  chosen  for  the  alteration  of  tlie 
Order  was  very  unfortunate,  seeing  that 
the  House  had  not  long  since  had  to  re- 
consider its  decision  at  the  last  rooueoC 
Under  the  proposed  Order  a  Bill  might  be 
passed  through  Committee  witliout  Aonecid- 
ment,  and  reported  the  same  night,  and 
there  would  thcu  be  no  opportttoity  of  ai- 
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iering  it ;  but  the  House,  if  it  discovered 
any  mistake,  must  reject  the  measure  al- 
together. 

Lord  HOT  HAM  said,  the  Lords  had  of 
late  years  refused  to  receive  Bills  after  a 
certain  date ;  but  they  had  themselves,  no 
donbt  accidentally,  sent  down  important 
measures  within  a  very  short  period  before 
the  close  of  the  Session.  He  would  there- 
fore  suggest  that  it  might  be  desirable  for 
the  House  to  pass  a  Standing  Order  si- 
milar to  that  adopted  in  the  other  House 
— namely,  that  after  a  certain  date  they 
would  receive  no  Bills  from  the  House  of 
Lords. 

Mb.  WILKINSON  said,  he  was  sorry 
the  Committee  on  Standing  Orders  had 
not  taken  some  steps  to  prevent  the  waste 
of  time  which  occurrad  every  week,  in  con- 
aeqnence  of  Members  moving  Amendments 
on  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment. 

Ordered,  "  That  no  AmendmeDts,  not  being 
merely  verbal,  shall  be  made  to  onj  Private  Bill 
on  the  Third  Reading." 

Remjhftd,  **  That  the  sevenl  Standing  Orders 
relating  to  Private  Bills,  as  amended  by  the  said 
Committee,  be  agreed  to." 

Ordered,  '*  That  Standing  Order  No.  84,  relat- 
ing to  Private  Bills,  be  repealed." 

Ordered,  "  That  no  .Amendments,  not  being 
merely  verbal,  shall  be  made  to  any  Bill  on  the 
Third  Reading.'* 

Ordered,  "  That  on  Wednesdays  and  other 
Bilorning  Sittings  of  the  House,  all  Committees 
shall  have  leave  to  sit,  except  while  the  House  is 
»i  Pnyen,  daring  the  sitting,  and  notwithstand- 
iog  any  adjournment  of  the  Uoose." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

"  That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  Petition 
or  proceed  upon  any  Motion  for  a  charge  upon  the 
Revennes  of  the  East  India  Company,  without  the 
recommendation  of  the  Court  of  DLreotors,  sane- 
cioned  by  the  Commissioners  for  the  Afhirs  of 
India." 

Sir  ERSKINE  PERRT  said,  he  should 

move  that  this  Order  be  rejected,  for  he 

^bought  it  ran  counter  to  the  whole  course 

4^£  recent  legislation  with  regard  to  India, 

^Kid  which  he  considered  would  involve  the 

tfl^tiial  of  justice.      The  hon.  and  gallant 

3!C ember  (Colonel  W.  Patten)  said  that  na- 

^i  wes  of  India  would  be  placed  in  precisely 

els^  same  position  as  the  rest  of  Her  Ma- 

f^katy*B  subjects.      That,  however,  would 

xmo^  be  the  ease.    A  native  of  this  countrv, 

js^aving  a  claim  against  the  Crown,  would 

^M€P^  come  before  the  House  of  Commons  at 

j^fl'— he  would  have  his  petition  of  right; 

^Ir^refore,  the  natives  of  India  were  not 

^^  ^itntageously  situated  even  with  regard 

potions  in  the  House  of  Commons  for 

Address  to  the  Crown.      The  incon- 


venience of  the  proposed  Standing  Order 
was  exemplified  by  the  difference  of  opi- 
nion which  had  arisen  between  the  Board 
of  Control  and  the  Court  of  Directors  as 
to  the  claim  of  the  Nawab  of  Surat.  The 
right  hon.  Member  fo)r  Carlisle  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  had  eipressed  his  opinion  that, 
if  some  order  of  this  kind  was  not  adopted, 
the  purity  of  that  House  would  be  tainted; 
but,  although  he  (Sir  E.  Perry)  was  most 
anxious  that  the  honour  and  character  of 
the  House  should  not  be  impeached,  he 
thought  the  natives  of  India  ought  not  to 
bo  deprived  of  the  power  of  appealing  to 
Parliament  when  they  had  suffered  wrong. 
For  those  reasons,  he  should  therefore 
move  the  omission  of  the  Order. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  he  con- 
sidered  that  the  Standing  Order  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  protection  of  the  Indian 
revenues,  and  would  beg  to  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  E.  Perry) 
that  it  had  received  the  approval  of  all  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  except  himself. 
He  hoped  it  would  not  be  supposed  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Order  would  deprive 
the  natives  of  India  of  any  power  of  ap- 
peal, for  they  would  have  the  same  means 
of  access  to  that  Houro  to  represent  any 
wrongs  of  which  they  had  reason  to  com- 
plain as  were  enjoyed  by  any  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  he 
was  willing  to  substitute  for  the  words, 
"without  the  recommendation  of  the  Court 
of  Directors,  sanctioned  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  Affiairs  of  India,"  these 
words,  "without  the  recommendation  of 
the  Crown." 

Sm  JAMES  HOGG  said,  he  wished 
to  remove  a*  misconception  which  existed, 
that  natives  of  India  could  not  sue  the 
Government  of  India.  The  fact  was,  that 
the  Indian  Government  possessed  no  pri- 
vileges of  exemption  from  legal  proceed- 
ings, and  that  any  individual  could  sue 
the  Government  of  India,  not  only  in  the 
Supreme  Court,  but  in  any  subordinate 
Court,  the  same  as  any  individual,  except 
in  the  case  of  a  political  matter. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  he  understood 
that  the  Nawab  of  Surat  could  not  sue 
the  East  India  Company. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that,  whenever  the  Bast 
India  Company  performed  any  act  in  its 
capacity  of  a  private  corporation,  it  was 
liable,  like  any  other  corporation,  to  be 
sued ;  but  whenever  the  Company,  as  re« 
presenting  the  British  Crown,  did  any  act 
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\,  for  example,  becoming  a  party  to  a 
treaty — it  was  entirely  irresponsible  in  any 
court  of  law.  When  a  native  Prince  of 
India  was  either  coerced  or  persuaded  into 
a  treaty  with  the  East  India  Company, 
and  when  he  gave  up  his  dominions  and 
bis  Sovereign  power,  he  Iiad  no  remedy  in 
a  court  of  justice,  should  he  deem  himself 
an  injured  party.  He  lost  all  the  power 
of  a  Sovereign,  and  did  not  acquire  the 
rights  of  a  subject.  It  was  a  very  im- 
portant question,  whether  the  revenues  of 
the  East  India  Company  should  or  should 
.not  be  affected  by  any  Bill  brought  in  with- 
out the  assent  of  the  Crown ;  but,  as  this 
.Standing  Order  was  altogether  new,  and 
as  it  could  not  receive  that  consideration 
.at  that  period  of  the  Session  which  it  de- 
served, he  would,  if  a  division  took  place, 
vote  against  it. 

Mb.  card  well  said,  he  thought  the 
Order,  as  amended,  a  very  wise  and  just 
Resolution.  It  would  give  to  every  sub- 
ject of  India  that  remedy  which  was  now 
possessed  in  this  country  of  appealing  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  if  he  thought  he 
had  a  claim  on  its  revenues.  If  the  rule 
was  not  merely  a  technical  but  substantial- 
ly a  wise  and  beneficial  rule  in  this  coun- 
try, it  was  equally  so  with  regard  to  India. 
The  revenues  of  India  were  held  in  trust 
for  the  Crown,  and  he  held  that  the  charges 
on  those  revenues  should  be  fenced  about 
with  the  same  checks  aad  cautions  which 
were  thrown  around  the  revenues  of  this 
country.  The  Bill  relating  to  the  Nawab 
of  Surat,  which  had  passed  that  House  by 
a  large  msjority,  had  been  rejected  by  the 
House  of  Lords  because  it  was  introdnced 
as  a  private  Bill.  So  far,  there  was  a  de- 
nial of  remedy.  He  should  certainly  sup- 
port the  Order. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toithdrawn, 

Eetclved,  **  That  this  House  will  not  receive 
snj  Petition,  or  proceed  upon  any  Motion  for 
a  Charge  upon  the  Rerennes  of  India,  bat  what  is 
recommended  by  the  Crown." 

Reiclvtdy  <*  That  the  several  Standing  Orders 
relating  to  Pahlio  Matters,  as  amended  bj  the 
said  Committee,  be  agreed  to." 

Ordered,  "  That  the  said  Orders  and  Reso- 
lutions be  Standing  Orders  of  this  House,  and  do 
take  effect  at  the  close  of  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament." 

Ordered,  "  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  this 
Boose  be  printed." 

REVIEW  OF  TUE  SESSION. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :    Sir,  I  beg  to  give 

noUce  that  on  Thursday  next,  or  any  other 

time  which  may  be  more  convenient  to 

Her  Majesty's  Ministers^  I  shall  call  the 

Sir  Fittroy  KtUy 


attention  of  the  House  to  the  eondQet  of 
business  during  the  present  Session,  and 
make  a  Motion  for  a  Return  of  the  Bills 
withdrawn  durmg  the  same  period. 

YiscouKT  PALMERSTON :  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make  his 
statement  on  -Friday.  Certain  business 
has  been  fixed  for  Thursday,  and  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  take  the  discus- 
sion on  his  Motion  on  the  following  even- 
ing. 

>f B.  DISRAELI :  Very  well,  Sir,  I  shaU 
make  my  statement  on  Friday. 

THE  GERMAN  LEGION— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MURROUGH  said,  he  would  beg, 
in  accordance  with  the  notice  he  had  given, 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Clerk 
of  the  Ordnsnce  whether  it  was  trne  that, 
although  the  officers  of  the  British  army 
at  Aldershot  had  been  required  to  furnish 
tlicir  huts  at  their  own  expense,  the  huts 
occupied  by   the  ofiicers  of  the  Germsn 
troops  there  had  been  furnished  for  them 
at  the  public  expense,  and,  that  he  might 
be  in  order,  he  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  so  that  he  might  be 
enabled  to  make  a  statement  with  respect 
to  recent  occurrences  at  Aldershot.    When 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Bill  was  brought 
before  the  House  in  December  1854,  its 
opponents  pointed  out  to  the  Government 
the  deplorable  consequences  which  woold 
ensue  from   the   introduction   of   foreign 
troops  into  the  service  of  Her  Majesty. 
The  anticipations  of  those  gentlemen  had 
been   fully   realised.     Not  only  had  the 
promise  of  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  for 
War,  that  the  men  belonging  to  the  foreigii 
legion,  when  they  returned  from  the  Esist. 
would  be  sent  to  some  British  colony,  not 
been  fulfilled,  but  it  was  rumoured  out  of 
doors  that  a  very  high  and  distingnialied 
personage — 

Mb.  WALFOLE  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  order. 
I  do  not  wish  to  stand  between  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  House,  but,  having  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  pot  a  particolar 
question  to  the  Government,  I  do  noc 
think  he  can  continue  his  observs  lions. 
It  is  true  that,  in  order  that  he  might 
make  a  statement,  he  has  moved  tlie  ad* 
journment  of  the  House ;  but  he  is  bousd. 
I  apprehend,  to  confine  himself  to  shovine 
why  that  Motion  should  be  adopted ;  other- 
wise it  is  obvious  the  public  business  might 
be  exposed,  from  time  to  time,  to  rerr 
serious  and  unnecessary  interruptiMia.  I 
appeal  to  you.  Sir,  to  decide  whether  the 
hon.  Member  is  not  out  of  order. 
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Mr.  MURROUGH  :  Sir,  1  concur  with ) 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  that  I  ought  to 
have  very  strong  reasons  for  adopting  the 
course  which  1  have  now  done,  and,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will  pro- 
ceed to  state  those  reasons.  {Cries  of 
"  Order ! ") 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  the  Memher  for  the  University  of 
Camhridge  has  fairly  stated  what  the  rule 
of  the  House  is — namely,  that  when  a 
Memher  moves  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  he  ought  to  show  some  reason 
why  the  House  should  adjourn.  The  hon. 
Momber  for  B  rid  port  has  not  done  so 
yet. 

Mb.  MURROUGH:  No,  Sir,  but  I 
Am  prepared  to  vindicate  my  Motion. 
"When  assassinations  have  been  perpe- 
trated at  Aldersliot  by  German  merce- 
naries—when English  subjects  are  bleed- 
ing from  the  dirks  of  foreign  hirelings — 
am  1  not  justified  in  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  subject  ?  The  country 
18  indignant  beyond  measure.  It  feels 
that  these  foreign  troops  are  countenanced 
bj  those  who  sit  in  high  places.  {Cries  of 
•*  Order ! ")  It  is  all  very  well  for  hoo. 
Gentleraea  to  cry  "  Order !  *'  but  it  is 
oar  duty,  as   the  repreaentatiyea  of  the 

rwple,  to  inquire  into  these  matters,  and 
am  not  aware  that  I  am  exceeding  the 
privileges  of  debate  in  bringing  so  im- 
portant a  subject  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  Sir,  is  it  right  or  just  that  the 
officers  of  the  German  Legion,  notwith- 
standing what  has  occurred  at  Aldershot 
and  elsewere,  should  have  their  huts  fur- 
nished to  them  at  the  expense  of  the 
country  ? 

Mr.  SPOONER  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  order. 
You  have  stated  that  when  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber moves  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
lie  is  bound  to  give  sufficient  reasons  why 
the  House  should-  adjourn.  Now,  can 
an  J  event,  however  deplorable  which  may 
liave  happened  at  Aldersot,  be  a  good 
reason  why  this  House  should  forthwith 
ladjourn  ? 

Hb.  SPEAKER :  I  have  not  yet  heard 
/rom  the  hon.  Memher  for  Bridport  any 
reason  why  the  House  should  adjourn. 
7he  House  will  see  that  if  one  hon.  Mem- 
l>er  be  allowed  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
^he  HoQse,  and  upon  that  Motion  to  make 
2&  speech  relative  to  a  totally  different  sub- 
ject, another  may  adopt  the  same  course, 
id  it  will  be  practically  impossible  to 
on  the  public  business. 


Mb.  MUJIROUGH  :  I  think.  Sir,  that 
no  business  of  any  kind  should  be  pro* 
ceeded  with  until  we  have  some  statement 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  th^ 
important  question  which  I  have  intro- 
duced to  the  notice  of  the  House.  That 
is  the  reason  why  I  have  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House.  {Cries  qf  **  Or- 
der !  '*)  I  am  speaking  to  order.  I  have 
no  doubt  hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  ex- 
tremely glad  to  get  rid  of  this  question ; 
but  it  is  one  of  great  interest  to  the  coun- 
try and  to  the  Government,  which  has 
placed  ns  in  this  dilemma.  Are  the 
assassinations  at  Aldershot  to  be  left  un- 
explained ?  Are  the  morals  of  the  army, 
and  indeed  of  the  country  at  large,  to  be 
corrupted  by  a  band  of  German  brigands  ? 

Viscount  BARRINGTON:  I  must  say. 
Sir,  that  I  think  the  hon.  Member  has 
now  given  us  a  reason  why  the  House 
should  not  adjourn. 

Mr.  MURROUGH :  Sir,  I  feel,  and 
many  hon.  Members  feel  with  me,  that  the 
time  has  come  when  we  should  ascertain 
by  what  or  by  whose  influence  these 
German  troops  are  maintained  in  this  free 
country. 

Colonel  FREE  STUN;  Sir,  I  rise  to 
order.  I  really  think  the  hon.  Member 
should  not  be  allowed  to  proceed. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK ;  I  do  not  think.  Sir, 
any  good  can  arise  from  this  discussion, 
but  let  UB  not  forget  the  old  proverb  that 
"  what  is  sauce  for  the  goose  is  sauce  for 
the  gander.'*  Not  so  very  long  ago  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Northamptonshire 
(Mr.  Stafford)  having  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  proceeded  to  make  a 
statement  with  respect  to  the  naval  review 
at  Spithead.  If  he  had  a  right  to  do 
that,  I  suppose  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port (Mr.  Murrough)  is  equally  entitled  to 
make  his  statement,  though  I  do  not  think 
he  is  adopting  a  very  wise  course. 

Mr.  E.  ball  said,  he  fully  concurred 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield,  that  the  practice  of  the  House 
was,  on  a  formal  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  to  allow  statements 
to  be  made  on  different  subjects. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  have  no  doubt 
that  hon.  Members,  from  time  to  time, 
have  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
in  order  to  bring  forward  particular  ques- 
tions ;  but  what  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the 
House  is,  that  if  that  practice  be  per- 
severed in,  it  will  be  quite  impossible  to 
transact  the  public  business. 
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VigcofTNT  PALMERSTON  :  I  appre- 
hend. Sir,  that,  if  the  Standing  Orders 
were  striotlj  enforced,  any  hon.  Member 
who  had  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
HoQse  woold  be  compelled  to  confine  him- 
self to  that  question.  Through  laxity  and 
indulgence,  hon.  Members  are  occasional !j 
permitted  to  diverge  to  other  topics ;  but 
the  House  will  observe  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport  is  doubly  out  of  order, 
because  he  has  departed  not  only  from  the 
rules  of  the  House,  but  also  from  a  notice 
which  ho  had  himself  given.  I  am  ready 
to  answer  the  question  which  he  has  placed 
on  the  paper,  and,  seeing  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  given  another  notice  for  to- 
morrow with  respect  to  the  German  Legion, 
I  hope  he  will  defer  his  observations  till 
then. 

Mr.  MURROUOH:  Sir,  I  hope  we 
aHall  hear  something  more  from  the  noble 
Lord  than  a  mere  answer  to  the  question 
l>f  which  I  have  given  notice.  However, 
I  have  no  objection  to  poRtpone  my  obser- 
vations till  to-morrow,  hoping  that  1  may 
then  have  an  opportunity  of  making  a 
statement  to  the  House.  Meanwhile  I 
trust  the  noble  Lord  will  answer  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  huts  occupied  by  the  German 
troops. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON :  Sir,  I  am 
not  going  to  enter  into  the  subject  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  adverted — 
namely,  the  unfortunate  collision  which 
has  taken  place  bet«reen  the  soldiers  of 
one  regiment  and  those  of  another.  The 
particulars  of  which  even  have  not  yet 
reached  me,  nor  do  1  know  who  were 
the  aggressors.  I  deplore  the  event  very 
deeply,  but  it  is  one  not  altogether  without 
example,  and  1  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
general  conduct  of  the  i*egiments  belong- 
$  ing  to  the  German  Legion  has  been  most 
exemplary,  and  has  met  with  high  praise 
from  all  officers — both  English  and  foreign 
— ^who  have  witnessed  it.  I  now  proceed 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  itself. 
When  the  German  Legion  was  stationed 
at  Shomdiffe  it  was  intended  that  it  should 
remain  there  only  a  short  time  ;  and  when 
it  was  removed  to  Aldershot,  our  intention 
was  that  it  should  stay  there  only  until 
measures  were  taken  for  its  final  disposal 
—  measures  which,  1  trust,  will  very 
shortly  be  carried  into  execution.  The 
hut  furniture  supplied  to  a  British  officer, 
as  I  am  informed,  consists  of  two  chairR. 
a  table,  and  fireirons.  Anythin;^  beyond 
that  he  finds  for  himself.  When  the 
VisGQunt  PcUmeriUm 
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German  Legion  was  stationed  at  Shom- 
cliflTe,  an  application  was  made  for  ao 
additional  indulgence  in  the  shape  of  a 
soldier's  bed  and  mattress.  It  ao  hap- 
pened that  at  that  time  there  was  a  quan- 
tity of  those  articles  in  store,  and  con- 
sidering that  the  German  troops  were  to 
remain  at  Shorndiffe  only  for  a  short 
period,  they  were  provided  with  a  number 
of  them.  On  their  removal  to  Aldershot 
the  same  indulgence  was  continued  to 
them  for  the  same  reason — ^that  their  stay 
in  camp  was  to  be  only  temporary  ;  I 
certainly  do  not  think  that  the  Honse  w3i 
consider  that  that  is  an  indulgence  calling 
for  any  animadversion. 

Mr.  NBWDEGATE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther, in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
tho  troops  composing  the  Foreign  Legion 
were  available  for  garrison  or  for  tuoim 
dutv  within  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

ViscouirT  PALMERSTON  :  Sir,  the 
Act  of  Parliament  which  authorised  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  raise  foreiini 
troops  allowed  them  to  bring  into  this 
country  a  certain  number  of  these  troops 
for  the  purposes  of  drill  and  organisation ; 
but  it  was  never  contemplated  that  thej 
should,  while  here,  be  employed  in  any 
manner  in  which  troops  might  nnforto- 
nately  be  required  to  act.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  stating  that  these  German 
troops  are  in  this  country  simply  as  in  a 
resting-place  until  measures,  which  are  in 
contemplation,  shall  be  taken  for  their  dis- 
bnndment :  and  although  I  trust  that,  in 
the  present  state  of  the  country,  it  is 
utterly  out  of  the  question  to  suppose  that 
any  troops  can  be  required  for  any  such 
purposes  as  those  to  which  the  hon.  Gea- 
tleman  refers,  I  may  add,  that  undoubt- 
edly no  foreign  troops  would,  under  any 
circumstances,  be  so  employed. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wisbed  to 
know  if  he  was  to  understand  that  none  of 
those  foreign  troops  were  to  be  available 
for  garrison  or  for  active  duty  in  this 
country  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON :  Thoj  arc 
not  in  garrison  ;  they  are  encamped  ;  aoi^ 
they  must  be  somewhere. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  he  wishod 
to  ask  whether  some  of  those  foreign  tror>ps 
had  not  been  in  garrison  at  Dover  CaAtlc ! 

Viscount  PALMERSTON :  Dnntg 
the  war  they  occupied  a  barrack  at  Dovo-, 
where  they  had  been  assembled  for  the 
purpose  of  training. 
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COAL  EXPLOSION  IN  GLAMORGANSHIRE 

—QUESTION. 

Mr.  CAYLEY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tnry  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  intended  to  employ  any  special 
means  to  ascertain  the  real  circumstances 
under  which  the  disastrous  loss  of  110 
lives  had  just  takea  place,  from  an  ex- 
plosion in  a  coal  mine  in  Glamorganshire. 
The  report  stated  110  lives,  but  ho  had 
since  been  informed  that  120  Uvea  had 
been  lost. 

Sin  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  had  re- 
ceived an  account  of  the  unfortunate  acci- 
dent in  question,  both  from  the  coroner 
and  the  inspector  of  the  district.  The 
coroner  stated  that  the  inspector  was  on 
the  spot  two  hours  after  the  occurrence 
had  taken  place,  and  that  he  rendered 
▼ery  valuable  assistance  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  subsequent  inquiry.  But  he  added, 
that  in  the  then  state  of  the  coal  pit,  and 
amidst  the  excitement  naturally  conse- 
quent on  the  calamity,  it  was  impossible 
ita  cause  eould  at  once  be  thoroughly  in-> 
Tcstigated,  and  the  inquest  had  therefore 
1>een  adjourned  to  the  28th  instant.  The 
inspector  wrote  to  say  that,  considering 
'the  extent  of  the  calamity,  in  which  it 
appeared  that  114  lives  haa  been  lost,  he 
'vrished  to  have  the  assistance  of  two  other 
inspectors  in  watching  the  inquiry;  and 
Fie  (Sir  G. Grey)  had  accordingly  directed 
tiiat  that  assistance  should  be  given,  A 
t. borough  and  searching  investigation  would 
^ake  place. 

ORIMINAL    APPROPRIATION  OF  TRUST 
PROPERTY  BILL— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HADFIELD    said,  he  wished  to 

the   hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 

oral  whether  he  intended  to  proceed  this 

Mxon  with  the  Criminal  Appropriation 

Trust  Property  Bill  ? 

a*HE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
}xe  waa  glad  to  find  the  hon.  Gentleman 
Ix2sxl  put  a  question  which  afforded  an  op- 
pc>r^unity  ot  stating  what  were  his  views 
Bviefa  respect  to  that  Bill.  When  he  had 
g^s^  obtained  the  consent  of  the  House 
i^  ebe  introduction  of  a  measure  for  the 
l^fYtondment  of  the  law  in  reference  to  the 
rr-iminal  appropriation  of  trust  property  he 
i2i.ci  lioped  to  go  on  with  it  and  to  pass 
I  is2  the  course  of  the  present  Session. 
l^f^  lie  found  that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
^^j  0ome  others  of  the  Equity  Judges 
of  opinion  that  the  Bili»  as  it  had 


been  introduced,  might  be  productivo  of 
considerable  mischief,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
enable  trustees  who  had  been  guilty  of 
fraudulent  malversation  to  shelter  them* 
selves  by  refusing  to  give  evidence  before 
the  Courts  on  the  ground  that  they  did 
not  wish,  and  that  they  could  not  be  re- 
quired to  criminate  themselves.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  representations  which  bad 
thus  been  addressed  to  him  upon  the  sub- 
ject, he  had  hesitated  to  go  on  with  the 
measure.  But  on  the  other  hand,  he  had. 
been  very  strongly  pressed  by  many  of  the 
leading  practitioners  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery to  see  whether  he  could  not  over- 
come that  difficulty.  After  hnving  further 
considered  the  subject,  he  had,  he  hoped, 
framed  a  Bill  which  would  meet  the  ob- 
jection he  had  stated.  He  now  proposed 
to  take  away  from  trustees,  who  were 
called  upon  to  answer  in  a  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, the  privilege  of  sheltering  themselves 
under  the  plea  of  crimination,  and  to  give 
them  instead  the  same  security  as  was 
possessed  by  bankers  and  others  who  were 
charged  with  the  fraudulent  appropriation 
of  securities — namely,  that  if  under  the 
pressure  of  the  Court  they  disclosed  trans- 
actions in  which  they  had  been  concerned,, 
they  should  not,  in  respect  of  such  dis- 
closure, be  subject  to  a  criminal  proceed- 
ing. With  the  introduction  of  such  a  pro-, 
vision,  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  propose  a 
measure  which  should  put  an  end  to  the. 
fraudulent  appropriation  of  trust  property,. 
It  would  be  too  late,  however,  to  carry 
such  a  Bill  in  the  present  Session,  and 
he  should  therefore  propose  it  early  in  the 
Session  of  1857. 

LOSS  OF  THE  "EUROP  A  "—QUESTION. 
Captain  ARC HD ALL  said,  be  would 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  it  having  been  announced  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment that  the  Government  would  take  into 
consideration  the  question  of  erecting  some 
permanent  memorial  to  the  gallantry  and 
self-devotion  of  the  officers  and  men  who 
were  lost  in  Her  Majesty's  ship  Birken-^ 
head  in  February,  1852,  the  Government 
will  not  at  the  same  time  consider  the 
propriety  of  erecting  a 'monument  to  the 
memory  of  Colonel  Willoughby  Moore  and 
the  non-commissioned  officers  and  men  of 
the  Enniskillen  Dragoons,  who  lost  their 
lives  by  the  burning  of  the  E%»ropa  trans- 
port ship  on  their  passage  to  the  seat  of 
war  in  the  spring  of  1854?     He  wished 
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to  direct  the  attention  of  the  nohle  Lord 
to  the  melancholy  circumstances  attending 
the  loss  of  the  Europa^  and  the  noble  and 
beroic  conduct  displayed  by  Colonel  Moore 
and  the  Enniskiilen  Dragoons  on  that  oc- 
casion, Colonel  Moore  refusing  to  leave  the 
ship,  though  almost  forced  to  do  eo,  until 
the  last  man  of  his  regiment  had  been 
saved. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  perfectly 
disposed  to  commemorate  by  some  per- 
manent memorial  that  other  act  to  which 
Che  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  referred, 
in  which  a  number  of  British  troops  had  af- 
forded a  splendid  example  of  the  indomit- 
able courage  and  the  heroic  self-possession 
which  had  always  distinguished  our  gallant 
national  defenders. 

THE  CRIMEAN  REPORT. 

The  Report  of  the  Board  of  General 
Officers  which  sat  at  Chelsea,  to  inquire 
into  certain  charges  contained  against  ya- 
rious  officers  in  the  Report  of  Sir  John 
H*Neill  and  Colonel  Tallochy  was  brought 
up  by — 

Mr.  C.  p.  YILLIERS,  who  said :  In 
moving,  Sir,  that  these  papers  be  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  House,  I  will  ask 
leave  to  notice  a  statement  of  an  ex- 
traordinary character  that  I  am  informed 
has  been  made  in  another  place,  wfth  re- 
spect to  this  Report  in  connection  with 
myself.  I  am  told  that  a  noble  Lord,  in 
complaining  that  the  Report  had  not  been 
laid  upon  the  table  sooner,  ascribed  the 
delay  to  the  fact  that  I  had  drawn  the 
Report,  and  that  I  had  been  dilatory 
in  the  matter  for  the  purpose  of  serving 
the  objects  of  the  Minister  of  War. 
Now,  Sir,  the  reason  why  I  do  not 
believe  that  this  noble  Lord  has  been 
correctly  reported  is,  that  if  he  made 
such  a  statement  it  is  impossible  for  any 
man  to  have  uttered  a  more  unmitigated 
untruth ;  and  I  cannot,  therefore,  be- 
lieve that  the  noble  Lord  has  been  cor- 
rectly reported.  I  beg  to  state  that  I 
never  drew  the  Report,  and  I  never 
delayed  its  presentation  to  Parliament. 
The  general  officers  drew  their  own  con- 
clusions from  the  evidence  submitted  to 
them,  and  were  quite  competent  to  do  so  ; 
and  I  did  not  delay  the  presentation  of  the 
Report — because  I  had  no  power  to  do  so 
if  I  had  wished  it,  and  1  had  no  object 
or  interest  whatever  in  doing  so.  I  do 
not  believe  that  anybody  deserving  the 
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least  respect  has  ever  offered  any  reason 
for  supposing  that  I  had  done  so.     The 
noble  Lord  has  been  in  constant  communi- 
cation with  persons  who  have  been  con- 
nected  with   this  inquiry,   and  I  do  not 
believe  that  anybody  of  the  least  authority 
has  given  him  this  information.     He  has 
not  obtained  it  from  Lord  Hardinge,  with 
whom  he  has  been   in  frequent  commu- 
nication of  late  about  a  portion  of  these 
proceedings,    for   Lord   Hardinge    knovs 
that  all  this  noble  Lord  is  reported  to  have 
said  of .  me  is  unfounded  in  fact.     Neither 
has  the  noble  Lord  had  it  from  Sir  Alex- 
ander Woodford,  for  I  have  applied  to  bim 
to  know  if  he  considered  that  what  was  re- 
ported to  have  been  said  by  this  noble  Lord 
was  trne,  and  whether  he  thought  that,  bj 
any  accident,  anything  could  have  been 
said  or  done  by  the  Board  that  could  have 
led  the  noble  Lord  into  error.     Sir  Alex- 
ander Woodford's  reply  was  that,  as  far  as 
the  Board  was  concerned,  it  was  a  gra- 
tuitous mistake,  for  it  was  perfectly  un- 
true that  I  had  ever  wished  or  attempted 
to  postpone  the  completion  of  the  Report, 
ana  that  nothing  that  had  been  said  at  or 
by  the  Board  could  for  a  moment  jattify 
such  a  thing  being  said;   that  the  Ge- 
neral officers  had   finished  their  Report 
as  soon  as  they  were  able*  and  that  tbej 
were    much   indebted  for  the   assistance 
that  had  been  rendered  them   from  the 
Judge  Advocate's  office.     The  noble  Lord 
could  not  have  learned  it  from  Lord  Bean- 
champ,  who  that  noble  Lord  had  probably 
forgotten  was  in  the  same  Honse  as  him- 
self; for  he  ro8e»  after  the  noble  Lord  had 
spoken,  and,  like  a  man  of  honour  and  a 
Qentleman,  refuted  the  calumnies  which  he 
heard  unjustly  uttered  against  an  absent 
person.      I  do  not.  Sir,  therefore,  k^now 
where  the  noble  Lord  got  his  infbxmatios 
from,  if  he  is  correctly  reported.       It  :s 
further  reported  that  this  noble  Lord  im- 
puted to  me  partiality  during  the  eondi^t 
of  the  inquiry,  and  that  I  had  abased  the 
authority  with   which  I  was  invested,  in 
order  to  prejudice  him.     Sir,  I  think  tii^ 
House  will  support  me  in  saying    that  I 
should  degrade  myself,  as  well  as  the  i^&et 
that  I  have  the  honour  to  hold,  if  I  wer? 
to  descend  to  notice  such  a  chai^g^.     Tr^e 
proceedings  Were  —  fortunately  for  me — 
public ;    and  that    portion   of  the   publk 
vi^ho  attended   in  the  Court  was    able  f 
jndge  of  the  conduct  and  demeanour  cf 
all  those  who   were   parties  to    the  pr^ 
ceedings,  and  I  hope  the  noble  Lord  is  a» 
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ready  as  myself  to  abide  by  tbeir  judg- 
ment.    The  noble  Lord  complains  that  the 
inquiry  was  political  in  its  character,  owing 
to  the  circa matance  of  the  Judge  Adrocate 
General  being  a  Minister,  and  attending 
the  Court.     Sir,  so  totally  opposed  is  this 
to  the  fact,  that  1  solemnly  declare  that  1 
never,  during  the  whole  inquiry,  asked  or 
heard  what  were  the  politicB  of  the  general 
officers  who  composed  the  Board  and  of 
which  I  knew  nothing,  with  the  exception 
of  the  three  who  were  in  Parliament ;  but 
since  the  noble  Lord  has  made  this  asser- 
tion I  ha?e  inquired,  and  have  been  cre- 
dibly  informed    that   every    one  of    the 
genera]  officers  is   of  the  same  political 
party  as  the  noble  Lord  himself.     Besides 
that.  Sir,  there  wiu  a  gentlenuui  who  acted 
as    private    secretary  to   Sir   Alexander 
Woodford,  who  was  in  the  room  the  whole 
time  when  the  doors  were  closed,  who,  as 
I  believe,  was  a  private  friend,  and,  as  I 
know,  was  a  strong  political  partisan  of  the 
noble  Lord,  so  that  in  that  respect  be  had 
«Terything  in  his  favour:  and  the  noble 
l^ord^s  judges,  they  who  tried  him,  and 
who  judged  and  acquitted  him,  were  his 
own  political  partisans.    But  1  hope,  sir, 
I    may  not   be  misunderstood  to  imply 
tbat  therefore  they  were  actuated  in  the 
smallest  degree  by  political  motives.     1 
should  be  ashamed  of  myself  if  I  im- 
puted this  motive  to  them,  because  1  am 
SAtisfied  it  would  be  untrue.     I  believe  the 
general  officers  gave  a  careful,  anxious, 
and  honest  consideration  to  the  evidence 
which  was  submitted  to  them  ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  they  did  what,  as  judges,  they 
were  bound  to  do, — namely,  decide  upon 
the  evidence  that  was  laid  before  them ; 
and  I  am  bound   to  say  I  believe  that, 
however  incomplete  the   inquiry  and  in- 
suficient  the  evidence  may  have  been  in 
Lord  Lucan's  case,  yet  the  general  offi- 
eers,  looking  to  what  evidence  they  had  to 
decide  upon,  have  given  a  just  verdict. 
f*or  what   purpose,  therefore,  the  noble 
Xford  wants  to  discredit  the  inquiry  by  cast- 
ing these  imputations  upon  those  who  have 
not  injured  him  I  cannot  say-^I  have  con- 
sidered it  a  duty  to  myself  to  notice  them, 
g^nd  1  trust  the  House,  when  they  consider 
tliat  there  is  no  other  way,  for  a  Member 
o£  this  House  to  meet  such  charges  than 
t4>     refute  them  here  as  publicly  as  they 
liAve  been  made  elsewhere,  will  consider 
XXI  o  excused  for  having,  in  my  own  defence, 
intruded  these  observations  upon  them. 

General  PEEL  ;  Sir,  as  a  member  of 
%hL^   Board  of  General  Officers  who  sat  at 


Chelsea,  I  have  not  the  slightest  hesita* 
tion  in  expressing  my  opinion  that  the 
charge  adverted  to  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  as  made  by  a  noble 
Lord  in  another  place,  is  perfectly  unfair  ^ 
and  unfounded.  So  far  from  the  right  * 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  having  been 
influenced  by  political  feelings,  or  having 
attempted  to  interfere  with  the  opinion  of 
the  Board  of  Genwal  Officers,  I  can  safely 
assert  that  I  know  of  no  inquiry  which  has 
ever  been  conducted  with  less  reference  to 
political  feeling.  For  my  own  part,  with 
the  exception  of  those  three  Members  of 
the  Board  who  have  seats  in  this  House 
and  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
whose  political  principles  may  therefore 
be  assumed  to  be  known,  1  have  not  the 
slightest  idea  what  political  views  were  en- 
tertained by  the  Members  of  the  Board, 
and  I  am  certain  that  all  were  men  of  far 
too  high  a  senso  of  honour  to  have  allowed 
themselves  to  be  actuated  by  political  prin« 
eiples  in  giving  judgment  on  the  profes* 
siosal  eonduet  of  a  brother  officer.  The 
position  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  as  regarded  his  relation  to  the 
Board,  may  have  been  an  anomalous  onoi 
and  the  question  may  arise  as  to  what  post« 
tion  the  Judge  Advooate  should  hold  in  re« 
lation  to  the  Court  in  inquiries  of  a  similar 
character ;  but  I  can  only  say — and  I  am 
sure  that  I  express  the  feelings  of  the 
whole  of  the  Board-— that  1  am  at  a  loss 
for  language  sufficiently  powerful  to  ex-* 
press  the  opinion  of  the  advantage  which 
the  Board  derived  from  the  assistance  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  thought  it 
was  very  inconvenient  that  a  statement 
should  be  made  in  that  House  in  reply  to  a 
charge  made  in  the  other  House  of  Par^ 
liament.  He  himself  had  had  no  commu« 
nication  with  his  noble  Friend  Lord  Lucan, 
but  he  felt  certain  that  if  he  had  made  a 
wrong  statement  he  would  be  ready  frankly 
and  fairly  to  withdraw  it* 

Subject  dropped. 

MERCANTILE  LA.W  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  defect  in 
the  measure.  Under  the  17th  clause,  as 
he  understood  it,  a  joint  contractor  who 
had  been  proceeded  against  by  a  creditor, 
and  who  had  paid  the  sum  required  of  him, 
could  not  recover  from  one  of  his  partners 
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more  than  thai  partDor's  original  ahare  of 
the  liahilities,  although  the  other  partners 
should  have  hecome  bankrupts ;  so  that  if 
there  had  been  four  partners,  and  if  one 
had  paid  the  debt,  he  eould  not  recover 
'  nore  than  one-fourth  of  its  amount  from 
one  of  the  other  three,  in  case  the  two 
others  should  have  become  bankrupts. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  the  Bill  had  been 
earefnlly  considered  in  the  other  House ; 
and  all  he  could  state  was,  that  he  had 
been  informed  the  clause  in  question  would 
not  have  the  effect  attributed  to  it  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 
Bill  read  3^  and  passed, 

JOINT-STOCK  BANKS  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third 
nme. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  he  objected  to  that 
provision  in  the  Bill  under  which  it  would 
not  be  necessary  that  a  certain  number  of 
directors  should  annually  retire.  By  such 
a  retirement,  which  was  enforced  in  many 
banks,  a  great  safegpiard  i^inst  fraud 
was  afforded  to  the  shareholders ;  and  he 
believed  that  with  such  a  safeguard  the 
late  frauds  in  the  Tipperary  Bank  could 
never  have  been  committed.  He  should, 
therefore,  move  that  the  Bill  should  be 
read  a  third  time  that  day  three  months. 
-  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day 
three  months." 

Mb.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  thought  the 
best  course  the  Legislature  could  pursue 
in  that  case  was  to  let  shareholders  decide 
for  themselves  whether  or  not  they  should 
re-elect  any  Director.  They  must  look  to 
their  own  vigilanee  for  their  own  eecurity 
against  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  Directors, 
and  it  would  surely  be  unwise  to  prevent 
them  from  continuing  their  confidence  in 
any  particular  individual. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  92  ;  Noes 
12:  Majority  80. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3^  and  passed, 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 

Mb.  VERNON  SMITH  moved,  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on 
the  East  India  reyenne  accounts. 

Mb.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  rose,  pursuant 
to  notice,  to  call  attention  to  the  petition 

Mr,  Spooner 


of  his  Hi(»hnes8  Meer  Ali  Moorad  (pre- 
sented 27th  June),  and  to  submit  a  Mo- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  confiscation  of  his 
revenues  and  territories  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment. He  was  very  unwilling  to  in- 
terfere with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  prevent  him  from  going  into  Com- 
mittee, but  in  order  to  keep  his  olMervai> 
tions  strictly  in  order,  he  intended  to  move 
as  an  Amendment,  *'  That  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  to  conatder 
how  far  the  possesdons  confiscated  from 
the  petitioner  form  a  portion  of  the  Bast 
India  revenues."  He  submitted  such  as 
Amendoient  was  perfectly  in  order. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  Motion 
before  the  House  was  not  a  Motion  for 
going  into  a  Committee  of  Supply,  and 
therefore  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlerasa 
was  not  in  order  in  bringing  forward  s 
ease  of  grievance  to  a  particular  indivi- 
dual. 

Mb.  I.  BUTT  said,  the  petition  he  bad 
presented  complained  of  a  matter  affeettng 


the  revenues  of  India,  and  the  Hooae  was 
asked  to  go  into  Committee  to  consider 
the  revenues  of  India;  he  oooteaded, 
therefore,  that  he  had  a  right  to  aak  the 
House  to  consider  how  far  those  revennes 
were  derived  from  property  that  had  faeca 
taken  from  the  petitioner. 

Viscount  PALMBRSTON  said,  that 
the  object  of  going  into  Committee  was  to 
enable  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Preaident 
of  the  Board  of  Control,  to  make  a  atate> 
ment  as  to  the  revenues  of  India,  and  how 
they  were  applied.  The  matter  bronght 
forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Men»ber 
was  an  individual  gricTance,  whidi  iiHgbt 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  special  Motion, 
but  had  no  immediate  connection  witli  the 
business  of  theiCommittee. 

Mb.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  would  give  way 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  promise  him  Thvrs-' 
day  for  his  Motion.  Me  thought  ke  was 
quite  in  order  in  stating  the  gronnda  on 
which  he  considered  his  Amendment  to  be 
regular. 

Mb.  FITZROT  said,  he  rose  to  order. 
It  was  not  competent  for  a  Member  to 
argue  a  point  of  Order  when  Mr.  Sponker 
had  declared  his  proceeding  was  noa  k 
order. 

Mb.  I.  BUTT  said,  he  would  subiuU  ts 
Mr.  Speaker  that  he  was  entitled  to  pr»> 
ceed. 

Mb.  speaker,  the  hon.  and 
Gentleman  certainly  was  not  in  ordor. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee. 
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EAST  INDIA  COMPANY'S  REVENUE  AC- 
COUNTS —  STATEMENT  ON  INDIAN 
AFFAIRS. 

Mr.  VERNON   SMITH,  in  rising  to 
make  Uie  annual  official  statement  relative 
to  the  affairs  of  India,  said  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Butt) 
laboured  under  a  misapprehension  if  he 
supposed  that  the  Committee  into  which 
the   House  had  just  resolved  itself  was 
about  to  dispose  of  the  rereniies  of  India. 
The  object  of  the  Committee  was  a  totally 
different  one.     During  the   discussion  of 
the  Act  of  1853  it  was  felt  desirable  that 
some  notice  should  be  periodically  taken 
in  that  Hoose  of  the  general  subject  of 
Indian  affairs,  and   it  was  thought  that 
the  best  mode  of  doing  so  would  be  by 
the   person  who  filled  the  office  of  Pre- 
sident   of   the    Board  of    Control  every 
Session   sabmitting    a  statement  of   the 
finances  of  India,  on  which  occasion  any 
hon.  Gentleman  who  wished  to  make  any 
complaint,  or  to  offer  any  observations  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  that  dis- 
tant empire,  would   have  an  opportunity 
of  addressing  the  House.     Nothing  could 
be  further  from  his  desire  than  to  preclude 
any  case  of  grievance  from  being  fairly 
brooght  under  discussion ;  he  wished  the 
natives  of  India  to  know  that  the  doors 
of  Parliament  were  opened  wide  to  them  ; 
yet  the  hon.   and    learned   Member    for 
f  oughal  must  be  aware  that  if  his  Motion 
had   been  entertained  before  the   House 
went  into  Committee,   the    effect  would 
bare  been  to  get  rid  of  what  was  termed 
the  Indian  budget  for  the  present  year ; 
for  it  was  not  in  bis  power,  any  more  than 
it  was  in  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  to  command  another  day  for 
sneh  a  purpose.     When  he  last  addressed 
'the  Hoose.  on  a  similar  occasion,  he  moved 
sa  aeries  of  Resolutions  analogous  to  those 
submitted  by  his  predecessor.;    but  the 
Hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bright) 
riien  moved  an  additional  set  of  Resolu- 
'tions,  embodying  the  opinion  of  many  hon. 
(,  th^t  there  should  be  some  ac- 
in  the  prodncition  of  the  Indian 
A^*couDt8,  and  also  that  the  official  state- 
izsent  on  Indian  affairs  should  be  nsade  at 
2ft n  earlier  period  of  the  year.     While  al- 
]  ftjding  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester, 
fi^  must  be  permitted  to  express  his  deep 
j-G^et  at  the  absence  of  that  hon.  Gentle- 
2X3^n»  and  more  especially  at  the  cause  of 
til  At  absence;  for  the  presence  of  a  man 
gj£    such  vigorous  mind,  and  one  so  well 
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capable  of  discussing  Indian  aflairs,  in 
which  he  had  interested  himself  from  a 
single  desire  to  promote  the  welfare  of  his 
fellow  subjects,  of  whatever  colour  or  clime, 
would  be  always  of  valuable  service  to  him 
(Mr.  Vernon  Smith),  and,  he  believed, 
also  to  the  House.  The  loss  of  the  assist- 
ance of  that  eminent  debater  was  all  the 
more  to  be  deplored,  looking  at  the  number 
of  empty  benches  which  the  House  now 
presented.  With  one  part  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Resolutions  he  hnd  been  un- 
able strictly  to  comply.  Although  the 
season  of  the  year  was  not  now  so  late  as 
when  he  last  made  his  statement,  the 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  it  was  de- 
livered was  nearly  the  same  in  both  cases. 
For  that,  however,  he  was  not  to  blame. 
If  the  House  came  to  a  Resolution  in  one 
year,  it  ought  to  be  prepared  to  enforce  it 
in  the  next.  The  reason  why  it  had  not 
done  so  was  doubtless  because  it  gave  the 
precedence  over  Indian  affairs  to  the  more 
exciting  as  well  as  more  pressing  ques- 
tions of  foreign  policy,  the  negotiations  for 
peace,  and  after  peace  had  been  proclaimed 
the  urgency  of  domestic  subjects.  He  had, 
however,  been  successful  in  fulfilling  that 
part  of  the  Resolution  which  enjoined  on 
nim  the  production  of  the  Indian  accounts 
at  an  earlier  period  than  heretofore.  His 
exertions  in  this  respect  had  been  seconded 
by  tlys  Court  of  Directors,  and  the  local 
Governments  had  also  responded  to  the 
whip  made  upon,  them  with  seal  and 
promptitude.  The  result  was,  that  the 
accounts  were  presented  on  the  13th  of 
March,  instead  of  on  the  18th  of  May, 
which  had  put  the  House  in  possession 
of  the  state  of  the  entire  finances  of  India 
two  months  earlier  than  usual.  Together 
with  the  figures  for  the  years  1853-4  and 
1855-6  the  sketch  estimates  for  1856-7 
bad  been  furnished  to  the  Home  Govern* 
ment-««-the  greatest  amount  of  progress 
ever  yet  made  in  the  production  of  these 
accounts ;  and  indeed  he  could  not  see  how, 
with  the  sketch  estimates  of  the  coming 
year  before  them,  they  could  well  carry  their 
anticipations  of  prospective  rerenue  and 
expenditure  much  further  into  the  future. 
For  this  improvement  credit  might,  there- 
fore, fairly  be  claimed.  He  would  now 
read  to  the  House  the  figures  on  which  he 
founded  the  Resolutions  that  he  intended 
to  moye,  together  with  a  comparison  of 
the  sketch  estimates  for  1856-7  with  the 
actual  accounts  for  1853-4.  For  1853-4 
the  figures  were— 
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I.    BSKOIL — 

Net  reTeoue        

Local  charges 

liocal  surplus         

NoitTH-WxSTEEN  FaOTlHCEfl-— 

Revenue  ...         ...         ...         ... 

Local  charges 

Local  surplus         

Military  charges   of  Bengal  and 
North«Westem  Profiuces 

Net  rerenues  of  ditto    

Total  charges  of  ditto 

Surplus  available  for  general 
purposes  of  India 
IL  Madras — 
Ket  revenue 
Charges  ... 


•  ■•  •••  ••• 

•  ••  «••  ••• 


Defleit 

IIL    BOUBAT— 

Net  revenue 
Charges  ... 

Deficit 


...        •*• 


••• 


.•*        •..        ••• 


...  a*. 


...  •••  ••• 


£ 

8.096,682 
2,200,944 

5,895}738 

5,656,674 
1,547,106 

4,109,568 

6,026.336 

13,753,356 
9,774,486 

3,978,870 

3,315.513 
3,539,334 

£223,821 

2,636.211 
2,977,113 

£840,902 
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Total   revenues   of  the  several 

Presidencies    ...         

Total  charges  of  ditto 

Total  surplus  of  ditto 

Interest  on  Indian  debt 

Charges  defrayed  in  England   ... 


19,705.080 
1C,290,V33 

3  414.147 

2.ie5,976 


Total  farther  charges  on  In- 
dian revenues     ...         ...     5,458,264 


Excess  of  expenditure  over  inoeme  £2,044,117 

This  account  had  been  put  into  a 
better  shape  for  English  eyes  by  his  right 
hen.  Predecessor,  who  had  also  in  his 
new  form  commuted  Indian  into  English 
money.  A  still  further  process  of  simpfi- 
fication,  by  substituting  Company  *8  rupees 
for  sicca  rupees,  would,  if  possible,  be 
effected. 

He  had  now  to  submit  the  fonowin^: 
comparison  of  the  Estimate  for  1856-7 
with  the  actual  result  of  1853-4 : — 


... 


... 


... 
..• 
..• 

... 


• 


CoMFARisov  OP  Estimate,  1856-57,  with  Actuax  Result  of  1853-54. 

REVENUE. 

Ordinary — 
Land  Keveznte 
Customs 
oalt    ...         ... 

Opiudi  ...         •'•         ... 

Tobacco  (abolished  1853)    ... 

Post  OiBoe 

Stamps 

Mint  ...         ••• 

Marine  and  Pilotage 

Judicial  receipts 

Revenue  of  Straits  settlements 

Revenue  of  Coorg 

Revenue  of  Nagpore 

Revenue  of  Oude     ...        ...        ...         ...         ...        ...        ... 

Interest  on  debts  due  by  Native  States,  Ao 

Miscellaneous  receipts,  ineluding  sale  of  preaeots  

Other  reoeipts — 
Proceeds  of  estates  administered  to  b/  the  late  Registrar  General 
Proceeds  of  assets  of  the  late  Government  in  the  Punjab  and  receipts 

from  Rajah  Golab  Singh... 
iSftin  by  ezohanges 


•  •  • 

•  •• 


Total 
Net  increase  of  revenue 


•••  •••  •••  ••■ 

•  ••  Va«  •••  «•• 


Increase. 

Deereaae. 

£ 

£ 

432,842 

— 

471,640 

— 

— 

63.77« 

412,847 

— 

— 

8,398 

— 

26,665 

32,867 

— . 

46.891 

~> 

14,978 

— 

95,061 

•« 

21,596 

•                                         ^^RM 

— 

3,779 

350,034 

_ 

1,698,914 

— 

— 

2,400 

104»019 

— 

— 

839 

._ 

29,513 

56,140 

— 

£3,077,822 

£135,373 

£2,942,449 


EXPENDITURE. 


PaTVieftts  in  realisation  of  the  revenue- 
Charges  of  collection,  Ac 

Allowances  out  of  revenue  by  treaty 

Sinking  fiind,  Tanjore         

Allowances  to  village  officers  enamdars,  Ac. 

Charges  of  the  Nagpone  territory 

Ditto,  Oude  ditto     

Charges  in  India — 
Civil  and  political 

Carried  forward   ... 
ifi-.  Vernon  Smiih 


£ 
141,516 


946,236 

874,303 

472,007 


£1,784,121 


lS2,m 
«4 


£268,381 
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Brought  forward 

Jodioial  and  police 

Public  works,  buildings,  Ac,  

jKHuk^my         ••«  ••*  «««  ••^         •%■ 

Marine,  Indian  navy,  dns 

Charges  of  the  Straits  settlements 

JVUU V   •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  ■•• 

Ifllerest  on  debt      ...         ...         ...         ... 

Charges  in  England — 

DiTidends  on  East  India  Stock      

Interest  on  home  bond  debt  

Steam  communication  with  India 

Ditto,  for  extended  communications,  paid  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
On  account — ^building,  Ao.  a  steam  vessel  for  Madras  Government,  and 

coat  of  coals  for  use  of  steam  vessels  in  India.. 

Transport  of  troops  and  stores      

Furlough  and  retired  military  pay... 

Ditto  marine  ditto   » 

Her  Majesty's  troops  in  India        

Charges  general  (home  establishments,  ^.) 

Absentee  allowances  to  civil  servants       

Annuities  of  Madras  Civil  Service  Fund 

Retiring  pay,  St.  Helena  establishment 

H«r  Majesty's  establishments  in  China 

Expense  of  transportation  of  convicts      

Invoice  of  stores      

Total         ..  

Net  increase  of  revenue «. 

Net  increase  of  expenditure  


Increase. 

Deerease. 

£ 

£ 

l.W4,121 

208,381 

173,779 

— 

1,030,218 

— 

— 

193,996 

72,882 

— 

5.864 

— 

—. 

98 

— 

394,922 

.^ 

2,970 

48.7«4 

— 

.» 

10,611 

— 

27,289 

54,000 

..^ 

11,856 

— 

143,692 

— 

196 

— 

— 

403,693 

— . 

2,648 

28,560 

— 

— 

1,400 

— . 

88 

10,944 

.— 

— 

4,606 

474,688 

— 

£3,784,554 

£1,250,702 

Improvement  of  185(V-57  as  compabeo  with  1853--54. 


Excess  of  expenditure  over  income,  1853-54 
Excess  of  expenditure  over  income,  1850-57 

Decrease  •..        ... 

That  statement  showed   that  his  antici- 
pation last  year  of  the  deficiency  which 
would  occar  had  fortunately  not  heen  ful- 
£lled.     He  would  now  inforna  the  House 
of    the    results    of   the    Indian   finances 
from  1852  to  1856.     From  1852-3  there 
-was  a  surplus  revenue  of  £424,257.     In 
1853-4  there  was  a  deficit  of  £2,044,117. 
In     1854-5    the    estimated    deficit    was 
<£2,670,518,    hut    the    actual     accounts 
showed    a   deficit  of    only    £1,708.627. 
The  improvement  in  that  year,  amounting 
to  j£96 1,891,  arose  from  increase  of  re> 
venue  to  the  amount  of  £615,837  ;  dimi- 
nution of  Indian  charge,  £344,722  ;  and 
diminution    of    home    charge,    £1,332. 
The    estimated    deficit    in    1855-6    was 
je2.057,633,  and  in  1856-7,  £1,152,109, 
which  was  much  helow  the  amount  anti- 
cipated.     He  would  now  explain  to  the 
House  the  cause    of   this  result.      The 
2IouBe  was  aware  that  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal items  of  expenditure  in  India  was 
under  the  head  of  public  works.     It  had 
been  said  that  the  entire  deficiency  in  the 
Indian  finances  was  cansed  by  the  amount 
of  money  expended  upon  public  works,  but 


£2,942,449 
2,538,852 

£408,597 

£2,044,117 
...         ...        1,635,520 

...         ...         ...         ...         ...        i&409,0vi 

that  statement  had,  he  thought,  been  dis- 
proved. He  had  certainly  been  inclined 
last  year  to  over  estimate  the  expenditure 
under  this  head,  but  he  had  since  taken 
pains  to  ascertain  the  real  state  of  the 
case,  and  with  the  assistance  of  one  of  the 
most  intelligent  accountants  in  his  own,  or, 
he  believed,  in  any  other  public  office  (Mr. 
Leach),  a  statement  had  been  prepared 
which  would  put  the  House  in  full  posses- 
sion of  the  facts.  In  order  to  ascertain 
what  was  the  real  expenditure  upon  public 
works  he  had  directed  that  the  statement 
should  be  confined  to  such  expenditure  as 
was  incurred  for  works  which  could  be 
fairly  considered  remunerative,  for  he 
thought  a  great  mistake  had  been  made, 
especially  in  Mr.  Grant's  Minute,  so  much 
alluded  to  last  year,  in  taking  into  the 
account  of  public  works  expenditure  upon 
repairs  and  matters  of  that  kind,  which 
were  the  ordinary  incidents  of  an  empire, 
as  they  were  of  an  estate.  The  statement 
he  had  prepared  was  confined  to  repro- 
ductive public  works,  including  improve- 
ments on  military  stations,  for  he  oon- 
sidered  that  an  outlay  on  barracks  which 

2  0  2 
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promoted  the  health  of  the  soldiers,  and  view  follj  justifiable.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
so  contributed  to  a  saving  of  valuable  tletnan  then  proceeded  to  read  the  foUov- 
lives,  was  even  in  a  pecuuiary  point  of    lag  statement : — 

Eesulis  of  the  Indian  Finances  in  1864r-55,  and  as  estimated  for  1855--56  and 
185(V>57,  showing  the  effect  upon  those  Results  of  the  Extraordinary  Expendiiurs 
on  Public  Works  above  the  average  of  former  years : — 


1. 

2. 

3. 

Extraordinary  Expendi- 
ture on  Public 
Works,  CivU  and 
Military. 

Average  Extraordinarj 

Expenditure  thereon,  in 

three  years,  1851-52 

to  1853-4. 

Excess  of  Extra  Expen- 
diture on  Public  Works, 
above  that  Average. 

Surplus  Charge,  includ- 
*  ing  all  extra  Publio 
Work*  in  ool.  1. 

Surplus  Charge,  exclud- 
ing amounts  in  col.  3. 

tC    9 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Actual 

1854-55    ... 

1^18,977 

719,683 

1,099,344 

1,708,627 

609,283 

110,360 

Regular 

Estimates 

1855-5tf    ... 

2,109,962 

719,633 

1,390,329 

2,057,633 

667,304 

5S,329 

Estimated 

185  lacs,  or 

1856-57    ... 

1.734.375 

719,033 

1,014,742 

U52,109 

137,367 

589,366 

The  expenditure  upon  public  works  had, 
in  fact,  been  the  chief  cause  of  the  very 
considerable  deficiency  which  existed,  but 
it  was  consolatory  to  know  that,  but  for 
such  expenditure,  there  would  have  been 
an  actual  surplus  of  revenue.  Before 
quitting  the  subject  of  public  works,  he 
must  observe  that  he  had  yielded,  as  much 
as  any  one,  to  the  excitement  which  ex- 
isted in  this  country  after  the  inquiry 
of  the  Committee,  in  1852,  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  encouraging  great  public  works 
in  India ;  but  ho  regretted  that  this  notion 
Lad  been  pressed  forward  too  eagerly,  and 
had  not  been  undertaken  more  gradually. 
The  consequence  of  the  excitement  to 
which  he  referred  was,  that  there  arose 
throughout  India  an  outcry  for  every  de- 
scription of  public  work.  Letters  were 
sent  round  to  almost  all  engineers  and 
other  officials  employed  on  such  works, 
a  stimulus  was  applied  to  the  promotion 
of  undertakings  of  that  kind,  and  ill-di- 
gested plans,  as  well  as  those  which  had 
been  carefully  considered,  were  carried 
out.  He  might  mention,  in  proof  of  his 
statement,  that  a  proposal  was  submitted 
to  the  Government  for  the  construction  of 
a  roftd  from  Lahore  to  Pcshawur,  at  an 
expense  of  £4,000  a  mile,  or  about  hnlf 
the  expense  of  a  railroad,  and  a  railway 
was  now  projected  over  nearly  the  same 
ground.  The  operations  for  the  coustruc- 
Mr,  Vernon  Smith 


tion  of  the  road  had  been,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, checked ;  but  he  mentioned  the  eir- 
cunistance  to  show  the  inconvenience  of 
commencing  such  enterprises  withoat  doe 
consideration.  One  of  the  most  importaot 
items  in  the  Indian  revenue  was  the  salt 
duty.  The  duty  imposed  op<m  salt  fasd 
frequently  been  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Droitwich  (Sir  J.  Pakington), 
who  had,  however,  exercised  great  forbetr- 
ance  this  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  last  Session  called  for  a  Report 
on  the  subject  of  the  salt  trade,  which  he 
had  not  yet  received.  That  d^ay  was 
partly  owing  to  the  illness  of  the  gentle- 
man employed  to  make  the  Report.  It 
had  now  come  to  hand ;  and,  though  the 
statements  and  recommendations  in  it  had 
not  yet  received  the  sanction  of  the  local 
Government,  and  still  less  that  of  the  Im- 
perial Government,  every  one  who  read  h 
must  admit  that  it  was  a  most  able  and 
valuable  Report  He  would  read  only  a 
portion  of  the  condnsion  of  it  to*  the 
House — 

"  It  has  for  jears — sinoe  August,  1748 — ^b«n 
open  to  any  to  engage  in  the  ni.inut£cture  of  sals. 
nccoi*ding  to  the  English  niethi)d,  under  £sci< 
regulations.  The  only  remaining  q«c*tM«  it. 
whether  it  is  possible  to  introduce  any  eyM^n 
of  Excise  effectively  where  the  common  native 
process  of  manufacture  is  adopted.  This  qv**- 
tion  is  now  in  course  of  practical  tolntioL    A» 
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BeDf»l  Govemmont,  with  the  full  oonourrenoe  of 
the  Government  of  India,  sanctioned,  in  Septem- 
her,  1854,  a  set  of  rules  for  granting  licences  to 
parties  licsirous  of  engaging  in  the  mnnufncturo 
of  siilt,  upon  Any  method,  under  an  excise  sys- 
tem ;  so  that,  in  fact,  in  Bengal  a  syHtem  of  ex- 
cise hat  been  in  course  of  substitution  for  the 
monopoly  arrangements  for  more  than  a  year  past. 
The  whole  correspondence  on  the  subject  will  be 
found  in  the  appendix,  and  it  appears  to  me  that 
all  that  is  necessary  is  to  push  on  the  present 
scheme  through  all  the  salt-producing  districts, 
as  fiir  as  it  depends  upon  the  authorities  to  do 
so.  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  duty  should  at 
once    be    lowered  from  its  present  amount    of 

3  rupees  8  annas  to  2  rupees  per  maund,  the 
rate  which  prevails  in  the  North- Western  Pro- 
vinces, the  special  additional  duty  of  8  annns, 
levied  on  the  Allahabad  line  of  those  provinces, 
for  the  protection  of  the  Bengal  revenue,  being,  of 
course,  discontinued  at  the  same  time.  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  Board  of  Revenue,  that  by  so 
considerable  a  reduction  there  would  be  a  much 
greater  probability  of  the  price  being  at  onoo  re- 
duced to  the  consumer,  and  a  stimulus  in  con- 
sequence given  to  consumption,  than  if  only  a 

4  annas  abatement  were  made,  as  heretofore.  I 
am  not  at  all  sure  that  it  might  not  be  ultimately 
and  speedily  beneficial  to  the  revenue  if  the 
rate  throughout  the  Bengal  Presidency  and  the 
Punjab  were  at  once  reduced  to  1  rupi-e  8  annas 
per  maund,  being  double  the  rate  prevailing  in 
the  Bombay  and  Madras  Presidencies. 

The  proposal  here  made  was  a  very  mode- 
rate one ;  but  he  wished  it  to  be  ooder- 
Btood  that  it  was  the  proposal  of  the  gen- 
tlcmaD  only  who  was  appointed  to  draw 
up  the  Report.    The  Committee  was  aware 
that  a  very  large — indeed,  the  largest  por- 
tion of  the  Indian  revenues  was  derived 
from  land.     There  had  always  been  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  saying  how  wo  should 
deal   with  the  laud  revenue  of  India — it 
was   a  subject  which    hud    puzzled    the 
greatest  philosophers  and  statesmen;  but 
ne  believed  it  was  the  general  opinion  that 
throughout  the  Madras  Presidency  it  would 
be  necessary  to  have  a  survey  and  fresh 
Assessment,   and    that    nothing    effectual 
could  be  done  till  that  survey  was  com- 
pleted.    In  the  meantime  Lord  Harris  had 
not  been  insensible  to  the  evils  of  a  too 
lieavy  assesMment,  and  he  had  expressed  a 
desire  that  a  reduction  in  many  instances 
should  take  place.     The  line  which  Lord 
JlniTis  had   taken  on  this  subject  would 
l>0  best  explained  by  the  following  memo* 
jrandum — 

*^  Ilis  Lordship  had  no  doubt  that  if  the  6o- 
^v^mment  demand  was  fixed  at  25  per  cent,  or 
ocie-fourch  of  the  gross  produce,  *  not  only  would 
XlxsLt  be  no  loss  to  the  general  income,  but  that 
C.li0>^  would  be  in  a  short  time  a  large  addition  to 
xa    iy/  the  large  quantity  of  land  which  would  be 

;dk  into  cultivation,  and  by  the  increased  con- 
kption  of  articles  of  Import,  both  of  which 


would  be  caused  by  the  accumulation  of  capital.' 
But  that  the  actual  loss  or  gain  to  GoTcrnrocnt 
will  be  only  known  atter  the  survey  has  been 
made  and  tiie  assessment  fixed  ;  in  the  meantime, 
Lord  Harris  was  Misposed  to  think  that  the  ge- 
neral out-turn  would  be  far  from  unfavourable  to 
Government/  It  would  appear  that  the  Madras 
Government  calculated  that  with  four  deputy 
surveyors  general,  the  survey,  d:c.,  of  the  Ma- 
dras Presidency  •  will  occupy  twenty-two  years, 
and  that  its  cost  will  amount  to  38,40,000  rupees, 
but  that  if  the  scale  of  operations  is  enlarged  the 
period  occupied  will  be  shortened,  and  the  total 
cost  will  be  diminished.'  The  papers  connected 
with  the  proposed  general  survey  of  the  Madras 
Presidency  were  submitted  to  the  Government  of 
India  for  orders,  &o.  It  appears  that  that  Go- 
vernment bad  informed  Lord  Harris  of  theii 
*  unanimous '  concurrence  with  the  views  and 
proposals  of  the  Madras  Government." 

He  believed  the  best  authorities  concurred 
in  thinking  that  without  a  new  survey  and 
assessment  it  would  be  difficult  to  bring 
about  an  increase  in  the  land,  revenue.  It 
was  satisfactory  to  find,  however,  that  they 
were  also  of  opinion,  and  Lord  Harris 
among  the  number,  that  a  reduction  of  the 
assessment  would  have  the  efi^ect  of  increas- 
ing the  revenue.  Last  year  he  mentioned 
that,  among  the  productions  of  India,  there 
was  some  hope  of  finding  coal  and  iron. 
In  doing  so,  he  was  guided  very  much  by 
what  had  appeared  in  the  Indian  papers  ; 
but  he  was  happy  to  find  that  the  statement 
was  corroborated  by  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Dalhousie,  who  counted  upon  a  valuablo 
and  abundant  supply  of  both  being  ob- 
tained at  no  distant  dale.  He  need  hardly 
say  that  if  those  important  minerals  were 
found  in  abundance  in  India,  they  would 
have  an  extraordinary  effect  in  facilitating 
and  accelerating  the  progress  of  that  em- 
pire. There  was  another  exceedingly 
valuable  article  of  growth  and  manufacture 
in  India  to  which  he  would  for  a  moment 
advert,  and  that  was  cotton.  Everybody 
could  see  the  importance  of  securing  from 
India  a  large  supply  of  cotton,  and  he  was 
happy  to  say  that  to  a  certain  extent  the 
experiments  which  had  been  made  had 
proved  successful.  He  would  read  to  the 
Committee  a  note  with  which  he  had  been 
furnished  on  the  results  of  the  cotton  ex* 
perimental  cultivation  in  the  Bombay  Pre- 
sidency with  the  New  Orleans  seed  : — 

"  With  the  exception  of  the  Dharwar  Collecto' 
rate  the  endeavours  of  the  Government  to  induce 
the  ryots  to  cultivate  the  New  Orleans  seed  has 
not  been  successful ;  indeed,  in  Ahmedabad,  Surat, 
Broach,  and  other  cotton  districts,  the  American 
plant  is  reported  to  have  been  entirely  neglected, 
or  the  quantity  grown  quite  insigniAcant.  How- 
ever, the  area  cultivated  with  the  indigenons  plant 
was,   in  1854-6,  in  excess  of  that  of   1858-4 
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in  most  of  the  cotton  districts.  In  Dharwar,  in  thought  there  might  be  found  other  thin!^ 
1854-5.  the  acres  cultivated  with  the  New  Orleans  j],^,,  „q^  existeil  on  which  taxes  might  be 
siKjd  were  63  298.  against  41,403  acws  in  .    j       ^        j      ^     meantime,  they  had 

showmff  nn  increased  cultivation  in  the  former    '"  ^    .     ^     \  ,.  '-,,    "^  ^    . 

year  of  21.805  acres ;  and  apparently  the  ryots  to  look  to  the  expenditure.  Ihe  fir?t 
are  now  so  convinced  of  the  advantages  of  en*  great  head  of  expenuiture  was  the  Indian 
gaging  in  this  cultivation  that  the  American  plant  arm V,  and  he  would  at  once  saj  on  this 
may  be  fairly  said  to  have  taken  permanent  root        j„^  ^j^^^  j^  ^^  ^ext  to  impossible  to  supj 

m  this  district,  and  that  the  indigenous  cotton    '^        ^u  *  *i \a  ^te^^t^  ^1^  .«..«<.*:»  1  -1 

will  have  to  give  pUce  to  it.  Therefore,  under  POse  that  the  J  could  effect  any  mat  cnal  re- 
these  circumstances,  interference  or  aid  from  duction  m  that  army.  It  had  been  said 
the  Government  to  induce  ryots  to  undertake  that  a  reduction  might  bo  made  in  the  war 
the  American  cotton  culture  was  no  longer  re-  ^f  employing  the  native  army  more  and  the 
quired  in  Dharwar.  while  in  the  other  cotton  dis-  q^^^^^^  ^roops  less.  Now.  he  maintained 
tricts  encouragement  on  the  part  of  the  uovern-    ^  '^       .i    ^      i  -^-         r 

ment  had  not  led  to  results  of  any  consequence,  i*  ^as  necessary  that  a  large  proportion  of 
or  was  likely  to  produce  any  permanent  etTect.  Queen*8  troops  should  be  kept  up  in  India, 
Moroover,  there  are  now  scattered  over  the  country  and  particularly  that  to  substitute  Indian 
Europeans  prepared  to  purchase  cotton,  cither  of  ^.^valry  for  the  Queen's  cavalry  was  a  pro- 
the  American  or  native  variety,  of  a  quality  suited  .  •'.    .   ,.      .   ^j_-  „:ki«         H-*   K^K^^.^! 

to  the  English  market,  at  remuneiiting  prices,  posal  totally  inadmissible.  He  be  lered 
And  further,  it  would  appear  that  the  prejudices  that  the  presence  of  British  cavalry  in 
of  the  ryots  to  the  cotton  saw-gin  for  denning  the  India  was  attended  with  a  very  wholesomd 
cotton  was  giving  way,  and  that  the  use  of  it  was  effect ;  that  they  were  exceedingly  useful 
becoming  popular  as  the  ryots  found  that  saw-  .  promoting  the  rivalry,  in  teaching  the 
ginned  cotton   obtained  from  the   merchants   a    -    .<  7      ,  r    j*     >  i-  j 

higher  price  than  the  cotton  cleaned  and  prepared  I'«l»an  cavalry  lessons  of  discipline,  and 
hy  the  churka  or  native  foot-roller ;  and  that  the  exciting  them  to  those  habits  of  order 
work  was  done  more  speedily  with  the  saw-gin  a^jd  obedience  which  were  of  so  much  con- 
than  the  churka,  and  fuU  ascheap.»'  |  sequence  to  an  army.     He  was  happy  to 

He  also  asked  the  attention  of  the  House  find  that  the  first  representation  which  be 
to  the  foUowing  very  curious  experi-  ^^^  ^^^  '^<>"o«r  to  make  to  Her  Majesty  on 
ment :—  ^         "  .^^^le  subject  of  the  Indian  army  had  been 

received  with    great    approbation.      The 
"  Mr  Undon.  a  merchant,  who  has  settled  in    Governor  General  said  :— 
Braich  for  cotton  purposes,  has  established  m  that ;        -,,,.  ,  t         iii.-v 

district  a  factory  for  making  and  preparing  the  i  "  The  Indian  army,  however,  has  stfll  higher 
saw-gin  machinery.  He  has  also  erected  a  cotton  «««»«  ^o^  congratulating  itself  on  the  gracwoa 
factory— an  experiment  which  appears  to  have  ,  ^▼our  which  the  Sovereign  has  lately  abown  to- 
been  attended  with  signal  success.  For.  it  i»  '  wards  it.  m  mising  its  oflteere  from  tbo  dwogatory 
stated,  the  yarns  made  at  Mr.  Landon's  ftotory,  position  in  which  they  have  hitherto  stood,  and  la 
•exclusively  of  short  staple  Broach  cotton,'  granting  to  them  the  recogmtion  which  until  now 
fetched  in  the  market  'nearly  10  per  cent  more  i  bas  been  denied  to  them,  of  their  miliUry  rank 
thanManchesteryarnof  the  same  designation;'  in  every  part  of  the  British  domimona,  and 
and  that  orders  had  in  consequence  been  received  ,  throughout  the  worid. 

sufficiently  to  keep  the  factory  in  consUnt  work  jj  ^^  received  that  compliment,  it  would 
For  some  montns.  ,  ^      .         .       <      r    i-  .        •  i 

be  ungracious  in  the  Indian  army  to  wish 

Again,  he  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  i  to  have  withdrawn  from  them  the  presence 

for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bright)  was  not  in  his   of  the  Queen's  troops.     There  were  other 

place,  as  he  had  ever  taken  a  deep  interest   questions   relating   to    the    Indian  armj. 

in  this  question,  and  would,  no  doubt,  have   such  as  the  substitution  in  greater  num- 

been  gratified  to  learn  that  something  was  i  hers  than  at  present  of  irregular  for  rego- 

doing  towards  increasing  the  cultivation  of  I  lar   cavalry,   which   were   still   nnder   the 

an  article  the  production  of  which  he  had    consideration  of  the  Indian  Government 


been  moat  anxious  to  promote.  He  was 
not  aware  that  there  was  anything  further 
in  the  statement  of  the  revenues  of  India 
which  he  need  comment  upon.  He  would 
only  say  that  he  saw  nothing  to  lead 
them  to  despair  of  an  increase  in  the  re- 
venue ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  their 
duty  also  to  look  to  other  means  of  pro- 
ducing a  surplus — viz.,  to  a  reduction  in 
the  amount  of  expenditure.  It  had  been 
said  that  it  was  impossible  to  lay  on  fresh 
taxes  in  India.  He  was  not  so  very  cer- 
tain of  that,  for  on  looking  round  he 
Mt\  Vwnon  Smith 


He  hoped  that  no  hurried  decision  woold 
be  come  to  upon  them.  Reductions  might 
be  made  in  the  Commissariat,  the  stod, 
and  other  departments ;  but  to  redoee  is 
times  of  tranquillity  to  too  low  a  scale 
was  a  mistake  which  he  trusted  would  be 
avoided  in  dealing  with  the  expenditure  nf 
the  Indian  army.  He  now  came  to  the 
civil  service.  At  a  former  period  of  tk 
Session  he  was  reported  to  have  said,  is 
reply  to  the  Member  for  Devonpori,  that 
he  thought  the  civil  service  in  India  onglit 
to  be  reduced  to  the  footing  of  the  dif- 
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lerent  colonial  seirtees.    He  never  made 
anj  such  stalement.      All  he  said  was, 
that   the   civil  salaries  of  India  had  re- 
mained almost  stationary,  while  those  of 
the  Colonies  had   been  very  much  dimi- 
nished.    He  thought  that  the  Indian  civil 
servants  ought  to  be  hip^hly  paid,  and  that 
the  best  men  ought  to  be  enticed  thereby 
to  go  out,  but  he  did  not  admit  that  the 
Indian  civil   service  was  the  only  service 
which  required  a  man  to  go  to  a  distant 
and   unhealthy  country,  and  which   sent 
him  home  jaded  and  worn  out.     The  cli- 
mate of  the  West  Indies  and  many  other 
places  was,  in  some  respects,  as  bad  as 
tl;at  of  India.      On  the  other  hand,  the 
salaries  of   the  Indian  civil  service  were 
upon  a  scale  far  beyond  that  which  existed 
in  any  other  profession.     He  knew  of  no 
other  service  in  which  a  young  man  of 
twenty  could  enter  at  £350»  or  in  which  a 
person  could  rise  from  £350  to  £4000  per 
annum  ;  but  let  it  not  be  supposed  that  he 
desired  anything  to  be  done  immediately 
in  the  way  of  reducing  the  civil  salaries  of 
India.     To  touch  existing  interests  would 
be  the  worst  possible  economy,  even  if  it 
were  not  unjust ;  but  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  the  Indian  Government  to  keep  the  ad- 
vantages of  reduction  always  in  view,  and 
to  reap  them  whenever  practicable.     Re- 
duction, it  was  said,  would  be  followed  by 
peculation.     He  did  not  believe  it»     Lord 
VVilliam  Bentinck  made  great  reductions 
in  his  time,  and  no  ill  ensued.     In  the 
worst  times  of  Indian  peculation  and  cor- 
ruption salaries  or  allowances  from  trade 
were  high  enough.     Bconomy  was  a  most 
offensive  virtue  everywhere,  but  especially 
in  India.    Financial  reformers  had  in  Eng- 
land the  support  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  public  press  ;  whereas   in  India 
the  only  public  opinion  was  that  of  the 
civil   service   itself,  which   was  naturally 
averse  from  a  reduction  of  its  own  salaries. 
It  might  be  said,  indeed,  that  the  only  per- 
son whose  duty  it  was  to  preach  economy  was 
tlie  unfortunate  officer  who  bore  the  title 
of  President  of  the  Board  of  Control.     He 
was  glad  to  state,  however,  that  in  June  a 
despatch  was  sent  out  recommending  very 
considerable  reductions  and — which  at  the 
same    time    touched    another   subject  of 
great  importance,,  allowing  public  loans  to 
be  contracted  for  public  wurks  to  the  ex- 
tent of  £  1 ,000,000  for  the  next  two  years. 
It   was  to  be  hoped  that  the  contents  of 
that  despatch  would  obviate  the  necessity 
of  sending  out  an  accountant  to  India.    A 
system  of  audit  already  existed  there»  and 


the  proposal  to  establish  a  separate  audit 
here  would  require  the  most  attentive  con-^ 
sideratfon,  because  it  in  fact  took  the  power 
from  the  Indian  Government  and  placed  it 
in  other  hands.  Having  thus  gone  through 
the  revenue  and  expenditure  of  India  he 
should  now  proceed  to  describe  the  poli- 
tical position  of  that  country  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  Since  his  statement  last 
year  some  disturbances  had  occurred  in 
India.  At  that  time,  speaking  upon  the 
authority  of  the  Governor  General,  he  de» 
dared  that  the  whole  of  India  was  tran- 
quil. He  believed  he  might  repeat  the 
same  statement  now,  because  in  India  tem- 
porary effervescences  could  not  fairly  be 
said  to  disturb  the  general  tranquillity  of 
the  empire.  But  it  so  happened,  curiously 
enough,  that  at  the  moment  he  was  speak- 
ing last  year  an  extraordinary  species  of 
insurrection — known  as  the  Santal  rebel- 
lion— was  in  the  act  of  breaking  out.  To 
some  extent  that  insurrection  showed  neg- 
ligence on  the  part  of  the  authorities  of 
India.  If  there  had  been  a  proper  police, 
or  if  the  authorities  had  been  warned  by 
certain  circumstances  which  must  have 
attracted  the  attention  of  sagacious  men,, 
the  Santal  insurrection  might  have  been 
anticipated  and  instantly  quelled.  An  am- 
ple report  upon  the  eause  of  the  insurrec- 
tion had  been  received  from  India,  and  the 
Court  of  Directors  had  written  a  despatch, 
stating  their  views  upon  it.  Mr.  Bidwell, 
the  late  Commissioner  in  the  Santal  dis- 
tricts, who  took  great  pains  to  ascertain 
the  cause  of  the  Santal  outbreak,  was  of 
opinion  that  the  primary  cause  was  tho 
great  dissatisfaction  of  the  tribe  on  account 
of  the  oppressive  exactions  of  the  mahajans,. 
or  nK)ney-lenders,  and  the  corruption  of 
the  naib-sezawals  (police-officers  and  col- 
lectors of  the  land  tax),  and  in  some  places 
oppression  on  the  part  of  the  railway  etn^ 
playes,  and  the  little  check  they  received 
from  the  Government  authorities.  Tho 
Government  of  India  considered  that  tho 
outbreak  was  caused  by  tho  want  of  early 
attention  to  the  complaints  of  the  Santals, 
of  the  oppressions  they  suffered  from  tho 
mahajans  (native  revenue  and  police  offi- 
cers) and  zemindars  ;  and  iu  one  instanco 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  considered  that 
they  had  been  ill-used  by  a  railway  official. 
The  local  officers  were  greatly  blamed. 
The  above  appeared  to  have  been  the  ex- 
citing causes  of  the  rebellion,  fanned  by 
religious  fanaticism — the  leaders  making 
their  followers  believe  that  they  were  ac*^ 
companied  by  an  Incarnate  deity,   undor 
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wbose  orders  they  acteil.  Althotigh  some 
few  instnnces  of  that  iosurrcction  had  been 
more  recently  reported,  it  was  believed 
that  the  great  body  of  the  Santals  were 
eettting  down  peaceably  and  quietly.  The 
couiitrv  had  been  declared  a  non-re<;u* 
lattun  province,  and  had  been  placed  un- 
der the  control  of  a  Commissioner,  with 
a  deputy  Commissioner  and  four  assist- 
ants. These  officers  were  vested  with 
judicial  powers,  and  would  administer 
speedy  justice  to  the  Santals,  who  would 
thus  be  relieved  from  the  oppressive  exac- 
tions of  the  mahajans,  police  and  revenue 
officers,  and  zumindars.  A  new  police 
force  was  under  organisation,  and  until 
that  was  efficient,  two  regiments  of  in- 
fantry and  one  of  irregular  cavalry  would 
remain  in  the  Santal  territory.  The 
Santals  wero  not  to  possess  warlike 
weapons  without  authority,  but  were  to 
be  employed  upon  the  public  works,  and 
paid  for  their  labour.  Stores  of  grain 
and  salt  were  to  be  prepared  for  the 
destitute  Santals,  and  the  payment  of 
the  rent  was  to  be  thrown  over  three 
years.  These  were  supposed  to  bo  the 
causes  and  remedies  of  the  Santal  insur- 
rection, which  was  an  outbreak  the  more 
extraordinary,  seeing  that  the  Santals 
had  been  always  regarded  as  a  most 
quiet  and  inoffensivo  race.  The  next 
point  to  which  he  must  advert  was  the 
mission  to  Ava.  That  mission  had  not 
been  successful  to  the  extent  of  obtaining 
a  treaty  with  Ava,  which  Lortl  Dnihousie 
did  not  greatly  regret ;  but  the  reception 
which  we  had  met  with  there  wos  every- 
thing that  could  be  desired  ;  great  honour 
had  been  shown  us,  and  the  mission  had 
resulted  in  bringing  about  that  description 
of  friendship  which  was  niuch  wanted  be- 
tween the  States.  Another  point  of  very 
considoral  le  importance,  to  which  he  had 
alluded  last  year,  had  reference  to  our  rela- 
tions with  Persia.  Independently  of  any- 
thing that  had  occurred  in  the  shape  of  a 
diplomatic  rupture  with  Persia,  the  Persians 
had,  it  appeared,  thought  themselves  jus- 
tiHcd  in  marching  upon  Herat.  It  was 
not  quite  clear,  from  the  accounts  which 
had  been  received — such  was  the  confusion 
of  histories  and  relations — whether  they 
had  been  able  to  occupy  Herat.  lie 
believed  that  the  AfF>;hans  would  be  so 
unwilling  to  allow  the  Persians  to  enter 
Herat  that  they  would  themselves  repel 
them  ;  and  as  Dost  Mahomed  had  obtained 
possession  of  Candahar,  he  would  be  able, 
if  he  liked  to  attack  the  Persians  in  Herat, 
Mr.  Vernon  Smith 


to  repulse  them.  It  was  quite  impowibk 
that  this  country  should  allow  the  Persuws 
to  obtain  posse^^sion  of  Herat.  By  an  en- 
gagement which  they  had  entered  into  ifi 
1853  with  the  Bnglish  Envoy,  they  bound 
themselves  not  to  interfere  in  tiie  affairs  of 
Affglmnistan;  and,  therefore,  if  il  were 
true  that  they  had  gone  to  besiege  Herat, 
they  had  distinctly  violated  their  engage- 
ment with  this  country,  and  it  was  dear 
that  we  could  not  allow  our  treaties  to  be 
trampled  upon  and  our  honour  to  be  in- 
sulted with  impunity.  If  the  Persians, 
therefore,  did  not  retire  from  Herat  some 
means  must  be  taken  to  vindicate  British 
honour  and  to  expel  them  from  that  plaee. 
In  making  his  present  statement  he  roust 
not  omit  reference  to  one  of  the  roost 
important  events  which  had  taken  piece 
tn  regard  to  our  Indian  Empire— be  lueeot 
the  acquisition  of  the  kingdom  of  0ude. 
lie  had  presented,  nearly  two  nM>nths 
since,  the  whole  of  the  papers  upon  that 
subject,  and  as  no  Member  of  eklier 
House  had  thought  proper  to  notice  it, 
he  presumed  that  there  was  a  general 
consent  in  the  opinion  that  the  aequiai- 
tion  of  Oude  was  a  reasonable  aehieve- 
ment  for  Lord  Dalhousie  to  aeeomplish. 
Should  such  not  be  the  opinion,  he  aboold 
be  perfectly  prepared  at  any  time  to  defend 
that  step,  but  at  present  be  should  only 
state  the  cause  of  the  transaetioo,  and 
the  motives  of  the  Government.  Lurd 
Dalhousie,  finding  from  the  statements  of 
repeated  Governors  General,  including  Lord 
Wellesley,  Lord  W.  Bentinek,  and  Lord 
Hnrdinge,  that  the  position  of  Onde  was 
deroj^ntnry  to  the  dignity  and  eredit  of 
the  Indian  Government,  and  that  the  dif- 
ferent schemes  which  they  had  tried  one 
after  the  other  had  failed  to  etfeet  such  an 
improvement  as  was  desired,  determined, 
after  eight  years*  glorious  government  in 
India,  not  to  leave  that  country  with  Oude 
in  the  condition  in  which  be  had  found  it. 
In  consequence,  in  July  last  he  sent  a 
letter  to  the  Court  of  Directors,  stating  his 
views  upon  the  subject ;  and  that  letter, 
which  was  backed  by  unanimooa  minutes 
from  all  his  Council,  reached  this  country 
at  the  end  of  September.  The  persons 
who  coincided  in  Lord  Dalhousie*s  opinton 
were  the  men  of  all  others  whose  principle 
was  opposed  to  all  aggression  upon  native 
princes,  who  were  commonly  known  as  ibe 
advocates  of  government  by  native  rulers 
rather  than  of  the  system  of  annexatioo, 
and  anion  it  them  were  General  Sleemaa, 
General  Outram,  and  General  Low.     Ail 
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tho  authoHtiM  that  eoald   be    gathered 
tos^ether  a<;re6d  that  Lord  Dalhousie  was 
justified  ill  tho  vrew  wliich  he  took  of  that 
traiisacttou.     Lord  Dalhousie  liavin?  sent 
home  those  reports,  tho  GoTeniment.did 
not  net  upon  them  immediately,  ahhoagh 
tho    pressure   was    great,    because   Lord 
Dalhousie  was  then  about  to  retire  from 
India.     A  mouth  or  six  weeks  were  spent 
by  the  Court  of  Directors  and  the  Board 
of  Control   in  consideration.     At  lon<]^th, 
linving  regard  to  the  prudence  and  ability 
which  Lord  Dalhousie  had  exhibited  during 
his  rule  in  India,  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  determined  to  point  out  to  him  to 
eome  extent  what  they  considered  would 
be  the  best  course  to  pursue,  while  at  the 
»ame  time  they  left  an  ample  discretion 
in   his  hands.     Lord  Dalhonsie's  conduct 
proved   that  the   Government  had    been 
well  justified  in  placing  that  confidence 
in    him,   because   the   moment    that    the 
power  was  conferred  on  the  noble  Lord 
he  took  what  he  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith)  re- 
garded as  a  most  manly  course.     He  called 
it  a  manly  course,  because  it  would  really 
have  savoured  only  of  hypocrisy  to  deal 
in   any  other  way  with  that  unfortunate 
monarch — ^unfortunate  from  his  own  vices 
and  debaucheries.     He  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith) 
was  very  indifferent  whether  that  transac- 
tion were  designated  as  an  annexation,  an 
acq  nisi  tion,  or  a  cession ;    but  he  denied 
that    the   Government   had   any  general 
policy  of   annexation,    if    by  that   were 
meant  the  grasping  of  everything  which 
came  within  arm's  reach.     Such  was  not 
the     annexation   of    Oude.      Men   might 
approve  the  annexation  of  Oude  and  con- 
demn   that  of   Pegu   and  Nagpore,    for 
each  case  stood  upon  distinctive  features 
of    its  own.      He  had  heard  people  say 
that    we  had    no  more    right  to  annex 
Oude  than  the  Emperor  of   Russia  had 
to    annex  Turkey;    but   Russia  was  not 
responsible  for  what  took  place  in  Turkey, 
while  we  were  responsible  for  what  occurred 
in  Onde.    For  whatever  mischief  happened 
vrithin  our  ken  in  the  East,  and  which  it 
tvi^a  in  our  power  to  suppress,  we  were  held 
to  be  liable ;  and  therefore  every  evil  which 
existed   in  Oude,  under  the  eyes  of  our 
President,   to   which   it  was  thought  we 
could   put  an  end,  was  not  unreasonably 
imputed  to  our  charge.     It  would  not  do 
to    hold  one  morality  at  Calcutta  and  an- 
other  at  Lucknow — to  say  that  what  was 
<roo<l    >n  one  place  was  bad  in  another,  or 
tfic^  'VSTmS  ;  and  he  was  perfectly  prepared 
^yn    4b«se  grounds,  whenever  it  should  be 


questioned,  to  defend  the  acquisition  of 
Oude  as  a  most  important  step,  which  was 
rendered  necessary  by  the  circuniMtaoccs 
of  the  country.  As  regarded  the  condition 
of  the  people  of  Oude  since  the  annex- 
ation of  that  province  he  would  read  to 
the  House  a  letter  upon  that  subject  from 
the  Governor  General  of  India,  dated 
May  3,  1856,  in  which  it  was  stated-— 

"  Oudo  remains  perfectly  tranquil.  Some  of 
the  lemindnrs  holding  armed  forts,  and  among 
them  the  Thelsepore  Rajah,  have  availed  them- 
selres  of  the  option  given  them  by  General 
Outram,  and  have  paid  part  of  their  arrears  in 
gunsp  which  are  taken  at  a  valaation,  although 
nothing  in  the  shape  of  coercion  or  threat  has 
been  used  to  make  them  do  so.  The  ryots  con* 
tinae,  aa  from  the  beginning,  to  show  the  best 
proof  of  satisfaction  and  confidence,  by  flocking 
back  to  tracts  of  country  which  were  rapidly  be- 
coming desert  and  jungle,  owing  to  the  popu- 
lation being  driven  away,  either  by  oppression 
practised  on  themselves,  or  by  the  feuds  and 
ravages  of  the  xemindars  in  the  neighbourhood. 
I  have  no  doubt. this  confidence  will  spread  and 
increase  with  the  progress  of  our  three  years' 
temporary  settlement,  teaching  them,  as  it  will, 
that  their  rent  henceforward  will  be  fixed  and 
moderate,  and  that  everything  they  possess  be- 
yond that  rent  will  be  their  own  without  fear  of 
extortion." 

Since  he  had  last  addressed  the  House 
upon  the  subject  another  lapse  had  taken 
place,  as  the  dynasty  of  the  Rajah  of  Tan- 
jore  had  become  extinct,  and  there  had 
not  appeared  to  be  any  necessity  for  found- 
ing a  new  one.  He  would  next  proceed 
to  state  to  the  House  what  had  been  the 
progress  in  domestic  affairs  iu  India  since 
last  year.  One  of  the  most  important 
questions  connected  with  domestic  pro- 
gress in  India,  and  one  which  excited  the 
greatest  attention  in  this  country,  was 
that  of  railways,  and  he  would  shortly 
state  what  progress  had  been  made  in  that 
respect.  The  East  Indian  Railway  had 
at  present  121  miles  open,  and  was  in 
expectation  of  opening  to  Rajmahal,  a 
distance  of  190  miles,  by  the  end  of  the 
present  year.  The  Great  Indian  Penin- 
sular Railway  was  at  present  open  as  far 
as  Caurpoolie,  a  distance  •of  ninety  mil.es 
from  Bombay.  The  Madras  line  was  ready 
to  be  opened  to  A  root,  a  distance  of 
seventy  mileft.  The  Baroda  Railway  Com- 
pany had  made  great  progress  iu  staking 
out  and  commencing  their  line  towards 
Ahmedabad.  The  Scindo  Railway  Com* 
pany  had  been  equally  expeditious  in  the 
works  on  their  lino  towards  Kurrachee. 
The  surveys  for  new  lines  now  in  progress, 
or  about  to  be  commenced,  were  that  of  a 
line  to  Nagpore,  from  the  Great  Indian 
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Peniiiftular  Railway  Company's  line  on  the 
north-eastern  extension ;  that  of  an  exten- 
sion of  the  present  Scinde  line  to  Lahore ; 
and  that  of  a  new  line  from  Calcutta  east- 
wards to  Dacca.  The  progress  of  these 
railways  was  of  the  yery  utmost  import- 
ance, and  oui;ht  in  every  way  to  be  en- 
couraflfed.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  seen 
with  the  greatest  pleasure  a  proposal  which 
had  been  made  a  short  time  back  for  es- 
tablishing a  railway  in  India  without  a 
guarnntee  from  the  GoTernment.  The 
system  of  always  requiring  a  guarantee 
for  works  in  India  was  in  many  respects  a 
most  unfortunate  one  for  that  country, 
because  it,  to  a  great  extent,  tended  to  dis- 
courage private  enterprise,  besides  the 
heavy  charge  upon  revenue  such  as  he 
had  previously  shown  to  the  House.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  sanction  any  scheme 
which  might  be  proposed,  simply  because 
it  had  been  proposed  by  private  enterprise, 
but  every  scheme  which  afforded  fair  pro- 
spect of  advantage  ought  to  be,  as  far  as 
possible,  encouraged.  The  subject  next 
in  point  of  attraction  to  the  railways  was 
the  telegraph,  and  its  progress  in  India 
had  been  very  curious.  The  subject  of 
the  electric  telegraph  had  been  reported 
on  by  Lord  Dalhousie  in  his  minute  of 
February,  1856,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  the  electric  telegraph  had  now  been 
in  operation  in  India  above  a  yeari  and 
the  results  were  most  satisfactory.  The 
construction  of  the  lines  comwenoed  in 
November.  1853,  and  up  to  February  last 
4,000  miles  had  been  completed.  The 
total  cost  of  the  work  had  been  upwards 
of  £200,000  sterling,  or  at  the  average 
rate  of  about  £50  a  mile.  The  receipts 
during  the  past  year  have  been  upwards 
of  £^0,000,  and  they  had  gone  on  in- 
creasing every  month.  The  estimated  cost 
of  working  the  line  was  about  £30,000 
a  year.  The  actual  cash  receipts,  there- 
fore, even  in  the  first  year  amounted  to 
more  than  two-thirds  of  the  working  ex- 
penses, while  the  charges  for  messages 
were  lower  than*  on  any  other  line  in  the 
world.  Dr.  O^Shaughnessey,  through  whose 
exertions  and  superintendence  this  great 
work  has  been  carried  out,  stated  that  he 
had  been  perfectly  successful  in  establish- 
ing the  direct  transmission  of  signals  and 
messages  between  Agra  and  Bombay  and 
between  Agra  and  Peshawur — 

"  So  that  an  answer  is  obtainable  within  two 
minutes  from  one  end  of  this  line  to  the  other 
through  1,600  miles  of  line,  in  which  eight  rivers 
are  crossed  by  submerged  cables  of  upwards  of 
40,000  feet  in  length." 

Mr,  Vernwi  Smith 


The  Government  of  Oode  was  traasferred 
to  the  East  India  Company  on  the  7th  of 
February  last.  On  the  same  day  opera- 
tions were  commenced  for  potting  down 
the .  telegraph  wire,  and  within  eighteen 
days  a  telegraph  of  fifty-two  miles  ia 
length,  including  a  cable  of  6.000  feet 
across  the  Ganges,  had  been  substantially 
constructed  and  successfully  worked.  Dr. 
0*Shaughncssey  had  been  one  of  those 
who  had  taken  a  most  active  part  in  the 
establishment  of  the  telegraph  in  India, 
and  several  schemes  proposed  by  that 
gentleman  had  not  yet  been  carried  into 
effect.  One  of  those  proposals  was  to 
connect  India  with  England^  and  that 
scheme,  if  carried  out,  would  enable  him 
to  obtain  an  answer  from  Cnkntta  in  six 
minutes  and  a-half ;  so  that,  hereafter,  if 
an  hon.  Member  asked  him  a  queatioa 
when  the  House  met,  he  might  hope  to 
afford  him  an  answer  before  it  rose.  The 
condition  of  the  postal  service  iu  India  bad 
been  much  improved  si  nee  last  year,  and 
he  had  every  reason  to  believe  thai  even- 
tually communication  with  India  would  be 
more  rapid  and  would  be  cheaper  then 
with  many  of  the  other  colonies  of  this 
country.  There  was  one  other  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  refer — he  alluded  to 
the  report  of  the  Law  Commisaioners. 
The  Law  Commissioners  had,  in  the  third 
and  last  year  of  their  existence,  famished 
the  Haase  and  the  country  with  a  very  able 
and  valuable  Report,  lie  had  been  informed 
that  he  had  given  great,  but  he  most  say 
unintentional,  offence  to  some  members  oC 
the  Commission  by  sending  that  Beport 
to  India.  Now,  the  House  would  bear  ia 
mind  that  a  great  deal  must  be  done  bj 
the  Legislative  Council,  and  the  jealousy 
of  that  body  was  well  known.  If»  there* 
fore,  he  hnd  acted  without  their  assistance, 
they  would  not  have  been  favourably  dis- 
posed towards  his  plan ;  but  his  object  had 
been  as  much  as  possible  to  v^ork  through 
that  body,  as  being  the  only  way  fully  to 
carry  out  the  views  of  the  Commi&aiouers. 
Some  of  the  proposals  of  the  Commissioners 
were,  from  their  very  nature*  incapable  of 
any  other  but  an  Indian  consummation. 
In  the  adoption  of  this  course,,  he  had  been 
justi6ed  by  the  opinion  of  the  Gover^^ 
General,  who  said,  that  to  have  acted 
upon  the  Report  of  this  Couuni^sion  viih- 
out  transmitting  it  to  India,  would  hare 
given  the  greatest  offence  in  (hat  couotrr. 
The  Indian  Government  and  the  Legi>ia- 
tive  Council  would  have  thought  themselves 
most  cootumeliously   treated.     One  prm« 
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cipal  point  was,  the  amalgamation  of  tlio 
Suilder  and  Supreme  Courts.     This  amal- 
ganmtton,  if  compulaorj,  might  have  given 
^reat  offence,  because,  while  the  Supreme 
Quarts  were  accustomed  to  accuse  the  Sud; 
der  Courts  of  a  want  of  law,  the  latter  re- 
torted by  accusing  the  Supreme  Courts  of 
knowing  nothing  of  India ;    and  it   was 
most  desirable  that,  if  possible,  this  mea- 
sure should  be  carried  out  with  the  assent 
of  both  classes  of  courts.     While  speaking 
on  the  subject  of  amendment  of  the  law, 
he  might  mention  what  had  been  frequently 
inquired  in  this  House,  that  a  patent  law 
had  been  adopted  in  India,  and  was  wait- 
ing for  the  consideration  and  sanction  of 
the  Court  of  Directors  and  of  himself  (Mr. 
Vernon  Smith).     One  of  the  matters  on 
which  the  Government  of  India  most  re- 
quired amendment  was  the  police,  which 
was,  in  his  opinion,  by  no  means  in  a  satis- 
fnctory  state.     He  had  already,  in  speak* 
ing  of  the  Santal  insurrection,  referred  to 
the  defects  of  the  police,  and  he  believed 
that  its  faults  were  common  to  the  whole  of 
India.     In  Bombay  there  had  been  estab- 
lished a  new  system,  by  which  the  police 
would  be  placed  under  the  immediate  di- 
rection of  the  Government ;  and  it  was  de- 
sirable that  some  experience  should  be  ob- 
tained of  the  working  of  this  system  be- 
fore any  alteration  was  made  in  the  police 
systems  of  the  other  presidencies.     The 
whole  subject  was,  however,  under  consi- 
deration of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  re- 
cently gone  out  to  India  as  Governor  Ge- 
neral.    Another  qnestion  incident  to  this 
one  of  police  was  that  of  the  torture,  the 
existence  of  which  had   been  brought  to 
light  by  the  meritorious  exertions  of  his 
hon.  Friend  and  colleague  the  Secretary  of 
the  Board  of  Control  (Mr.  Danby  Seymour). 
He  could  assure  the  House  that  everything 
which  was  possible  was  being  done  for  the 
eradication  of  this  horrible  system.    It  was 
an  worthy  of  any  one  connected  with  the 
Indian  Government  to  extenuate  it,  or  to 
any  that  it  was  not  toiture,  but  only  bodily 
•pain.  All  these  excuses  were  utterly  puerile 
and  contemptible.     Neither  would  he  con- 
sent to  the  fabrication  that  we  had  derived 
it  from  the  native  princes.     Our  business 
was  to  iniprore  and  to  teach  the  natives 
how  to  live.    For  him,  it  was  quite  enough 
tliat  revenue  had  been  extorted  by  the  in- 
^iction  of  bodily  pain.     Lord  Horris,  the 
eminent  Governor  of  Madras,  was  perfectly 
sensible  of  the  horrors  of  this  system,  and 
liad  taken  the  greatei^t  pains  to  suppress 
it.     His  (Lord  Harris's)  opinion  was,  that 


it  to  a  great  extent  resulted  from  the  high 
rate  of  assessments;  and  that  a  re-adjust- 
ment of  assessments  would  get  rid  of  it. 
That,  however,  must  be  a  slow  operation, 
but  in  the  meantime  Lord  Harris  had  set 
a  careful  watch  upon  this  system,  and  was 
prepared  to  punish  with  the  severest  penal- 
ties— for  there  had  undoubtedly  been  a 
want  of  severity  in  the  penalties  hitherto 
inflicted,  and  with  dismissal  from  the  service 
of  any  person  who  was  convicted  of  the 
infliction  of  torture.  The  Indian  Govern- 
ment, among  other  instrnctions,  sent  out 
an  order  that  an  Act  should  be  passed  for 
the  enforcement  of  severe  penalties  for 
this  oflence.  The  law  advisers  thought 
that  such  an  Act  would  be  useless,  and 
that  the  only  way  to  suppress  this  evil  was 
to  separate  the  revenue  from  the  police 
system.  He  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith)  thonghl 
that  this  would  be  an  excellent  measure  to 
adopt ;  but  it  was  one  which  would  involve 
considerable  expense  and  would  require 
much  consideration,  because  we  shoulel 
have  to  decide  whether  we  would  establish 
an  European  police  or  would  trust  wholly 
or  in  part  to  native  officers.  He,  there* 
fore,  could  not  help  thinking  that  Lord 
Harris  had  not  decided  rightly  in  omitting 
to  pass  the  Act  to  which  he  had  referred. 
It  was  true  that  by  re«;u1ations,  adopted 
so  late  as  the  years  I8I6  and  1819,  rerj 
heavy  penalties  were  imposed  for  acts  of 
torture,  but  it  was  clear  that  these  re- 
gulations had  never  been  enforced ;  and 
he  thought  that  the  passing  of  a  new  Act 
would  have  more  efi^ect  than  the  renewal 
of  old  ones.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  when  Lord  Harris  himself  considered 
the  matter,  ho  would*  see  that  if  no  new 
Act  were  passed  the  opinion  would  prevail 
that,  as  hitherto  no  notice  had  been  taken 
of  this  system,  so  no  attention  was  intend- 
ed to  be  paid  to  it  in  future.  It  was  to 
him  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith)  most  marvellous 
that  successive  Governor  Generals,  includ- 
ing among  them  a  man  of  the  greatest 
vigour  and  assiduity,  Lord  Ellen  borough, 
should  have  gone  out  to»India  and  return- 
ed without  the  slightest  knowledge  of  the 
existence  of  this  system  of  torture.  He 
could  not  aUribute  it  to  any  defect  on  their 
part,  but  must  suppose  that  it  arose  from 
some  fault  of  the  system  that  such  a  thing 
should  pass  without  being  observed  by 
them.  He  had  been  blamed  for  the  strength 
of  the  observations  which  he  made  upon 
this  subject  la^t  year  ;  but  he  must  say 
that  he  considered  Government  responsible 
for  what  had  occurred  under  their  rule.   If 
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thej  taicl  tbey  knew  nothing  about  it,  that 
was  as  good  as  Baying  that  thej  did  not 
perform  t)ie  fuuctiuna  of  governors.  The 
next  question  to  which  he  should  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  was,  that  of  tiie  in- 
troduction of  an  improved  system  of  edu- 
cation. A  new  system  had  heen  recom- 
mended by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Control  (Sir  C. 
Wood)  in  a  despatch  dated  the  19th  of 
July,  1854;  and  measures  had  been  taken 
to  carry  those  recommendotioos  into  effect 
by  the  appointment  of  directors,  inspec- 
tors, and  visitors  of  schools,  the  passing 
of  rules  for  universities,  the  distribution 
of  grants,  and  by  other  means.  In 
the  north-western  provinces  a  new  class 
of  schools  termed  halkabunda  (or  circuit) 
had  lately  been  established  under  the  au- 
spices of  Mr.  Reid,  the  Director  of  Pub- 
lic Instruction  in  those  provinces  ;  these 
schools  were  spreading  rapidly  over  the 
country.  The  main  cost  of  them  was  de- 
frayed by  the  landed  proprietors  and  cul- 
tivators by  an  assessment,  voluntarily  con- 
tributed by  themselves,  of  1  per  cent  on 
the  Government  revenue.  Mr.  Reid  be- 
lieved that,  if  this  subscription  could  be 
generally  obtained,  a  school  might  be  es- 
tablished in  every  fifty  and  a  half  square 
miles  of  the  country  with  no  expense  to 
Government  but  that  of  supervision.  In 
the  Bombay  Presidency  public  libraries  for 
the  use  of  the  natives  have  now  been  esta- 
blished in  eight  different  districts,  besides 
eight  native  libraries  in  the  town  of  Bom- 
bay, which  contained  English  as  well  as 
▼ernacular  works,  and  were  supported 
chiefly  by  local  subscriptions.  At  Shola- 
pore  the  subscriptions  for  a  library  and  an 
English  and  Mahratta  school  amounted  to 
2,700  rupees,  besides  books.  At  Sattara 
they  were  1 ,200  rupees.  Among  the  Go- 
vernment grants  was  one  of  4,000  rupees, 
given  to  the  native  students'  "  Literary 
and  Scientific  Society"  towards  a  build- 
ing for  a  lecture*room,  laboratory,  museum, 
and  library,  for  which  private  subscriptions 
had  been  raised  amounting  to  10,000  ru- 
pees. The  members  of  the  institution  hold 
a  meeting  once  a  month  for  the  transaction 
of  business,  and  reading  essays  in  English; 
once  a  fortnight  two  meetings  were  held 
for  a  similar  purpose  in  the  vernacular. 
At  these  vernacular  meetings  large  and 
interested  audiences  assembled,  to  witness 
experiments  and  illustrations  of  natural 
science,  and  to  discuss  questions  bearing 
on  the  moral  and  social  improvement  of 
the  people.  Seven  girls'  (cboolsi  at  pre* 
Mr.  Vernon  Smith 


sent  containing  450  children,  are  support- 
ed by  the  society*  and  two  infant  schools 
were  under  their  superintendence.     They 
already    issued    two    monthly    vernacular 
publications,  and  had  undertaken  to  pub* 
lish  a  series  of  papers  in  Mahrattee  and 
Goserattee,  similar  to  Chambering  In/or* 
motion  for  the  People,      All  this  is  the 
more  remarkable  as  coming  from  a  native 
society,  themselves  having  experienced  the 
benefits  of  education,  and  desirous  of  dif- 
fusing its  advantages  among  their  country- 
men.    This  was  the  progress  which  bad 
been  made  by  education  in  India.     It  had 
not  been  so  rapid  as  he  could  have  wished, 
but  attention  had  been  called  to  this  by  the 
Home  Government,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
defect  would  soon  be  remedied  by  the  mw^ 
active  exertions  of  the  local  authoridee. 
In  referring  to  this  subject,  he  mu«t  not 
omit  to  notice  the  consequences  which  had 
resulted  from  examinations  for  the  civil 
service  in  this  country.      He  last   year 
stated  the  result  of  the  first  petitioa  for 
employment  in  that  service.     It  was»  no 
doubt,  a  matter  of  some  regret  that  the 
number  of  candidates  who  had  presented 
themselves  for  examination  this  year  was 
not  so  large  as  it  had  been  the  year  before, 
but  it  was  not  to  be  apprehended  that  this 
cause  of  complaint  would  continue.       In 
looking  back  to  the  examinations  of  last 
year  he  rather  lamented  the  extreme  se- 
verity of  the  tests  applied.     He  was  bound 
in  sincerity  to  admit  that  the  qnestiooa  put 
to  the  candidates  alarmed  him,  not  only 
for  his  own  ignorance,  but  be  had  been 
assured  that  many  Cambridge  wranglers 
had  been  very  much  surprised  by  tliera. 
Except  in  the  case  of  the  professor  of  Ita- 
lian, whom  he  reappointed,  he  had  thought 
it  advisable  to  select  new  examfners,  and 
he  had  been  so  fortunate  as  in  this  jear  to 
obtain  the  services  of  one  very  competent 
gentleman  from  Trinity  College,  Dublin. 
The  result  of  the  examinations  might  be 
thus  stated : — The  total  number  of  candi- 
dates examined  is  56,  whereaa  last  year  it 
WAS  112  (just  double  the  number).     The 
relative  number  of  the  candidates  frook  the 
principal  Universities  in  1856  and  in  1S55 
are  as  follow: — From  Oxford,  in  1856,  10; 
in  1855, 19;  from  Cambridge,  in  1856,  14; 
in  1855,  32;  from  London,  in  1856,  3;  in 
iS55^  4;  from  King's  College,  London,  in 
1856,  6;  in  1855,  3 ;  from  other  En^rli^ 
schools,  &e,,  in  1856,  4;  in  1855,   12; 
total,  English,  in  1856,  37 ;  in  185d,  70. 
From  Edinburgh,  in  1856,  1;  in  18d5,  3; 
from  Aberdeen,  in  1856,  2 ;  in  1855»  5; 
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from  other  Seoteb  colleges  and  schools, 
in  1855,  7;  total,  Scotch,  in  1856,  3;  in 
1855,  15.  From  Dublin,  in  1856,  8;  in 
1855, 14;  from  Cork,  in  1856,  3;  in  1855, 
6;  from  Belfast,  in  1856.  2;  from  Gar- 
low,  in  1856,  1 ;  from  other  Irish  colleges, 
in  1855,  2;  total,  Irish,  in  1856,  14;  in 
1855,  21.  From  abroad,  in  1855,  3;  from 
at  home  (prirate  tuition),  in  1856.  2;  in 

1855,  3— i.e.,  English  colleges,  &c.,  in 

1856.  37^  in  1855,  70;  Scotch,  in  J  856, 
3;  in  1855,  15;  Irish,  in  1856,  14;  in 

1855,  21;  abroad,  in  1855,  3;  prirate 
tnitioD,  in  1856,  2  ;  in  1855,  3  ;  total,  in 

1856,  56;  in  1855,  112.     One  or  two 
particulars  with  respect  to  the  examina* 
tions   might  not  be  uninteresting.     The 
plan  heretofore  pursued  contemplated  two 
examinations— the  first,  a  general  one  ;  the 
second  to  take  place  after  the  lapse  of  one 
or  two  years,  an  examination  in  law  and 
the  Oriental  languages.     That  sjstem  was 
established   under  the  sanction  of   Lord 
Ashburton,     Mr.     Macaulay,     and     Mr. 
Leferre.     It  was  excellent  in  theorr,  but 
when  it  was  brought  to  the  test  of  practical 
experience,   the  second  examination  was 
seen  to  be  snrroanded  with  such  difBcalties 
that   Mr.   Macaulay   had  himself  recom- 
mended   that  it  should  be  relinquished. 
Strange  as  it  might«ppear,  it  was  not  less 
true  that  it  was  found  almost  impossible  to 
procure  the  means  for  a  sound  legal  educa- 
tion in  this  country.     The  only  substitute 
waa  a  certificate  attesting  that  the  candi- 
date had  attended  a  certain  number  of 
lectiireB,  but  this  was  a  very  unsatisfactory 
expedient*    for  such  certificates    did  not 
Touch  for  the  candidate's  proficiency,  and 
were  regarded  merely  as  matters  of  routine. 
The  dtfiiculty  as  regarded  the   Oriental 
languages  was  almost  as  great;  and  an- 
other obstacle  arose  on  the  question  of  cer- 
tificates of  moral  conduct,  it  being  impos- 
sible  to    ascertain    what  became  of  the 
candidates  during  the  interval  between  the 
first  and  the  second  examination.     Taking 
into  consideration  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case*  he  determined  that  the  better 
course  wonid  btf  to  give  up  the  second  ex- 
am ination  altogether,  and  to  send  them  out 
after  thej  had  undergone  one  examination 
only.       He    had  prorided  a  professor  of 
Arabic  and  Sanscrit,  but  it  was  a  little  dis- 
couraging to  find  that  not  more  than  one 
candidate   presented  himself  for  examina- 
tion ill  these  stndies.     It  was  one  of  the 
principles  on  which  Mr.  MacAulay's  minute 
was  founded  thst  in  conducting  these  ex- 
aminations   care  should  be  taken,  not  to 


examine  a  candidate  in  anything  which,  in 
the  event  of  his  being  rejected,  might  be 
considered  as  lost  time  ;  and  very  possibly 
it  was  the  knowledge  of  that  fact  which 
induced  candidates  to  believe  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  for  them  to  "get  them- 
selves up"  in  Arabic  and  Sanscrit.  With 
regard  to  the  mode  of  examining,  he  had 
himself  introduced  what  he  deemed  to  be 
a  very  important  alteration,  a  t^tiNl  voc«  ex- 
amination. The  reason  why  he  had  done 
so  was  that  he  had  always  been  of  opinion 
that  such  a  method  of  examination  afforded 
a  better  test  than  any  other  of  a  man's 
moral  qualities — his  courage,  his  readiness, 
his  aptitude,  his  self-possession.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  was  not  without  his  doubts 
as  to  whether  the  plan  of  competition 
would  furnish  any  better  guarantee  for 
such  qualities  than  the  old  system  afforded; 
but,  at  all  events,  there  was  some  approach 
to  a  test  in  a  vivd  voce  examination,  and 
therefore  he  had  adopted  it.  He  had  at- 
tended one  of  those  examinations,  and  waa 
struck  with  the  readiness  and  proficiency 
exhibited  by  the  candidates.  Nor  was  his 
experience  singular.  He  was  happy  to 
say  that  it  wns  corroborated  by  the  testi- 
mony of  Mr.  Dasent,  a  gentleman  of  great 
abilities  and  attainments,  whose  services 
he  had  been  so  fortunate  as  to  secure  for 
the  examination  of  candidates.  Mr.  Dason 
had  at  first  a  strong  prejudice  against  the 
practice  of  vivd  voce  examination,  but  he 
now  admitted  that  it  had  worked  well, 
and  that  its  result  was  most  satisfactory. 
In  justification  of  this  statement,  he  would 
read  the  following  extract  from  a  letter  he 
had  received  from  Mr.  Dasent : — 

"  I  beg  leave  to  inform  you  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  result  of  the  vivd  voce  examination  in  Eng- 
lish History  has  been  highly  sattsfaetory.  It  gives 
me  the  greater  pleasure  to  be  able  to  make  this 
statement,  beeause  I  was  one  of  those  who  at  first 
thooffht  the  amount  of  vivSk  voce  examination  for 
the  Indian  Civil  Service  disproportionate  to  the 
paper- work.  Out  of  fifty-four  candidates  who  an- 
swered to  their  numbers  at  the  vtvavotf^examina- 
tion,  I  find  that  seven  are  olassifled  in  my  notes  as 
'  very  good,*  and  have  obtained  fifty  marks-^the 
greatest  amount  which  I  am  enabled  to  give.  Of 
the  rest  the  great  majority  are  classified '  good ' 
and  fiiir,'  averaging  about  thirty  marks.  Ten  or 
twelve  are  '  inditrerent,'  with  about  fifteen  mailtm 
each,  and  only  three  are  marked  '  bad.'  and  roi^ 
be  oonsideied  to  have  fiiiled.  I  think  this  result 
is  worthy  of  mention,  especially  as  the  examina- 
tion oflen  led  the  candidates  into  minute  historical 
detaiLi  in  which  no  mere  memoria  techniea,  or 
cramming,  could  have  given  them  any  assiat- 
ancc." 

And  the  best,  by  the  way,  was  an  Irish* 
man.     He  confessed  that  he  was  muob 
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gratified  bj  the  perusal  of  Mr.  Daaent's 
letter,  for  he  regarded  it  as  a  most  satis- 
factory statement,  coming  from  one  who 
was  well  qualified  to  pronomicc  an  opinion 
on  the  subject.  With  respect  to  the  gene- 
ral merits  of  the  competitive  system  it 
must  be  admitted  that  the  question  as- 
aumed  a  different  aspect  in  India  and  in 
England.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
that  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that,  as  a 
general  rule,  the  civil  service  in  this  coun- 
try opened  a  suitable  field  of  exertion  to 
men  of  high  ambition  and  proportionate 
ability.  In  India,  on  the  contrary,  it  did 
open  such  a  field.  There  able  and  am- 
bitious men  were  needed.  The  civil  ser* 
Tice  was  a  fitting  sphere  for  them,  and  in 
it  they  were  sure  to  rise  to  eminence.  He 
would  not  be  understood,  however,  as  con- 
curring in  the  opinion  which  a  distin- 
guished Member  of  that  House  had  not 
hesitated  to  express — that  patronage  was 
"  an  odious  and  a  hurtful  thing.'*  He  re- 
pudiated that  sentiment  altogether,  and 
rather  favoured  the  doctrine  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire — that 
patronage,  well  exercised,  was  one  of  the 
noblest  attributes  of  power.  What  more 
delightful  task  could  there  be  than  to  be- 
friend merit,  and  to  prevent  talent  from 
pining  in  obscurity?  It  so  happened  that 
during  the  period  he  had  held  bis  present 
office  not  a  little  patronage  had  passed 
through  his  hands.  He  mentioned  the 
fact  for  the  sake  of  alluding  to  a  subject 
brought  under  his  notice  last  year  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Knniskillen 
(Mr.  Whiteside),  who,  upon  a  similar 
discussion  to  this,  had  called  attention 
to  the  circumstance  that  Irishmen  were 
totally  excluded  from  the  Indian  Bench. 
Finding  this  statement  to  be  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  correct,  he  deemed  it  his 
-duty  to  rectify  so  anomalous  a  state  of 
things,  and  of  three  judgeships  in  his 
^ift  he  had  presented  two  to  as  many 
members  of  the  Irish  Bar,  and  one  to  an 
Irish  Gentleman.  He  had  appointed  two 
gentlemen  to  the  Court  of  Directors  as 
nominees  for  the  Crown ;  and,  though 
sensible  of  the  distinguished  merits  and 
aervices  of  Sir  G.  Pollock,  he  had  not  re- 
appointed him,  simply  because  it  was,  he 
believed,  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
that  the  office  should  be  held  only  for  a 
atated  period,  and  that  it  should  not  be 
perpetuated  in  the  same  hands.  He  had 
nominated  General  Vivian  for  one  of  the 
vacancies  in  the  direction,  and  Sir  Henry 
Rawlinson  to  another.  He  could  not  quit 
Mr.  Vernon  SmM 


this  part  of  the  subject  without  cxpresaing 
the  great  satisfaction  it  had  afforded  him 
to  engage  for  his  own  department  the 
services  of  so  distinguished  an  Indian  ad- 
ministrator as  Sir  George  Clerk.  He  mei^ 
tioned  these  facts  to  show  that  the  distri- 
butidh  of  patronage,  which  had  given  rise 
to  so  much  reviling  of  late,  need  not  deserve 
all  the  reproaches  cast  upon  it.  Nothing 
had  been  more  gratifying  to  him  in  all  his 
public  life  than  to  be  able  to  select  for  im- 
portant public  situations  men  with  aearcely 
one  of  whom  he  had  been  personally  ac- 
quainted, but  whose  high  qualifications 
promised  to  be  of  the  greatest  8«'vice  to 
India.  He  felt  that  he  had  already  tres- 
passed too  long  for  the  attention  of  the 
House,  upon  subjects  for  which,  however, 
his  remarks  had  been  far  too  abort  to 
do  justice  to  their,  unquestionable  magni* 
tude.  He  had  passed  hurriedly  over  topics 
which,  if  they  had  related  to  matters  nearer 
home,  might  well  have  occupied  weeks  in 
their  discussion.  As  it  was,  however,  be 
had  only  to  thank  the  House  for  the  iodul- 
gence  extended  to  him.  The  qnestion  of 
the  right  government  of  India  waa,  per- 
haps, one  of  the  most  difficult  problems 
that  asked  the  solution  of  statesmen.  Th« 
time  had  been  when  the  rulers  of  that  vast 
empire  looked  to  nothing  but  the  amoant 
of  revenue  which  they  could  extract  from 
its  people.  Since  then,  however,  thank 
God,  a  better  day  had  dawned  upon  its 
many  races  and  creeds,  whose  governors 
were  now  endeavouring  to  accomplish  aonic- 
thing  for  their  social  improvement.  To 
interfere  with  their  religion  was  to  tread 
upon  delicate  ground — indeed,  too  tender 
to  be  touched  by  any  man  of  modersta 
caution,  not  to  say  of  even  ordinary  wia^ 
dom.  The  proper  mode  of  improving  their 
religion  was  by  improving  their  morality ; 
and  this  could  be  achieved  only  by  set* 
ting  them  an  example  of  inflexible  honesty 
and  good  faith.  This  was  the  true  policy 
which  the  Indian  Government  had  to  pur^ 
sue ;  and  in  that  policy  ho  trusted  thcv 
would  be  successfiU.  He  waa  too  weii 
aware  that  the  wheel  of 'political  fortone 
might  waft  to  the  heights  of  Indian  aa- 
thority  a  man  of  no  more  than  ordinsrr 
understanding  and  a  resolute  sincerity  ot 
purpose,  but  he  would  yield  to  none  m 
earnest  interest  for  the  happiness  of  tJie 
inhabitants  of  India,  early  imbibed  iroB 
those  whose  talents  he  could  not  hope  w 
imitate,  but  whose  seal  he  aspired  to  equsl. 
and  now  enhanced  by  the  awful  respoa* 
sibility  of  the  trust  in  his  hands.    It  ksi 
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been  obaenred  even  by  practical  philo- 
Bophers  that  it  woald  be  a  proud  day  for 
England  when  &he  resigned  to  the  in- 
habitants of  India,  well-edacated,  civilised, 
and  regenerated,  the  sway  which  ahe  now 
held  over  them.  Such  a  result  he  could 
Djot  anticipate  that  he  should  ever  live  to 
see.  If,  however,  it  occurred  in  his  time, 
he,  for  one,  should  tremble  for  the  conse- 
quences. What,  then,  was  his  own  belief  ? 
Why,  that  it  would  indeed  bo  a  proud 
day  for  England  when,  maintaining  her 
rale  over  this  distant  and  populous  empire, 
she  could  yet  say  that  to  the  utmost  of 
her  power  she  had  advanced  the  physical 
prosperity  of  a  people  wliich  the  ancient 
dynasties  of  their  despots  never  cared  for, 
and  had  given  them  intellectual  gratifica- 
tions which  their  native  rulers  never  knew. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  a  formal  Resolution,  embodying 
the  result  of  the  accounts  giyen  in  his 
speech. 

Sir  ERSKINE  PERRY  said,  that  tlie 
closing  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  gone  home  to  the  hearts 
of  all  who  took  an  interest  in  the  welfare 
<and  progress  of  India.     It  was  deeply  to 
be  regretted  that  so  few  persons  belong- 
ing to  that  category  were  present  in  that 
House,     Questions  relating  to  India  were, 
unfortunately,  not  very  popular ;  and  in- 
•dependent  members  who  broached  them  in 
that  House  were  almost  invariably  greeted 
with  a  growl  from  the  representatives  of 
the  Indian  Government.     He  was  glad, 
howerer,  to  see  that  during  the  last  year 
that  apathy  had  somewhat  given  way,  in 
consequence  of  discussions  in  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  some  valuable  steps 
had  been  gained.     The  public  mind  had  at . 
length   become  impressed  with   the  con- 
Tiction  that  the  East  India  Company  was 
no  more  than  any  other  body   of  stock- 
holders,  having  no  connection,  moral  or 
phystcal,    with  India.     It  was  also  seen 
that   the   Court  of  Directors  was  a  paid 
department   of   the   State — a    body    of 
trustees  for  the  Crown  for  the  time  being, 
their    remuneration   consisting  partly  of 
salary  and  partly  of  patronage.     It  had 
likewise  been  made  clear  that  the  finances 
of  England  were  responsible  for  any  de- 
ficiency in  the  reyenues  of  India ;  and  the 
Torture  Report  had  shown'that  the  people 
of  that  country  were  yery  poor,  and  un- 
able  to  bear    the  burdens  imposed  upon 
them.     It  followed  from  these  facts  that 
the  Indian    Government  ought  to  be  as 
aerupulonaly  economical  in  its  expenditure 


as  those  who  administered  the  funds  raised 
from  the  English  public.  The  East  India 
Company,  however,  appeared  to  be  blind 
to  those  principles,  and  were  in  the  habit 
of  treating  the  revenues  of  India  as  if 
they  were  still  their  own  corporate  funds. 
Nay  more,  they  claimed  to  do  this  with- 
out the  sanction  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
The  litigation  in  which  they  occasionally 
took  part  did  them  but  little  credit. 
In  the  Dyce  Sombre  case  they  reck- 
lessly spent  enormous  sums  of  money. 
When  the  Rajah  of  Coorg,  after  hia 
deposition,  sued  them  for  his  share  in 
one  of  the  public  funds  of  the  country, 
the  Company  urged  a  plea  which,  if  put 
forward  by  any  responsible  department  in 
this  country,  would  have  aroused  general 
indignation  and  risked  the  safety  of  any 
Ministry.  They  asserted  a  right  to  ap- 
propriate this  property  of  the  Rajah  as 
booty  of  war.  That  litigation  was  also 
commenced  by. them  without  the  sanction 
of  the  Board  of  Control.  Again,  when 
they  engaged  counsel  to  resist  the  claim 
of  the  Nawab  of  Surat  before  a  Parlia- 
mentary Committee,  instead  of  giving  the 
ordinary.fee  of  £50  or  £100,  they  gave  a 
retainer  of  no  less  than  1,000  or  1,200 
guineas.  Such  a  wasteful  expenditure  of 
publfc  money  would  not  be  allowed  in  the 
affairs  of  England.  He  likewise  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  East  India  Company 
were  legally  entitled  to  expend  the  revenues 
of  India  either  for  such  purposes  as  he  had 
just  mentioned,  or  in  the  payment  of  pen- 
sions to  ex-Governors  General.  By  an 
old  statute,  which  limited  the  power  of 
the  East  India  Company  while  they  re- 
mained a  corporate  body,  with  regard  to 
the  expenditure  of  their  funds,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  they  should  not  bestow  pensions 
exceeding  £600  a  year  upon  any  of  their 
servants  without  the  sanction  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Control.  A  sub- 
sequent statute  of  1813  enabled  them  te 
grant  gratuities ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  in  1833,  when  all  the  corporate  funds 
of  the  Company  were  taken  from  them, 
.their  power  to  expend  money  for  those 
purposes  totally  ceased.  He  would  like 
to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Solicitor  General  upon  thb  point,  and  he 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control  to  examine  care- 
fully the  Act  of  1833,  with  a  riew  of  as- 
certaining what  were  the  actual  powers  of 
the  Board  of  Directors  with  regard  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  revenues  of  India.     In 
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bis  opinion,  the  power  exercised  by  the   tbe  eondition  of  India  as  most  flourtahinf, 
Company  in  making  those  grants  was  un- ;  and,  if  implicit  credit  was  to  be  giren  to 
constitutional,  and  the  pensions  which  they  '  the  statements  contained  in  that  document, 
conferred,  chargeable  upon  the  revenues   no  doubt  could  be  entertained  of  the  pro»- 
of  India,  far  exceeded  in  amount  those   perity  of  our  Indian  Empire.     They  had, 
which  were  bestowed  upon  servants  of  the   however,  heard  a  very  different  statement 
Crown  in  this  country  under  the  authority   that  night  from  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament.    It  might  be  snid   of  Control,  having  been  told   that  there 
that  a  pension  granted  to  a  deserving  Go-   would    still  be    a  very   large    defieieuej 
vemor  General  was  within  the  scope  of  the   in  the  revenue  for  the  year.     Lord  Dal- 
powers  of  Government,  but  in  that  case  the   housie,  referring  to  the  deficiency  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ought  to  be  consulted,   last  three  years,  attributed  it  to  tbe  enor> 
and  if  the  Court  of  Directors  acted  without   mous  expenditure  which  he  said  the  Go- 
its  sanction,  they  assumed  powers  which    vemment  were  now  making  on  account  of 
they    did    not    possess.      The    Governor  public  works,  and  he  stated  that  in  1853* 
General  was  entitled  to  240,000  rupees,   54  a  sum  of  not  less  than  £2,325.000, 
or  about,  with  the  exchange.  £27.000  a   had  been  expended  on  those  public  works. 
year ;   but  if  he  were  io  the  receipt  of ,  There  was  a  marked  discrepancy,   bow- 
any  other  pension,  annuity,  or  salary.  Par- 1  ever,  between  that  statement  and  the  ooe 
ment  had  directed  that  that  should  be  de-  •  published  in  the  accounts  laid  before  Par- 
ducted  from  the  amount  of  rupees,  so  that  tiament  under  the  sanction  of  the  Presi- 
the  salary  of  the  office  should  be  the  sole  dent   of   the    Board  of  Control,    for  tbe 
recompense.     Now,  if  Parliament  had  de-   expense  of  public  works,  exclusive  of  rs- 
dared  that  amount  to  be  the  salary  of  the   pairs  and  military  buildings,  waa  put  dowa 
Governor  General,  how  could  a  power  be   at  £1,659,771,  and  military  buildings  at 
permitted  to  a  branch  of  the  Government   £293,000,  making  a  total  of  £1,952,771, 
and  the  Court  of  Directors  to   grant  a  \  while  the  aeconnt  presented  by  the  Court 
pension  of  £5,000  without  first  consulting  of  Directors   showed  for  public  works  a 
jParliament?     It  was  said  tbe  President   sum  of  £618,703,  and  for  military  build* 
of  the  Board  of  Control  had  power  to  ings  £282,376— in  all  901,079.  Now.  be 
revise  the  acts  of  the  Court  of  Directors ;   wished  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  that  great 
but  it  was  almost  impossible  for  one  man   discrepancy.     When  he,  some  time  ago, 
to  resist  the  grant  of  a  pension  to  one  referred  to  the  deficiency  in  the  Indian  re* 
who  in  a  few  days  might  become  his  coK   venue,  he  had  considerably  underrated  tb« 
league.     Up  to  the  time  of  Lord  Hardin ge   amount,  for  he  did  not  then  take  into  ae- 
the  power  of  granting  pensions  had  fallen   count  the  deficiency  in  cash  balances  whieb 
into  desuetude,  though  he  was  prepared  to   amounted   to   £5,592,000.     In  point  of 
admit  that  £  1 ,500  a  year  was  granted  to  fact,  the  deficiency  in  the  last  years  for 
Sir  George  Barlow  out  of  the  corporate   which  accounts  had  been  furnished — name- 
funds.     In  1846  a  pension  of  £5,000  a   ly,  1853-54,  amounted  to  the  large  sum 
year  was  granted  to  Lord  Hardinge,  under  t  of  £8,136,040.     Lord  Dalhoosie,  in  his 
the  authority  of  the  33  Geo.  III. ;   but  i  Minute,  gave  the  public  to   oaderatand, 
though  it  came  within  the  words  of  the   that  by  the  territorial  acquisitions  secured 
Act,  in  his  belief  it  did  not  come  within  '  during  his  tenure  of  office,  £4,000,000 
the  spirit.     The  recent  grant  of  £5,000  '  had  been  added  to  the  revenue  of  India; 
a  year  to  Lord  Da^housie  did  not  even   but  tbe  noble  Lord  only  made  oat  thai 
come  within  the  words  of  the  Act,  as  he  ;  amount  of  revenue  by  not  giving  one  iteia 
was  not  at  the  time  in  the  service  of  the  of  charge  against  it.     He  did  not  charge 


Company.  He,  therefore,  complained  that 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Control  did 
not  exercise  sufficient  supervision  over  the 
Court  of  Directors  in  spending  their  re- 
venues. With  respect  to  the  financial 
statement  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control  it  was  not  calculated  to  allay  those 
fears  as  to  the  condition  of  the  Indian 
finances  which  had  been  excited  by  the 


against  the  revenue  one  farthing  for  tbe 
expenses  of  the  civil  and  military  gorem- 
ment  of  those  territories.  He  credited 
the  Punjab  with  £1,500.000  of  revenQ€. 
whereas  it  had  been  ahown  that  then 
was  an  annual  deficiency  of  £59,003. 
For  Sattara,  he  put  down  a  revenue  «f 
£150,000,  while  there  was  an  actnal  d^ 
ficiency  of  £22,000.     Nagpore  he  atated 


accounts  formerly  laid  before  the  House.  |  at  £410,000,  whereas  it  bad  been  proved 

Lord  Dalhousie  had  issued  a  Minute,  com-  I  that  no  larger  a  revenue  had  been  derived 

prising  180  paragraphs,  which  described   than  £100,895.    On  the  aobjeet  ^  optum. 

Sir  Ertkine  Perry 
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of  Her  Majesty's  army,  and  receive  pen- 
sions.   The  foreign  legions  that  had  heen 
sent  to  the  Crimea  had  distinguished  them- 
selves as  much  and  had  maintained  as  good 
order  as  any  troops  of  her  Majesty's  ser- 
vice; and  nodouht,  had  the  war  continued, 
▼ould  hare  conducted  themselyes  as  ya- 
liantly  as  any  troops  that  had  heen  brought 
into  the  field.     The  troops  of  the  foreign 
legion  consisted  of  8,552  Germans,  3,013 
Swiss,  and  3,535  Italians — making  toge- 
ther 15,100  men,  and  the  cost  of  main- 
taining them  was  ahont  £1,100  a  day. 
The  Swiss  and  Italian  legions,  he  hoped, 
would,  in  the  course  of  a  yery  few  weeks, 
he  disembodied.       With  respect  to  the 
German  legion,  it  appeared  that  a  large 
portion  of  them  were  desirous  of  being 
transferred  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  thought  that 
such  a  course  was  highly  desirable,   i^s 
those  Germans  were  of  the  same  character 
as  the  original   settlers  in  that  colony, 
^rrangementa  would,  he  hoped,  shortly  be 
made   to  carry  out  the  object  of  their 
wishes  by  making  the  proposed  transfer. 

THE  BISHOPRIC   OF  GLOUCESTER  AND 

BRISTOL. 

The    Earl    op    ELLBNBOROUGH 
^gg^d  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  President  of  the  Council  to  the 
yacancy  which  had  recently  taken  place 
in  the  united  dioceses  of  Gloucester  and 
Bristol.     He  personally  deplored  the  late 
lamented  event  that  had  occurred.  During 
the  last  twenty-five  years  he  had  had  the 
good  fortune  to  be  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  late  Dr.  Monk,  and  he  considered 
his  death  to  be  a  great  loss  to  the  Church. 
He  waa  a  man  distingnisbed  for  learning, 
for  great  kindness  of  disposition,  and  for 
magnificent   liberality.     He  had  at  heart 
an  object   which  he  (the  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough)   rejoiced  to  say  he,  in  a  great 
degree,     succeeded    in    accomplishing  — 
namely,  the  extension  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  his  diocese.     When  Dr.  Monk  was 
appointed   Bishop  of  Gloucester  he  held 
that  bishopric  alone,  and  he  then  resided 
in   the  middle  of  the  county  and  in  the 
county  town.      At  that  time  the  right  rev. 
prelate  was  in  the  habit  of  holding  con- 
stant  communication,  not  only  with  the 
(rlergy,  but  with  the  laity  of  his  diocese,  and 
ie  was  thereby  in  every  way  enabled  to 
ieep  a  constant  and  vigilant  watch  over 
be  spiritual    wants  of  his  diocese.     He 
>elieyed   that    the  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
lerer  at  any  time  any  desire  to  hare  the 
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I  bishopric  of  Bristol  annexed  to  that  of 
.Gloucester.  A  large  palace  had  been 
built  at  Gloucester,  which  was,  he  believed, 
yery  expensive  to  keep  up,  and  that  cir- 
cumstance, combined  with  others,  induced 
the  Bishop  to  reside  permanently  at  Sta- 
pleton,  near  Bristol,  and  abandon  alto- 
gether his  original  residence.  The  conse- 
quence was  that,  in  point  of  fact,  during 
the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years,  there  had 
virtually  been  a  non-resident  Bishop.  He 
would  not  say  that  the  ecclesiastical  duties 
of  the  diocese  had  been  neglected  ;  he  be- 
lieved that  they  had  not  been  ;  at  the 
same  time  it  was  impossible  not  to  feel 
the  absence  of  that  total  want  of  personal 
communication  with  the  gentlemen  of  the 
county  which  a  Bishop  was  enabled  to  keep 
up  when  resident  in  a  county  town  ;  and 
which  increased  to  a  great  extent  his  use- 
fulness. A  petition  to  Her  Majesty  was 
at  the  present  moment  in  circulation 
throughout  the  county,  and,  from  what  he 
had  heard  several  months  ago  as  to  the 
feelings  of  the  Members  for  the  county 
and  of  the  county  gentlemen,  he  believed 
that  petition  would  express  almost  uni- 
versally the  sense  of  the  county  in  favour 
of  the  separation  of  the  two  dioceses. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  would  ex- 
press not  only  the  hope,  hut  the  confident 
expectation,  that  the  Government  would 
adopt  no  measure  wnatever  for  the  pur- 
pose of  filling  np  the  existing  vacancy  in 
the  diocese  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol  until 
they  had  had  the  opportunity  of  ascertain- 
ing the  feelings  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Gloucestershire  on  the  subject  he  had  al- 
luded to, 

LoKD  REDE SD ALE  thought  it  impos- 
sible for  any  clergyman  to  carry  on  the 
duties  of  the  extended  see  of  Gloucester 
and  Bristol  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
ought  to  be  performed.  The  union  of 
Gloucester  and  Bristol  was  effected  at  a 
time  when  it  was  determined  that  the 
number  of  bishops  should  not  be  increased, 
and  it  was  with  that  object  that  four  sees 
were  united  —  namely,  Bangor  and  St. 
Asaph,  and  Gloucester  and  Bristol  —  in 
order  that  the  two  new  sees  of  Man- 
chester and  Ripon  might  be  created.  In 
the  case  of  Bangor  and  St.  Asaph  the 
opposition  to  the  union  of  those  sees  had 
proved  successful;  but  the  two  dioceses 
in  question  were  not  so  large  as  Gloucester 
and  Bristol,  and  he  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  inhabitants  of  the  latter  dioceses 
had  a  decided  claim  upon  Parliament  for 
the  separation  of  the  two  spes, 
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Eabl  GRANVILLE  md,  th^  quM- 
tion  waft  one  of  a  Yorj  diflScult  character, 
and  one  which  could  not  be  decided  with- 
out grave  consideratioii.  In  seTeral  other 
aees  great  eomplaints  had  been  made  of 
the  eiteoded  area  comprised  within  them, 
and  of  the  heavy  duties*  therefore,  de- 
volving upon  the  occupants  of  those  sees. 
The  separation  of  Qloucester  and  Bristol 
was  not.  therefore,  a  Question  to  be  de- 
cided upon  bj  itself ;  the  other  casca  to 
which  he  had  referred  must  be  taken  into 
oonaideratiott  at  tlie  same  time.  All  he 
could  say  was,  that  after  what  had  passed 
there  that  evening,  he  had  no  doubt  the 
successor  to  the  late  Bishop,  whoever  he 
might  be»  would  be  appointed  subject  to 
any  future  arrangements  which  might  be 
come  to  with  regard  to  the  separation  of 
the  diocese, 

OUR  RELATIONS  WITH  THE  UNITED 
STATES  ~  REPORTED  DISMISSAL  OF 
MR.  CRAMPTON-QUESTION. 

Thx  Earl  of  CARNARVON :  I  wish 
to  put  a  question  to  the  Government  on  a 
subject  which  at  the  present  moment  is  a 
source  of  great  anxiety  to  the  people  of 
this  country.  It  is  reported  that  a  packet 
has,  within  the  last  few  hours,  arrived  from 
the  United  States,  bringing  intelligence  of 
importance  with  regard  to  our  relations 
with  that  country.  1  should  feel  obliged 
if  the  noble  Earl  would  inform  us  whether 
any  suoh  packet  has  arrived,  and  if  it  has, 
and  it  be  convenient  to  the  Government,  if 
he  would  give  us  information  as  to  the  in- 
telligence brought. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  I  understand 
that  the  Asia  has  arrived » and  that  by  that 
packet  some  news  of  a  private  character 
has  been  brought,  which  w  not  quite  clear 
—not  quite  intelligible.  There  is  a  report, 
on  the  one  hand,  that  letters  have  been 
received  to  the  27th  announcing  the  depar* 
ture  of  Mr.  Crampton ;  and,  on  the  other, 
that  a  telegraphic  message  was  sent  on 
the  28th  stating  that  there  was  no  further 
news.  But  it  is  not  quite  clear  as  to  what 
the  telegraphic  message  alludea— whether 
it  means  that  there  is  no  further  news  ex- 
cept the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Crampton,  or  that 
Ur.  Crampton*s  dismissal  had  not  taken 
place.  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  re- 
ceived no  official  information  on  this  subject. 
Letters,  however,  will  arrive  either  to-night 
or  to-morrow  morning  from  Mr.  Crampton 
to  the  27th  i  but  until  then  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  be  able  to  give  any 
authentic  information  on  the  subject. 


MERCANTILE  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (oa  Be-commit- 
ment)  (according  to  Order). 

On  Clause  1,  which  repealed  the  17tli 
section  of  29  CkisrUs  IL,  c.  3,  **  for  tbe 
prevention  of  frauds  and  peijurieat"  ami 
the  7th  section  of  the  9  G#o.  IV.,  c.  14, 

Ths  lord  CHANCBLLOR  said,  the 
noble  Lord  behind  him  (Lord  Overstooe) 
had  presented  a  petition  from  traders  oif 
the  city  of  London,  who  oomplained  that 
this  clause  would  tend  to  prejudice  verj 
much  their  commercial  intereata.     Tb^r 
Lordships  were  aware  that  thia  Bill  bad 
been  introduced  in  pursuance  of  the  report 
of  a  Royal  Commiaaion  which  hstd  bess 
instituted  in  conaeQuenee  of  oocn|ftlaiDts 
from  Manchester,  Glasgow*  and   vanoni 
places  in  the  north  of  England  agaiut 
the  present  state  of  the  mercantile  law. 
That  Report  recommended  tbe  aaaimila- 
tloa  of   the  laws  of  the  two  coontri^ 
and,  as  far  as  regarded  personal  propertj, 
the  repeal  of   the  17th  aection   of  the 
Statute  of  Frauds.      That  section  pro- 
vided that  no  contract  for  tbe   aale  ef 
goods  for  a  value  exceeding  £10  ahoukl 
be  yalid  unlesa  it  waa  reduced  to  n ritiog. 
or  unless  part  of  tbe  purchase  money  h^ 
been  paid,  or  part  of  the  gooda  purdbased 
had  been  delivered.     Now.  in  the  ease  of 
land,  it  was  perhaps  desirable  to  reqaire 
that  all  contracts  should  be  reduced  to 
writing ;  but  be  did  not  think  that  it  was 
so  in  the  case  of  personal  property.     At 
present   the  necessity  of   reducing  con- 
tracts to  writing  waa  nullified  by  the  pro- 
vision that  the  contract  should  be  valid  if 
part  of  the  purchase  money  had  been  paid 
or  part  of  the  goods  delivered;    and,  in 
point  of  fact,  it  was  impossible  to  reduce 
every  mercantile  contract  to  writing,     I\ 
was  true  that  it  was  said  by  some  of  the 
most    respectable    merchants,   that   thej 
entered  into  contracts  through  the  agency 
of  middlemen  or  brokers,  and,  if  it  were 
not  necessary  to  reduce  these  contract* 
to  writing,  contracts  might  be  palmed  off 
on  them  which  they  had  never  authorlaed. 
Now,  he  could  only  say  that  he  believed 
that  if  the  present  Bill  became  Uw,  tbe 
custom  would  continue  the  same  aa  it  wv 
at  present..   The  fact  that  in  the  north  uf 
England  nine-tenths  of  the  contracts  cnttfe 
were  not  in  writing,  and  that  in  ScoUaiid 
there  was  no  law  compelling  them  to  be 
so,   afforded   a   strong  presuinption    that 
that  portion  of  the  Statute  of  rrauda  was 
really  of  no  practical  value ;  and  he  trasta^ 
therefore,  that  their  Lordakips  w^d  uot 
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offer  anj  opposition  to  the  preeeot  6ill» 
for  by  agremg  to  it  their  LorddhipB 
would,  in  reality,  be  discoamging,  not 
eocouragiog  fraud. 

Lord  0VER3T0NE   aaid,  be  nbould 
net  divide  the  Uouae  upon  the  Bill  (   but 
on  the  part  of  the  merchants  of  London, 
he  begged  to  say  that  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  which  had  taken  place  before  the 
Select    Committee    bad    only    been    to 
strengthen  the  opinion  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of   the  mercantile  interest  in  the 
sonndness  of  the  views  which  they  had 
m\1  along  entertained  in  opposition  to  this 
clause.      Merchants  were  persons  whose 
business    necessarily  led  Uiem  to  enter 
into  contracts  of  a  very  extensive  and 
complicated  character.     For  the  purpose 
of  eomiog  to  that  common  agreement  on 
which   such  contracts  must  be  founded, 
it  was  obviously  requisite  that  much  pre- 
liminary conversation  must  take  place; 
and    the    danger  which    the    merchants 
apprehended  was,  that  those  inchoate  and 
iiu;oroplete  conversations  would  be  forced 
upon  them   as  binding    contracts,  there 
being  no  written  memorandum  whatever 
on  which  to  fouud  such  obligations.    They 
believed,  if  such  were  the  effect  of  the 
clause,  that  they  would  be  precluded  from 
that    freedom    of   discussion   which  was 
necessary  to  every  satisfactory  commer- 
cial contract.      In  order   to  prove  that 
portion  of    the  case  which    he  tliought 
was  in  dispute,  he  had  called  before  the 
Select  Committee  the  highest  mercantile 
authorities  in  the  city  of  London,  in  re- 
spect both  to  character,  to  the  amount  of 
tneir  business,  and  the  eminenee  of  their 
abilities;    but  had  he  been  required  to 
establish  the  whole  case,  he  should  have 
called    before  that  Committee  witnesses 
from  every  branch  of  trade  in  the  city 
€>f  London,  all  testifying  to  the  like  appre- 
henaions  arising  out  of  the  peculiar  nature 
of     the  transactions    in  their   respective 
brmnches  of  business.     It  would  be  pre- 
isuoiptuoas  in  him  to  attempt  to  discuss 
<ivitli  the  learned  authorities  m  that  House 
^bo  legal  bearings  of  the  question ;  but  he 
^vr  AS  bound  to  say  that  the  merchants  and 
tr&ilefa  of  every  kind  and  description  to 
li om  he  had  referred,  who  were  men  of 
^t  intelligence  and  ability,  were  very 
_  Me  of  tracing  out  the  legal  bearings 

^f*  provisions  of  this  nature,  and  that  they 
,^^01-6  fortified  in  all  their  apprehensions  by 
^0  Authority  and  advice  of  the  profes- 
^ioo^  persons  in  the  city  by  whom  they 
usually  guided.     Moreover^  wlule 


they  were  prepared  to  bow  with  great 
respect  and  deference  to  high  legal  autho- 
rities undertaking  to  declare  what  the  law 
was  and  to  administer  it,  they  felt  con* 
siderabb  apprehension  when  the  same 
legal  authorities  came  down  to  determine 
what  the  law  ought  to  be,  when  they 
found  that  the  reasons  and  arguments 
by  which  those  legal  authorities  were 
guided,  indicated  the  absence  of  a  suffi- 
cient knowledge  of  the  details  of  the 
various  transactions  of  business  and  of 
the  complicated  circumstances  which  be- 
longed to  the  course  of  contracts  in  each 
respective  branch  of  trade;  and  at  the 
same  time  they  ventured  to  think  that 
they  were  as  competent  judges  as  to 
what  forms  were  applicable  to  matters 
of  trade  and  commerce,  and  as  to  what 
dangers  and  difficulties  would  arise  to 
commence  from  the  application  of  par- 
ticular forms  of  law,  as  the  highest  legal 
authorities  that  existed.  He  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  say  thus  much  by  way  of 
caution.  In  that  House  it  was  impossible 
to  contend  against  the  combined  legal 
opinions  which  undoubtedly  existed  in 
favour  of  the  proposed  clause ;  he  had 
discharged  his  duty  in  representing  the 
feelings  of  the  mercantile  body  in  regard 
to  this  Bill ;  and  he  rejoiced,  therefore, 
that  it  must  go  down  to  another  assembly, 
where  the  mercantile  interests  were  more 
adequately  represented  than  in  that  House, 
and  where  the  objections  to  the  measure 
would  be  more  ably  put  forward,  and,  he 
believed,  with  greater  effect  than  they 
could  be  in  their  Lordships'  House. 

JiOai)  CAMPBELL  said,  he  bad  a 
strong  conviction  that  the  Bill  would  be 
as  much  approved  of  in  the  House  of 
Commons  as  by  their  Lordships,  and  that 
by  the  bulk  of  the  mercantile  community 
the  present  law  was  condemned.  It  did 
more  harm  than  good ;  it  covered  frauds, 
and  did  not  prevent  them.  It  was  an 
error  to  imagine  that  it  required  contracts 
for  the  sale  of  goods  to  be  always  in 
writing,  for  it  dispensed  with  it  when 
there  was  either  part  payment  or  part 
delivery ;  and  necessarily  dispensed  with 
it  in  those  cases,  for  surely  if  the  pur- 
chaser had  paid  his  money  he  must  have 
his  goods,  or  if  the  seller  had  delivered 
the  goods  he  ought  to  have  the  price. 
But  these  three  exceptions  ate  up  the 
rule,  and  gave  rise  to  enormous  litigation 
of  the  very  nature  it  was  intended  to  pre- 
vent. Last  term  the  Court  in  which  he 
presided  had  been  occupied  two  days  on 
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this  question.  A  horao  was  bought  bj 
word  of  month ;  and  the  seller  then  begged 
to  retain  him  for  a  few  days,  and  was  al- 
lowed so  to  do.  The  buyer  then  refused 
to  receiye  the  horse.  The  Court  held  this 
borrowing  of  him  by  the  seller  equivalent 
to  a  delivery,  and  sufficient  to  satisfy  the 
statute.  The  books  swarmed  with  cases 
of  that  kind. 

Lord  St.  LEONARDS  remarked,  that 
this  showed  that  the  statute  had  received 
a  large  amount  of  judicial  illustrations. 

Lord  CAMPBELL :  At  an  enormous 
expense  to  suitors. 

Lord  St.  LEONARDS :  Then  the 
public  have  paid  a  large  price  for  the 
judicial  exposition  of  this  statute,  and 
should  not  be  deprived  of  it  just  when 
its  construction  was  settled. 

Lord  CAMPBELL:  It  is  more  un- 
settled  than  ever. 

Lord  St.  LEONARDS  :  No  wonder 
if  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  take  two 
days  to  deal  with  a  trumpery  case  about 
a  horse,  such  as  we  have  had  described. 
Bat  decisions  on  such  points  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  substance  and  object  of  the 
statute,  which  applied  to  land  as  well  as 
goods,  and  all  the  objections  urged  against 
the  sections  applying  to  goods  equally 
applied  to  the  sections  relating  to  land. 
And  some  day  it  would  be  said,  **  Why 
retain  the  enactment  as  to  land  when  it 
has  been  swept  away'  with  regard  to 
goods  ?"  And  were  their  Lordships  pre- 
pared to  say  that  verbal  bargains  should 
dispose  of  estates?  The  argument  that 
delivery  or  payment  was  proveable  by 
verbal  evidence  had  no  weight,  for. de- 
li very  and  payment  were  facts  easily 
proved,  and  were  different  from  the  terms 
of  a  contract,  which  few  persons  could 
recollect  accurately.  He  thought  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Overstone)  did  wisely 
not  to  divide  the  House  ;  but  he  doubted, 
with  him,  the  policy  of  an  alteration  made 
against  the  opinion  of  the  great  merchants 
and  traders  of  the  city  of  London. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  ad- 
initted  that  the  higher  class  of  merchants 
in  the  city  of  London  were  opposed  to  the 
alteration  of  the  existing  law ;  but  against 
that  he  had  to  state,  that  no  inconvenience 
had  been  experienced  from  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, which  was  different  from  that  of  Eng- 
land ;  that  the  practice  of  the  whole  north 
of  England  was  in  conformity  with  the  law 
of  Scotland ;  and  that  more  than  a  half  of 
all  the  pecuniary  transactions  of  England 
connected  with  buying  and  selling  were 
Iiord  Campbell 


conducted  in  defiance  of  the  law,  and 
without  the  slightest  security  that  the 
parties  would  be  able  to  enforce  their 
contracts.  Having  stated  those  facts,  he 
thouffht  he  had  established  a  case  which 
called  for  legislation,  and  laid  a  ground  for 
asking  their  Lordships  to  supply  the  mer- 
'  cantile  classes  with  a  security  which  thej 
did  not  at  present  possess.  If  they  altered 
the  law  as  now  proposed,  no  person  would 
be  precluded  from  still  requiring  a  written 
contract,  while  the  great  bulk  of  the  mer- 
cantile community  would  be  relieved  from 
a  difficulty  of  which  they  had  long  com- 
plained. 

Amendments  made :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  To-morrow. 

REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS  BILL. 

Lord  RAVENS  WORTH,  in  moring 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  said  it 
would  not  be  necessary  for  him,  oo  the 
present  occasion,  as  he  had  no  reason  to 
anticipate  any  opposition  to  the  measnre, 
to  refer  in  detail  to  the  advantages  which 
might  be  expected  to  arise  foom  the  estab- 
lishment of  reformatory  and  industrial 
schools,  by  which  the  endeavour  was 
mado  to  check  the  source  of  crime  bj 
sending  juvenile  offenders  to  these  insti- 
tutions, and  removing  them  from  the  con* 
tamination  of  bad  parents.  Such  institu- 
tions would  undoubtedly  form  one  great 
means  of  drying  up  the  sources  of  crime. 
That  crime  had  recently  increased  was 
unhappily  proved  by  statistics,  and  if  chat 
increase  had  taken  place  under  disadvan- 
tageous circumstances — if  there  had  been 
any  redundancy  of  population  or  aearcity 
of  employment,  or  if  wages  had  been 
reduced — we  could  not  have  been  sur- 
prised at  the  fact,  however  we  might 
nave  deplored  it.  But  at  no  time  bad 
there  been  such  general  prosperity  in  the 
agricultural,  manufacturing,  and  mining 
districts,  as  had  existed  daring  the  las: 
few  years,  and  yet,  in  the  face  of  that 
prosperity,  and  of  all  the  pains  that  bad 
been  taken  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  labouring  and  mining  population,  there 
had  unquestionably  been  an  increase  d 
crime  in  this  country.  The  main  objeeCi 
of  the  present  Bill  were  to  simplify  the 
existing  modes  of  committing  yooog  per- 
sons  to  reformatory  schools,  to  give  \o 
parents  the  power  of  removing  their  chil- 
dren from  one  school  to  another,  and  to 
give  facilities  for  the  proper  identifier  ties 
of  children.      The  Bill,   which  amended 
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the  provisioDS  of  the  17  &  18  Ffc^,  c.  86, 
and  the  Scotch  Act  brought  in  bj  Mr. 
Dunlop,  had  received  the  sanction  and 
concarrence  of  the  GoTernment,  and  three 
or  foar  of  the  clauses  had  been  brought  in 
by  the  Homo  Secretary  in  the  other  House. 
He  anticipated  no  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure, but,  should  any  be  offered,  he  hoped 
to  be  able  to  produce  satisfactory  reasons 
why  their  Lordships  should  look  upon  it 
ivith  favour.  He  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of  Har- 
ROWBT,  in  approval  of  the  measure. 

Bill  read  2*  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Thursday 
next. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  June  9,  1856. 

Miirims.]  Pfbuo  Bills. — 1®  Appellate  Juris- 
diction (House  of  Lords). 

3*»  Oxford  University. 

3*  Oath  of  Abjuration ;  Excise ;  Small  Debts 
Imprisonment  Act  Amendment  (Scotland). 

REFORMATORY  ESTABLISHMENTS- 
QUESTION. 
YiscouNT  NEWPORT  aaid,  that  as  the 
conrae  to  he  taken  hj  more  counties  than 
one  depended  upon  what  were  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  with  respect  to 
Iteformatory  Estahlishments,  he  hegged  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  make  any 
increased  allowance  for  the  maintenance  of 
juvenile  criminals  committed  to  such  esta- 
blishments ? 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  the  ques- 
tion  had  been  hrought  under  his  consider- 
ation some  time  ago,  and  he  undertook  to 
arrange  with  the  Treasury  what  would  he 
considered  a  fair  and  reasonable  allowance 
for  it  to  make  towards  the  maintenance  of 
reformatory  institutions.      In  settling  the 
qaestioD,  however,  a  difficulty  arose  in  con- 
sequence of  the  different  rates  of  expense 
^one  to  by  different  establishments,  and 
<vrhtch  stood  in  the  way  of  their  arriving 
A't   an  immediate  conclusion.      Still,   the 
principle  which  he  thought  ought  to  be 
acted  on  was,  that  the  Treasury  should 
3,ppropriate,  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
incnatea  of   those  .institutions  the    same 
amoont  as  would  have  to  be  expended  had 


they  been  sent  to  prison  and  maintained 
there  at  the  public  expense. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  COURT  (IRE-  , 
LAND)— QUESTION. 

CoLomBL  GREVILLE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  it 
was  his  intention  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  the 
course  of  the  Session  to  continue  the  En- 
cumbered Estates  Commission  ? 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  he  must 
beg  to  remind  the  House  that  at  the  very 
earliest  date  in  the  present  Session  he  in- 
troduced a  Bill,  having  the  double  object 
of  enlarging  and  making  permanent  the 
system  at  present  in  operation  in  Ireland 
for  the  sale  of  estates,  as  well  as  the  intro- 
duction of  other  large  reforms  into  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  The  Bill,  however, 
had  been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  from  that  cause,  in  conjunction  with 
the  advanced  period  of  the  Session,  it 
would  not  be  practical  to  carry  the  Bill 
through  during  the  present  Session.  He 
was  aware  of  the  great  anxiety  which  pre- 
vailed on  the  subject,  and  he  likewise  be- 
lieved that  it  was  the  unanimous  opinion 
that  the  system  of  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  should  be  continued.  He  was,,  there- 
fore, prepared  to  advise  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  maintain 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  without  inter- 
mission for  another  year. 

THE  RETURN  OF  THE  TROOPS- 
EXPLANATION. 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  he  wished 
to  correct  a  mistake  which  he  had  fallen 
into  on  Friday  night.  He  stated  on  the 
part  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir 
M.  Berkeley)  that  a  message  had  been 
received  to  the  effect  that  the  Princess 
Eoyal  had  arrived  at  Malta  with  a  battalion 
of  the  Guards  on  Board.  He  feared  that 
in  that  statement  he  had  misled  the  House, 
for  since  then  another  telegraphic  despatch 
had  been  received,  explaining  the  actual 
state  of  the  case  as  follows.  The  St.  Jean 
d*Acre  had  arrived  at  Constantinople,  and 
left  for  Malta  on  the  5th,  with  a  battalion 
of  the  Guards  on  board.  '£he'Agamemnon 
had  arrived  on  the  6th,  and  left  the  same 
evening  with  a  battalion  of  the  Cold- 
streams,  while  a  battalion  of  Rifles  had 
arrived  there  on  its  way  home.  The  Prin- 
cess Boyal  was  at  Constantinople  taking 
out  her  lower  deck  guns,  in  order  to  go  on 
to  the  Crimea  for  troops. 
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CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMITTEE— 


QUESTION.  [ 

Mr.  KENDALL  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Chairman  of  the  Civil  Service  Sa- 
perannnatioii  Committee  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  whether  be  conld  inform 
the  House  when  the  Report  of  the  Com* 
mittee  would  be  laid  npon  the  table,  and  | 
what  had  been  the  canse  of  the  delaj  ?        | 

Thk  CHANCELLOR  o?  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  Civil  Service  Committee 
had  completed  the  evidence  on  the  princi- 
pal branch  of  the  inquiry,  and  had  decided 
before  proceeding  with  any  more  evidence 
or  oomtng  to  a  condn^on,  to  refer  the 
evidence  to  actuaries,  to  give  an  opinion  as 
to  a  question  of  calculation  bj  which  they 
thought  their  judgment  would  be  guided. 
The  report  of  the  actuaries  had  not  yet 
been  received,  and  therefore  the  Commit- 
tee were  not  at  present  in  a  condition  to 
pursue  their  inquiry. 

OUR  RELATIONS  WITH  THE  UNITED 
STATES— QUESTION. 

Major  REED  :  Sir,  seeing  the  hon. 
Qcntleman  the  Member  for  Inverness-* 
shire  (Mr.  Baillie)  in  his  place,  I  beg  to  ask 
him  if,  after  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Hertfordshire 
(Sir  B.  Lytton),  confirmed  by  that  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
as  to  the  inexpediency  of  entering  upon 
such  a  question  at  present,  it  is  his  inten- 
tion to  raise  the  discussion  of  which  he  has 
given  notice  on  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply  on  the  Army  Es- 
timates f 

Mr.  BAILLIE  :  I  beg  to  state  that  it 
is  my  intention  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  question  of  which  I  have 
given  notice^  as  soon  as  possible  after  the 
receipt  in  this  country  of  the  oiEcial  ac- 
counts relative  to  what  has  passed  in  the 
United  States.  If  those  accounts  should 
reach  England  previous  to  the  bringing 
on  of  the  Army  Estimates,  I  shall  do  so 
then  ;  if  not,  upon  the  earliest  subsequent 
occasion. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  may  take  this  op- 
portunity of  inquiring  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Minister,  whether  he  has  now 
received  direct  information  of  the  retire- 
ment of  Her  Majesty's  Represdntative  from 
Washington  ? 

ViBoouKT  PALMERSTON :  Sir,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  no 
information  upon  which  any  reliance  can 
bo  placed. 


THE  TIPPERART  BANK- 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  BOWYER  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  Her  Majestr't  Government  had 
had  their  attention  called  to  certain  obser- 
vations of  the  Master  of  the  RoHs  last 
Tuesday  on  the  case  of  the  Tipperary 
Bank  ?  The  Master  of  the  Rolls  was  re- 
ported to  have  said : 

"  IIo  ooald  not  help  expresong  his  great  mr- 
priae  that  the  Govenuneot  had  ^oved  this  case 
to  go  on  to  long  without  interfering.  Haring  re- 
ganl  to  the  Soglith  shareholderB,  be  had  no  facs- 
tation  in  saying  that  if  the  Government  remaiiKsi 
longer  quiescent — ^if  thej  did  not  at  once  hand  tb» 
matter  over  to  the  first  law  olBcer  of  the  Crown 
— thej  would  be  guilty  of  a  gross  derelictiofn  of 
duty.  It  would  h&  proved  to  the  satisfaetloo,  be 
felt  convinced,  of  the  entire  English  and  Iri^ 
public,  before  he  delirered  his  judgment,  that  the 
most  ne&rious  firauds  had  been  conunitted,  and 
if  the  GoTommeBt  neglected  their  duty  by  passin* 
the  matter  over  they  conld  not  complain  if  tb« 
public  were  to  say  tbey  had  been  conniving  at 
what  had  been  doing." 

He  wished  to  ask  whether  the  Govemmeiit 
intended  to  take  any  steps  in  aocordanee 
with,  or  in  consequence  of,  the  opinion  nS. 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  ? 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  be  must 
beg  to  apprise  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  on  Friday  last  he  saw  in  a 
Dublin  newspaper,  which  had  bedti  iodU 
rectly  transmitted  to  him,  obserratioBS 
similar,  as  he  belieted,  to  what  the  hoa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  bad  just  read. 
Immediately  upon  reading  the  Judgement, 
acting  upon  his  own  resp6nsibility,  he  com- 
municated with  the  Crown  Solieitor  to 
ascertain  wheu  the  learned  Judge  was  to 
del irer  judgment,  oonoeiving  that  be  wonld 
not  hate  made  obserrations  so  strong  if 
there  had  not  been  good  grounds  for  his 
doing  so*  As  yet  he  knew  nothing  of  the 
case  beyond  those  rumours  whiob  met  the 
public  eye  from  time  to  time  in  the  news- 
papers.  But  the  course  of  the  learned 
Judge  was  quite  cleaf^  namely,  to  order 
the  documents  in  the  ease  to  be  banded 
over  to  the  Crown  Solicitor,  to  be  laid  be- 
fore him  (the  Attorney  General)  for  htf 
direction.  He  had,  therefore,  aa  be  said, 
put  himself  in  communication  with  the 
Crown  Solicitor,  and  had  directed  bim,  if 
the  eyidence  assumed  the  ebitfaeter  hinted 
at  by  the  learned  Judge,  to  inform  him,  a 
order  that  he  should  be  enabled  to  act 
promptly  and  decidedly,  and  put  the  la^ 
in  force  agaiust  wboerer  were  the  guOty 
t>arties« 
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OATn  OF  ABJURATION  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read;  Bill 
read  3*. 

Sm  FREDERIC  TIIESIGER :  I  rise, 
Sir,  to  move  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
from  the  beginning  of  line  8  in  page  2, 
and  to  insert  the  words  of  which  I  have 
given  notice.  It  is  with  extreme  reluc- 
tance I  trespass  once  more  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  with  reference  to  this 
often  discussed  and  all  but  exhausted  sub* 
jeet.  If  I  could  bring  mjself  to  believe 
that  it  was  a  question  of  trifling  import- 
ance-^if  I  could  ever  feel  any  indifference 
to  tho  subject,  or  permit  mjself  to  act 
upon  the  suggestions  of  my  own  ease  and 
comfort,  I  should  undoubtedly  abstain 
from  occupying  further  time  with  its  con- 
sideration. But  the  more  I  consider  the 
question,  the  more  I  feel  the  great  im- 
portance of  it,  and  I  am  therefore  anxious 
to  make  one  more  effort  to  arrest  a  step 
which,  according  to  my  view,  will  be  of 
the  most  serious  detriment  to  the  public 
interests  of  this  country.  I  cannot  hope 
to  command  the  attention  of  the  House, 
for  1  have  nothing  of  novelty  to  say  to  it. 
All  I  ask  is  for  its  patience  and  forbear- 
ance, of  which  I  have,  on  former  occasions, 
received  a  very  large  share.  Sir,  it  is 
unnecessary  for  me  to  explain  to  the  House 
tbe  character  and  nature  of  the  Amende 
ment  which  I  propose;  it  is  sufficiently 
intelligible.  Its  object,  which  must  be 
apparent  to  every  one,  is  to  bring  back 
the  oath  of  abjuration  substantially  to  the 
form  in  which  it  has  existed  without  ob- 
jection for  150  years,  omitting  from  it 
those  portions  which  have  been  objected 
to  upon  the  ground  of  having  ceased  to  be 
of  any  effect ;  and  I  think  there  are  con- 
aideratioDs  which  ought  to  induce  the 
House  to  accept  the  Amendment  which  I 
now  beg  to  propose.  In  considering  the 
question,  it  may  be  useful  to  take  a  retro- 
spective glance  of  the  circumstances  which 
have  brought  the  question  into  its  present 
position.  From  the  earliest  period  of  the 
existence  of  the  Legislature  down  to  the 
jear  1830  it  never  entered  into  the  imagi- 
nation of  any  one  that  a  person  not  pro- 
feasing  the  Christian  religion  could  be  a 
lleml^r  cf  the  Legislature.  In  the  year 
1830,  Mr.  Grant  flrst  brought  forward  the 
Motion  to  relieve  the  Jews  from  the  dis- 
abilities under  which  they  laboured.  And 
I  should  recommend  to  Gentlemen  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  asserting  that  it  is 
merely  by  the  accidental  insertion  of  cer- 


tain words  in  the  oath  that  the  Jews  are 
excluded  from  the  Legislature,  to  read  the 
account  of  the  various  disabilities  which 
are  described  by  Mr.  Grant  to  have  existed 
no  longer  ago  than  twenty-six  years  from 
the  present  moment ;  and  it  will  be  found 
that  those  disabilities  extended  to  their 
exclusion  from  almost  every  civil  office  and 
employment.  Mr.  Grant  was  not  success- 
ful in  his  first  attempt,  but  heVenewed  it 
with  more  success  at  a  later  period  — 
namely,  in  the  year  1836.  From  that 
year,  however,  down  to  the  year  1847, 
there  was  a  cessation  in  the  agitation  rela- 
tive to  the  question*  although  in  the  inter- 
vening time  various  Bills  had  been  pansed 
relieving  the  Jews  from  disabilities  and  Ad- 
mitting them  to  certain  privileges,  amongst 
others  to  corporate  offices.  But  in  tho 
year  1847  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell) was  returned  for  the  City  of  London 
with  Baron  de  Rothschild;  and  in  pur- 
suance of  a  pledge  which  the  noble  Lord 
gave  on  the  hustings,  from  that  time  down 
to  the  present  almost  every  year  has  been 
marked  by  some  attempt,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  introduce  the  Jews  into  the  Le- 
gislature. The  oath  of  abjuration  was 
that  which  furnished  what  might  be  called 
the  stumbling-block  to  the  admission  of 
the  Jews ;  and,  therefore,  in  the  course  of 
all  their  discussions  it  invariably  was  made 
the  object  of  attack  and  animadversion. 
Undoubtedly  there  were  objections  to  thai 
oath,  arising  (torn  a  portion  of  it  having 
become  completely  obsolete,  there  being  no 
person  in  existence  to  whom  it  could  apply. 
Unfortunately  neither  party  felt  disposed 
to  do  that  which,  I  think,  ought  to  have 
been  done-^namely,  to  omit  those  objec- 
tions which  were  patent  to  all  in  the  oath. 
Those  who  were  in  favour  of  the  exclusion 
of  the  Jews  from  Parliament  felt  that 
there  was  some  danger  in  touching  the 
question  at  all,  for  fear  of  placing  that 
portion  of  the  oath  on  which  they  relied  in 
jeopardy.  Those,  again,  who  were  de- 
sirous of  admitting  the  Jews  into  the 
House  were  unwilling  to  abolish  the  oathi 
because  by  so  doing  they  felt  that  they 
would  lose  a  standing  arivument  as  to  that 
oath  presenting  the  only  impediment  for 
the  admission  of  the  Jews.  Under  these 
circumstances,  neither  party  was  desirous 
of  advancing.  The  rif^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  M» 
Gibson)  taking  advantage  of  this  state  of 
things,  to  use  a  familiar  expression,  made 
himself  master  of  the  positjon.   He,  there* 
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upon,  determined  to  cut  the  knot  asunder 
of  tbe  difficulties,  by  proposing  a  measure 
to  abolish  tbe  oath  of  abjuration  altogether. 
That  oath,  however,  even  by  those  who  are 
in  favour  of  the  admission  of  tbe  Jews  to 
Parliament,  is  admitted  to  contain  much 
matter  of  the  highest  importance.  It  is 
admitted  that  it  contains  the  recognition  of 
the  Protestant  religion,  as  laid  down  bj 
the  Act  of  Settlement.  There  were  many 
hon.  Members  who  were  startled  at  the 
notion  of  getting  rid  of  the  whole  of  the 
oath,  and  of  thereby  abandoning  the  im- 
portant recognition  to  which  I  have  refer- 
red. But,  unfortunately,  they  consented 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  under 
the  expectation  that  they  would  be  enabled 
to  alter  it  in  Committee  according  to  their 
wish.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  by  this  movement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  found  himself  placed  in  a 
subordinate  position  with  regard  to  this 
question.  Tbe  noble  Lord  was  compelled 
to  work  under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  having  got  possession  of  the  ground,  by 
which  the  Jew  was  to  be  completely  re- 
lieved from  the  disability  under  which  he 
laboured.  The  noble  Lord  objected  as 
strongly  as  any  one  to  getting  rid  of  those 
words  in  tbe  oath  which  recognised  the 
Protestant  succession.  The  noble  Lord 
introiluced  in  Committee  a  portion  of  the 
oath  of  abjuration,  omitting,  however,  the 
most  important  parts  of  it,  as  I  am  pre- 
pared to  show,  and  inserting  but  a  small 
modicum  of  the  oath  of  abjuration.  The 
question  then  is,  whether  we  are  content 
to  abandon  most  important  portions  of  the 
oath  which  have  been  taken  by  all  Protes- 
tants and  Christians  without  exception  for 
150  years,  and  be  satisfied  with  the  tame, 
meagre,  lifeless  phraseology  which  the 
noble  Lord  tbe  Member  for  tbe  City  of 
London  proposes  to  substitute. 

Now,  what  is  the  nature  of  this  oath 
of  abjuration  which  we  are  called  upon  to 
abandon?  A  very  great  mistake  appears 
to  exist  upon  this  subject.  It  has  been 
supposed  that  the  oath  of  abjuration  is 
only  an  expansion  of  the  oath  of  allegiance. 
Now,  this  is  an  entire  misapprehension. 
The  oath  of  allegiance  is  an  oath  which 
may  be  taken  to  the  Sovereign  by  persons 
of  all  religious  denominations;  but  tbe  oath 
of  abjuration  stands  upon  much  higher 
grounds.     The  oath  of  abjuration  says: — 

"  I  do  truly  and  iincerely  aoknowledge,  pro- 
feu,  testify,  and  declare  on  my  oonsoienoe  before 
God  and  the  world,   that  our  Sovereign  Lady 
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Qaeen  Victoria  is  tbe  lawM  and  rightfid  Queen 
of  this  realm." 

Is  there  nothing  significant  in  this  oath  ? 
Is  there  nothing  in  this  portion  of  it  which 
ought  to  be  retained  ?  The  title  of  Her 
Majesty  to  the  Throne  of  these  realms  de- 
pended upon  the  Protestant  character  of 
her  ancestors  and  the  Act  of  Settlement. 
If  it  depended  simply  upon  a  mere  abatraet 
hereditary  right,  we  know  that  a  certain 
Roman  Catholic  Sovereign  would  be  ai 
this  moment,  dejuref  king  of  these  realms. 
Now,  this  is  not  a  mere  idle  phantom  or 
claim  which  is  assumed,  like  our  claim  to 
the  sovereignty  of  France,  and  which  was 
continued  up  to  a  recent  period.  It  is  a 
vital  principle.  It  is  a  claim  which  I  shall 
show  you  is  admitted  and  acknowledged, 
and  is  only  not  enforced  because  the  time 
has  not  as  yet  arrived  when  it  would  be 
convenient  to  enforce  it.  This  auhjeet  has 
been  introduced  to  the  House  before  by 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Napier),  and  it  becomes  peculiarly  neces- 
sary to  press  it  on  the  notice  of  the  House 
in  order  to  enforce  the  remarks  I  have 
made  in  respect  to  the  existence  of  %  d€ 
jure  claim  to  the  throne  of  England.  Is 
the  year  1841,  some  years  after  the  acces- 
sion of  our  Gracious  Soyerjsign,  Arch- 
bishop Cullen,  now  the  Pope's  legate  m 
Ireland,  published  a  selection  from  tbe 
Papal  bulls  for  the  use  of  the  College  Ik 
Propaganda  Fide,  and  he  gave  in  a  pre- 
face, which  he  addressed  to  Cardinal  Fran« 
soni,  now  I  believe  at  the  head  of  the  Col- 
lege, the  reasons  why  he  published  this 
selection  from  the  bulb.  He  stated  that  it 
was— 

"  That  all  things  may  be  in  readiness  wbkh 
may  appertain  to  the  right  and  ezpeditiou  o*- 
nagement  of  affidrs." 

And  he  added  at  the  end  of  the  letter— 

**  That  the  edition  contains  all  thoee  Apoitolie 
letters  whiob  have  been  promolgated  since  the 
first  edition  down  to  onr  own  times,  and  the  ne- 
cessity or  opportunity  for  consulting  which  nay 
occur  in  the  management  of  the  affiurs  <^the  Sb- 
cred  CounciL" 

Amongst  those  hulls  which  were  selected 
for  tbe  use  of  the  College,  are  two  boUs 
which  were  published  by  Clement  JUL, 
in  1759  and  1760.  It  is  rery  aigoifiesat 
that  these  two  bulls  are  selected  amongst 
eight  in  all,  out  of  sixty-six  other  bulls. 
These  bulls  so  extracted  from  the  rest» 
and  published  for  immediate  use,  were 
bulls  as  I  have  stated  of  Pope  Gleoent 
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XIIL,  and  addressed  to  King  James,  as 
he  calls  him,  "  To  our  most  dear  son  in 
Christ  Jesus,  the  illustrious  King  of  Great 
Britain."  In  them  the  Pope  informed 
King  James,  as  he  called  him,  that  he 
had  nominated  to  certain  bishoprics  in  Ire- 
land, and  ga?e  his  reasons  for  not  mention- 
ing "the  King's"  name  in  the  letter  of 
appointment.  .  He  said — 

''That  for  reasons  which  his  ovn  prudence 
woold  suggest  be  had  not  mentioned  His  Majes- 
ty's name  in  the  letter  of  appointment,  but  that 
he  addressed  the  letters  to  him  as  a  pledge  that 
this  omission  of  his  name  in  these  letters  iboald 
not  injure  or  derogate  from  his  right  of  nomina- 
tion, bat  that  his  right  should  remain  unin- 
jured." 

No  IT,  Jet  me  ask,  why  these  particular 
bulls  are  aelected  in  this  extraordinary 
manner,  published,  as  is  stated,  for  im- 
mediate use  of  the  Propaganda,  and 
brought  out  from  the  Papal  armoury  and 
burnished  op  by  Archbishop  Cullen,  if  this 
is  not  intended  to  be  a  claim  to  be  brought 
forirard  on  a  fitting  occasion  ?  But  this  is 
not  all.  In  a  book  published  in  Ireland, 
De  Bihemid  JDominicandt  the  following 
most  remarkable  passogo  is  to  be  found — 
the  more  suspicious  from  its  baring  been 
erased  from  several  copies  : — 

"  The  heirs  of  Sophia  of  Hanover  were  placed 
on  the  British  Throne  as  being  the  nearest  of  kin 
to  the  &inily  of  the  Stuarts,  who  were  Protes- 
tants. But/'  added  the  writer,  **  there  are  fifty 
and  more  Catbolio  princes  of  either  sex  who  en- 
joj  the  right  of  nearer  blood  to  the  Stuarts  which 
that  most  aooarate  genealogical  tree  of  cele- 
brated lineage  which  I  hold  in  my  hands  dis- 
tinctly exhibits," 

I  will  rentnre  to  ask  whether  you  do  not 
believe  that  Bishop  Cullen  possesses  that 
genealogical  tree,  and  that  the  selection 
of  these  bulla  is  not  some  of  the  fruit  of 
that  genealogical  tree  ?  This  being  the 
case,  we  are  now  to  consider  whether  we, 
as  Protestants  and  Christians,  can  beliere 
that  those  words  proposed  to  be  omitted 
from  the  oath  are  insignificant  or  unim- 
portant ? 

"  I  do  truly  and  sincerely  acknowledge,  pro- 
test, testiiy,  and  declare,  on  my  conscience,  be- 
fore God  and  the  world,  that  our  SoTcreign  Lady 
Queen  Victoria  is  the  lawful  and  rightful  Queen 
of  this  realm.'' 

Are  yon  disposed  to  accept  this  lifeless 
phraseology  proposed  to  be  substituted  for 
the  strong  and  heartfelt  assertions  of  the 
right  and  title  of  Her  Majesty  to  the 
Throne  of  England.  I  belieye  that  the 
Doble  Lord  would  hare  been  as  desirous 
IB  any  one  of  retainbg  these  words,  if  he 


could  have  done  so  consistently  with  the 
object  which  he  has  in  view.  We  have 
heard  from  the  noble  Lord,  on  former  oc- 
casions in  this  House,  a  noble  declaration 
as  to  the  sovereignty  of  Queen  Victoria. 
But  the  noble  Lord  is  in  this  situation — 
he  is  desirous  of  getting  rid  of  the  words, 
"  On  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  which 
constitutes  the  only  impediment  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Jew  into  Parliament; 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  introduced  all  the 
other  words  of  the  oath  which  I  propose, 
then  the  noble  Lord  would  have  no  ex- 
cuse whatever  for  not  adding  those  words 
at  the  close  of  it;  but,  on  examining 
the  meagre  and  unsatisfactory  modicum  of 
the  oath  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
House  will  see  that  it  is  impossible  to 
adapt  those  words  to  it.  In  like  manner 
there  are  many  hon.  Members  who,  being 
anxious  that  the  oath  should  be  changed 
for  the  purpose  of  admitting  the  Jews  to 
Parliament,  are  willing,  for  the  purpose  of 
accomplishing  that  end,  to  abandon  all  the 
remainder  of  the  oath,  which,  neverthe- 
less, they  do  not  deem  unimportant. 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Roebuck),  on  a  former  occasion, 
taunted  me  with  not  bringing  in  a  Bill  ab- 
solutely to  exclude  the  Jews  from  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  said  that  I  might  bring 
that  question  before  the  House  on  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  third  reading.  Now,  in  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Shefiield,  I  have  only  to  say  that  there  is 
no  necessity  for  the  introduction  of  such  a 
measure,  inasmuch  as  the  members  of  the 
Jewish  persuasion  are  virtually  excluded 
by  the  oath  of  abjuration  as  it  stands.  In 
respect  to  the  observation  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston),  I  would  re- 
mind him  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
me  to  place  distinctly  before  the  House, 
for  its  consideration  whether  or  not  the 
Jew  should  be  permitted  to  sit  in  Parlia- 
ment, because  thai  question  would  be  en- 
tangled and  embarrassed  with  those  ques- 
tions arising  out  of  the  important  words  of 
the  oath  proposed  to  be  omitted.  And 
that  shows  the  wisdom  of  the  course  pro- 
posed by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli),  who, 
as  we  all  know,  is  as  anxious  as  any  one  in 
this  House  for  the  admission  of  the  Jews 
to  Parliament.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
not  only  suggested,  put  proposed,  thajt  the 
two  questions  should  be  separated  from 
each  other,  and  he  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, which  would  have  brought  the  ques- 
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tion  of  the  admission  of  the  Jews  distinctly 
before  the  House,  vhile,  at  the  same  time, 
he  wonld  have  presenred  in  its  substantial 
integrity  this  oath,  which  had  always  been 
talieny   without  any  exception,    for    150 
years.     It  is,  I  maintain,  quite  impossible 
to  mix  up  the  qnestion  of  the  oaths  to  be 
taken  by  the  Christian  Members  of  this 
House,  and  that  of  the  admission  of  the 
Jews  to  seats  in  Parliament.     No  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  ought  to  try,  by  a  mere 
change  in  the  form  of  an  oath  to  admit  the 
Jews  to  seats  in  the  Legislature,  because 
the  coQsequenees  would  be,  that  the  Jew 
would  not  merely  be  admitted  to  a  seat  in 
this  House,  but  also  to  many  other  offices  in 
the  State,  which  it  would  be  highly  objec- 
tionable for  a  Jew  to  hold.    On  this  particu- 
lar point  I  will  appeal  to  the  noble  LA-d  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London.    In  1 847, 
and  also  in  1853,  the  noble  Lord  sought 
to  g^ard  against  danger  from  the  intro- 
duction of  Jews  into  that  House  by  certain 
clauses  which  would  have  the  effect  of  ex- 
cepting certain  offices  from  being  held  by 
Jews.     These  were  offices  connected  with 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
laud — with  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts— with 
the  UniTorsities,   our    colleges,   and   our 
schools.     But,  even  as  a  Member  of  the 
Legislature,  hon.  Members  have  not  look- 
ed sufficiently  forward  to  provide  for  the 
duties  which  wonld  devolve  upon  the  Jew 
if  he  were  ever  admitted  into  this  House. 
Suppose  a  Jew  were  appointed  to  sit  on 
an  Election  Committee,  which  sat  de  die 
en  diem,  with  the  exception  of  Good  Fri- 
day and  Christmas  Day,  both  of  which 
days,   of  course,  the  Jews  regard  very 
lightly ;  but  these  Committees  frequently 
sit  on  Saturdays,   a  day  which  the  Jew 
venerates  as  his  sabbath.      Now,  could 
the  attendance  of  the  Jew   be  exempt- 
ed under  such  circumstances  ?     I  merely 
throw  these   things    out  as   illustrations 
of  the  position  in   which  matters  would 
stand  by  merely  acting  upon  the  snppo- 
Bttion  that  the  difficulties  of   the  ques- 
tion could  be  removed  by  simply  adopting 
the  changes  proposed  in  the  oath  of  ab- 
juration,  and   without  regarding  all  the 
circumstances  which  must  be  taken  into 
consideration  before  the  Jew,  if  admitted, 
could  take  his  proper  place  in  the  Legisla- 
ture.    It  is  absolutely  essential  that  there 
should  be  a  distinction  between  the  oath  of 
a  Jew  and  that  of  a  Christian.     When  no 
objection  is  made  so  far  as  the  Christians 
are  concerned,  why,  I  ask  you,  do  you  pro* 
pose  to  remove  all  the  important  and  sig* 
Sir  Frederic  Thesiger 


nificant  parts  of  the  oath  which  relate  to 
Christians  only,  and  from  the  obligatioa 
of  taking  which  they  do  not  desire  to  be 
relieved  t  Now,  I  feel  that  I  have  a  rigbt 
to  expect  that  the  support  and  the  vote  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
will  be  given  in  favour  of  my  views,  be- 
cause that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  io  tbe 
course  of  one  of  the  numerous  debates 
on  this  subject,  made  the  following  state 

ment — 

"  He  frankly  owned  that  he  wu  glid  the 
noble  Lord  retained  these  words  in  respect  to  ill 
Christian  Members  of  the  House,  ooosidmng  tht 
solemn  duties  which  we  are  called  uptm  to^ 
form.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  acted 
wisely  in  declining  to  reduce  that  high  stsn4si4 
which  we  had  fixc^  for  ourselres." 

What  I  ask  the  House  to  do  is  to  retun 
the  oaths  with  the  objectionable  ptrU 
weeded  out,  and  to  let  the  question  of  the 
admission  of  the  Jews,  to  ParliameDt  be 
brought  on  as  a  distinct  question. 

Such  is  the  position  in  whioh  this  ques- 
tion stands  ;  but  I  am  not  anpreparchi  to 
go  further  with  it,   if  it   should  become 
necessary  to  do  so.     I  am  prepared,  Sir« 
to  insist  on   the  retention  of  the  words 
'*  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian/*  sod 
to  contend   that  there   ought   to  be  do 
thoroughfare  into  this  House  for  anj  ooe 
but  a  Christian  man.     I  am  deairoos  ^ 
considering  fairly  the  various  sirgumeDts 
which  have  been  brought  forward  in  fsTosr 
of  the  admission  of  the  Jews  into  Parlia* 
ment;  but  before  I  do  so  I  would  wish  to 
clear  the  way  by  removing  a  miaapprebes- 
sion    which  appears  to  prevail   in   conse- 
quence of  the  expression  which  was  n«ed 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.   Russell)  it 
the  course  of  the  debates  on  this  subject, 
when  he  called  upon  the  House  to  com- 
plete the  edifice  of  religious  liberty  bj 
admitting  the  Jew  to  sit  in  Pariiameet 
A  general  impression    seems  to  pre*^ 
that  Parliament  for  a  great  number  cl 
years   was  gradually  widening   its  dosr* 
for  the  admission  of  persons  of  all  re^^ 
gious  denominations,  and  that  the  Je*  L< 
the  only  person  now  oxclnded.   Many  ^- 
Members  will,  however,  be  surprised  ^^ 
hear  that  there  has  been  no  instance  ^ 
which  Parliament  has  interfered  dir»**5 
to  seat  amongst  them  any  person  of  ^T 
religious  persuasion,  with  the  excepts* ^^ 
the  case  of  the  Roman  Catholic  ^^^ 
Act,  by  which  our  fellow  Christians,  ?3< 
Roman  Catholics,  are  admitted  to  seats  s 
this  House.     But  their  admission  had  bcc^ 
decided  rather  upon  political  than  iheoi-^ 
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gieal  gfonnds.    It  is  not,  therefore,  cor- 
rect to  ftay  that  Parliament  has  been  gra- 
dnallj  enlarging  its  doors  for  the  purpose 
of  admitting  persons  of  erery  religious  de* 
nomination.      The  Dissenter    has    nerer 
been  excluded.     Even  during  the  existence 
of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts  there 
were  members  of  that  body  in  this  House. 
The  Unitarian  has  never  objected  to  take 
the  oath  with  the  words  '*  On  the  true 
faith  of  a  Christian  ;"  and  in  respect  to 
the  Quaker  certain  Bills  were  passed  in 
the  reign  of  Qeorge  II.,  and  without  re- 
ference to  the  admission  of  tbat  body  into 
Parliament,  by  which  they  were  permitted 
to  make  affirmation  in  all  cases  in  which 
tho  oath  was  required  from  other  religious 
denominations.     When  the  question  arose 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Pease,  those  Acts  of 
Parliametit  were  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  whom  that  case  was  referred, 
and  they  reported  that  tho  language  of 
those  Acts    was  so  comprehensive  as  to 
admit  the  Quaker  to  a  seat  in  this  House. 
This  is  the  first  measure  brought  into  this 
House  since  that  of  1829  in  reference  to 
the  admission  of   Roman  Catholics,   by 
which  an  attempt  is  made  deliberately  and 
distinctly  to  introduce  a  person  into  Par- 
liament  who    was  not  of  the  Protestant 
religion.       There   is    an  argument  used 
which  I   confess  it  is  irksome  to  me  to 
advert  to,  and  that  is  one  which  has  been 
often  made  on  these  occasions,  and  which 
has  been  as  often  refuted,  namely,  that  it 
is  merely  hy  an  accident,  by  the  insertion 
of  certain  words  at  the  end  of  the  oath, 
and  which  bad  been  introduced  with  quite 
a  different  object,  that  the  Jew  had  been 
excluded  from  a  seat  in  this  House.     I 
really  was  astonished  that  the  acute  and 
original  mind  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for    West  Surrey  (Mr.  Drummond), 
should  hare  revived  this  exploded  fallacy. 
If  it  were  not  presumptuous  to  suppose  a 
single  combat  hetween  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for   liondon  and  myself  on  this 
ground,   I   should  say  that  we  have  mu- 
tually conceded  to  each  other  this  point, 
and  hare  brought  it  to  a  position  in  which 
no  argument  can  arise  from  the  circum« 
stances  under  which  this  oath  was  framed, 
and  that  therefore  the  introduction  of  such 
an    argument    as  that  to  which   I  have 
referred   is    no   longer  tenable.     I  have 
admitted    again   and   again  to  the  noble 
Lord,   that    at   the  time  these  important 
words  were  introduced  into  the  oath,  there 
was  no  intention  by  such  language  to  ex- 
clade   f^om    Parliament  members  of  the 


Jewish  persuasion ;  inksmuch  as  at  that 
time  there  were  comparatively  speaking 
no  Jews  at  all  in  England ;  and  the  noble 
Lord  has  admitted  on  his  part  that  no  one 
at  that  time  ever  contemplated  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  Jew  being  entitled  to  sit  in 
the  British  Legislature.  But  unfortunately 
this  argument  was  urged  upon  the  very 
last  occasion  when  this  Bill  was  under 
consideration.  With  a  view  of  closing 
this  controversy  I  will  trespass  npon  the 
patience  of  the  House  by  reading  the 
judgment  of  Mr.  Baron  Parke  in  the  case 
of  Miller  v.  Salomons,  in  reference  to  this 
point — 

''  Bat  it  is  a  fiiUacj  to  argue  that,  because  the 
Immediate  object  of  the  Legislatare  was  to  give 
a  more  binding  effect  to  a  Christian  oath,  not  to 
exclude  the  Jews  and  others  than  Christians, 
therefore  they  meant  aU  saoh  to  be  admitted,  and 
consequently  that  the  terms  of  the  oath  ought  to 
be  modified  so  as  to  carry  that  object  into  effect, 
and  to  permit  all  not  of  the  Christian  £iith  to 
take  the  oath  in  a  form  binding  on  their  oon^ 
sciences.  Nothing  was  further  from  the  eon* 
templation  of  the  Legislature.  The  truth  is, 
they  never  supposed  that  any  but  Christians 
would  form  a  part  of  either  Ilouse  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  possibility  that  persons  of  the  Jewish 
persuasion  should  be  peers,  or  be  elected  Mem- 
bers  of  Parliament,  probably  entered  their  con* 
templation  as  little  as  that  of  Mahomedans  or 
Pagans  being  placed  in  either  category.  Both 
of  these  are,  in  effect,  on  precisely  the  same 
footing  in  this  respect  as  the  «fews,  and  the  argu- 
ment applies  equally  to  them  all.  In  enacting  a 
provision  aimed  at  a  peculiar  class  only  of  Chris- 
tians, the  Legislature  have,  in  the  most  positive 
terms,  required  an  oath  from  every  Member  of 
the  Legislature  which  none  but  a  Christian  can 
take  ,*  and  this  enactment  must  have  the  effect  of 
closing  both  Houses  of  Parliament  against  every 
one  but  a  Christian." 

Now,  an  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of 
the  last  discussion  on  this  subject,  adverted 
to  the  circumstance  that  between  the  flrst 
and  the  thirteenth  William  III.  there  was 
no  oath  containinff  the  words,  "on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  and  he  argued 
that  during  that  period  a  Jew  might  have 
taken  his  seat  in  this  House.  I  must, 
however,  remind  the  hon.  Qentleman  that 
the  Jews  at  that  time  were  regarded  by 
this  country  as  aliens,  and  were  charged 
with  an  alien  duty. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  another  class  of 
argtkments  used  by  the  advocates  of  this 
Bill.  The  first  generally  brought  forward 
is  this'— that  all  the  subjects  of  a  free 
State  are  entitled  to  an  equality  of  civil 
rights.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  prepared  to  con- 
cede that  point  in  the  fullest  possible  man« 
ner.  But,  then,  we  must  understand  what 
is  really  meant  by  the  term  "  civil  rights,*' 
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because  if  "civil  rights"  are  intended  to 
include  political  power  and  office,  then  1 
utterly  deny  the  proposition  that  the  sub- 
jects of  a  free  State  are  equally  entitled 
to  the  enjoyment  of  civil  rights.  Every 
subject  of  a  free  State  is  no  doubt  entitled 
to  the  full  enjoyment  of  property,  to  the 
liberty  of  his  person  when  he  does  not 
offend  against  the  law,  to  civil  and  reli- 
gious freedom  within  the  limits  of  the 
constitution.  He  is  equal  in  the  sight 
of  the  law  with  all  his  fellow-subjeets. 
But  political  power  and  office  are  not  the 
natural  right  of  all  persons  in  a  free 
State.  They  belong  to  those  only  to 
whom  the  State  thinks  proper  to  assign 
them.  If  this  principle  be  not  correct, 
all  the  qualifications  for,  or  disqualifica- 
tions to,  office  in  this  country  are  utterly 
unjustifiable.  I  think  it  will  hardly  be 
denied  that  it  is  competent  to  a  Christian 
community  to  impose,  as  a  restraint  upon 
the  exercise  of  a  certain  office,  the  profes- 
sion cf  a  certain  religion,  and  that  it  is 
also  competent  to  relax  the  obligation  as 
to  certain  offices  and  to  retain  it  as  to 
others.  And,  therefore,  I  hardly  think 
that  anybody  will  venture  to  maintain 
that  the  claim  of  the  Jew  to  a  seat  in 
the  Legislature  can  be  placed  upon  the 
abstract  right  of  all  persons  in  a  free 
State  being  entitled  to  equal  civil  rights. 
But,  then,  it  is  said,  "  Oh,  you  have  given 
judgment  against  yourselves,  even  admit- 
ting you  are  right  in  your  decision.  You 
have  given  political  power  and  office  to  the 
Jew,  and,  therefore,  you  cannot,  in  justice, 
withhold  from  him  a  right  to  the  higher 
office  in  the  shape  of  a  seat  in  the  Legis- 
lature." Now  it  is  no  doubt  true  that  by 
various  Acts  of  Parliament  we  have  em- 
powered the  Jew  to  fill  the  offices  of 
Mayor,  Sheriff,  and  Magistrate;  but  it 
is  argued,  and  I  think  vrith  success,  that 
there  is  a  most  important  distinction  be- 
tween admitting  a  person  to  a  subordinate 
office,  and  making  him,  in  some  degree, 
supreme,  by  enabling  him  to  sit  in  the 
Houses  of  Legislature,  and  assist  in 
making  our  laws.  In  the  subordinate 
office  the  magistrate  has  merely  to  ad- 
minister the  law  that  is  made  by  a  Chris- 
tian Parliament.  If  such  a  person  be 
guilty  of  any  violation  of  duty,  he  is 
amenable  to  punishment.  But  a  Member 
of  the  Legislature,  in  that  character,  is 
superior  to  the  law.  He  has  nothing  to 
guide  him  but  his  moral  conscience  and 
responsibility,  and  how  any  one  can  as- 
sume, because  by  admitting  the  Jews  to 
Sir  Frederic  Thenger 


inferior  offices,   we   are  bound  to   admit 
them  also  to  seats  in  this  House*  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  conceive.     And,  Sir,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  there  may  be  circum- 
stances which,  even  in  the  cases  of  those 
subordinate  offices  to  which  reference  has 
been   made,  make  the  holding  of  these 
offices  incompatible  with  the  profesMon  of 
the  faith  of  a  Jew.      I  am  sorry  to  be 
compelled  to  advert    to    this    particular 
subject ;    I  would  willingly  pass  it   by ; 
but  I  feel  that  I  cannot.     Sir,  I  find  in 
the  newspapers  that  on  the  Thankagiving 
Day  the  Lord  Mayor  and  the  Corporation 
of  London  went  in  state  to  the  Cathedrsl 
of  St.  Paul.     That  was  the  Lord's-Daj, 
which  was  selected  for  the  purpose  of  oor 
"  entering  into  His  gates   with   thanks- 
giving and  into  His  courts  with  praise," 
— thanksgiving  and  praise  offered  up  in 
the  only  name  by  which  oor  praise  csn 
be  acceptable  to  God.     There,  seated  on 
high,  in  the  midst  of  that  congregation, 
and  in  all  the  pomp  of  official  dignity,  sat 
one  to  whom   those  prayers  moat  have 
been  a  profanation  and  a  farce.     How  is  it 
possible  not  to  sympathise  with  the  devout 
worshipers  in  that  temple  on  that  day? 
What  must  their  feelings  have  been?  How 
distressed  must  they  have  been  ;  and  how 
disturbed  their  devotions  at  snch  a  aigfat ! 
Sir,  the  Lord  Mayor's  presence  there  w«& 
essential  to  his  office  or  it  was  not.     If  it 
were  not  necessary,  then  it   waa  only  a 
gratuitous  profanation  of  his  faith.     If  it 
were,  then  that  is  a  striking  instance  in 
which  the  faith  of  a  Jew  is  incompatibib 
with  the  holding  of  even  one  of  those  snb- 
ordinate  offices.     And  give  me  leave  to 
say — to  remind  the  House  that  if  we  do 
not  ourselves  guard  against  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Jew  into  such  offices,  we  may, 
over  and  over  again,  if  the  Jew   be  ele- 
vated to  the  judicial  bench,  see  a  repetition 
of  this  profanation.      That,   I   eamesdv 
hope,  the  House  will  take  into  its  aerioes 
consideration. 

But,  Sir,  to  pass  from  that  to  the  coa- 
sideration  of  those  other  arguments  whieb 
I  have  heard  used  in  debates  on  this  ques- 
tion. One  of  them  is  of  rather  an  ex- 
traordinary nature.  It  is  said,  **  WeM* 
but  you  have  virtually  admitted  tiie  Jew  t« 
the  Legislature— at  least  you  hare  ai- 
mitted  him  to  a  share  in  the  legialation  d 
this  country  by  giving  him  the  eleettve 
franchise."  Now,  I  know  very  w^  what 
would  be  said  of  me— how  snch  an  argu- 
ment as  that  would  have  been  charaeterised 
if  I  had  used  it.     To  argue  that  the  p»- 
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seasion  of  an  infiDitesimal  share  in  the 
etection  of  a  representative  to  sit  in  this 
assembly  and  assist  in  making  laws  for  the 
country  can  have  the  slightest  analogy  to 
the  giving  to  the  Jew  a  place  in  the  legis- 
lature, and  allowing  him  to  take  a  part  in 
making  the  laws  for  this  nation,  seems  to 
me  the  most  remarkable  argument — a  most 
extraordinary — the  most  subtle  argument 
I  ever  heard.     Theoretically — metaphysi- 
cally, perhaps,  there  may  be  something 
like  a  shadow  of  reason  in  it ;  but  prac- 
tically, and  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  it 
amounts  to  an   utter  absurdity.      "But 
then,"  it  is  said,  **  putting  aside  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Jew  being  allowed  to  share  in 
the  election  of  a  representative  in  Parlia- 
ment, some  electors  of  large  constituencies 
like  that  of  London  have  chosen  to  elect  a 
Jew  to  represent  them  in  Parliament ;  and 
their  choice  ought  to  be  regarded  and  their 
wishes  fulfilled.     Now,  this  is  an  argument 
which  has  been  used  by  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin,   (Archbishop  Whately)    who   has 
most  consistently  and   most    honourably 
maintained  the  right  of  the  Jew  to  sit  in 
Parliament ;  and  who  has  ultimately  nar- 
rowed the  question  to  this  ground— that 
the  choice  of  the  electors  is  decisive.     I 
ventared  on  a  former  occasion  to  quote  the 
argument  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  and 
"waa  rather  roundly  taken  to  task  by  my 
right,  hon.  Friend  the  kember  for  South 
Wiltshire  (Mr.  S.  Herbert),  who  said  that 
I    had  grossly,  though  no  doubt  uninten- 
tionally,  misunderstood  the  argument  of 
Archbishop  Whately.     Now,  Sir,  I  have 
read  as  much  as  most  men  of  the  works  of 
that  admirable  author  ;    and  certainly  if 
there  be  one  thing  more  than  another  cha- 
racteristic of  his  style,  it  is  the  transparent 
clearness  of  his  language.     So  that,  how- 
ever I  may  di£fer  with  him,  it  is  quite  im- 
possible fur  me  to  mistake  his  language. 
Since  then  I  have  found  a  partial  confirma- 
tion of  what  I  said  in  the  preface  of  a  work 
recently  published  by  the  Archbishop — 
2^he  Bemains  of  Bishop  Coplestone.    In 
that  preface.  Archbishop  Whately,  in  re- 
ferring to  different   topics  on  which   he 
agreed    or    disagreed  with    the  Bishop, 


**  I  nerer  could  consent  to  join  issue  on  the 
qU^rtioD,  the  only  one  usually  discussed,  whether 
A  Jew,  or  any  one  else  not  professing  Christianity, 
stionld  sit  in  the  House  of  Commons,  because  I 
regard  that  as  a  question  which  should  be  left 
iji  each  particular  case  to  the  decision  of  the 
electors." 

tfa'^f  if  the  most  rev.  author  means  to  say 
that  this  matter  should  be  left  to  the  con- 


sideration of  the  electors  by  the  Legisla- 
ture introducing  a  law  to  that  effect,  un- 
doubtedly he  has  not  expressed  himself 
with  his  usual  felicity.  But  let  that  pass ; 
and  let  us  come  to  the  argument.  The 
electors  of  London  say,  *'  We  are  a  pow- 
erful and  numerous  constituency;  and  we 
have  over  and  over  again  deliberately 
elected  a  Jew  as  our  representative.  You 
ought  to  respect  our  feelings  and  our 
wishes,  and  to  accept  our  choice  ;  and  it 
is  highly  improper  that  we  should  be  inter- 
fered with  by  any  law  of  yours  which  ex- 
cludes a  Jew  from  Parliament."  With 
great  deference  to  the  electors  of  the  City  of 
London,  I  beg  leave  to  say,  that  they  have 
put  their  case  on  a  most  erroneous  basis. 
They  may  be  a  very  powerful  constituency; 
but  they  are  only  a  minute  fraction  in  the 
general  constituency  of  the  country.  They 
are  not  to  choose  for  themselves  ;  but  for 
Parliament  and  for  the  nation.  They  have 
no  right  to  elect  any  one  who  is  incompe- 
tent to  sit  in  Parliament.  If  they  do  so, 
they  act  precisely  as  if  they  did  not  ex- 
ercise their  right  of  election  at  all.  If 
a  claim  like  that  made  by  the  City  of 
London  were  admitted,  similar  privileges 
may  be  claimed  by  other  constituencies, 
some  of  whom  may  think  a  miner  would 
be  a  convenient  representative,  others  a 
tidewaiter  or  an  alien.  In  that  way  the  law 
may  be  broken  in  upon  according  to  the 
wishes  of  the  different  constituencies,  if 
we  listen  to  the  argument  upon  which  the 
City  asks  us  to  seat  Baron  de  Rothschild. 

Now,  Sir,  I  believe  I  have,  as  shortly  ai 
I  could,  gone  over  the  various  arguments 
which  are  usually  brought  forward  when 
this  question  is  discussed  in  this  House  ; 
and  the  House  will  observe  that  up  to  the 
present  time  I  have  not  referred  to  that 
which  is  really  the  important  and  the  vital 
question  in  this  case.  Notwitlistanding 
the  various  arguments  put  forward  in  con- 
sidering this  matter,  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  strength  of  our  case  rests  upon 
sacred  ground.  I  confess  that  if  it  were  not 
for  the  religious  element  in  this  question — 
if  we  were  not  to  consider  the  matter  in  its 
religious  aspect — I  should  be  perfectly  in- 
different as  to  whether  the  Jew  sat  in  Par- 
liament or  not.  Our  opponents  have  en- 
deavoured to  draw  us  off  the  high  ^ound 
on  which  we  base  our  case,  to  bring  ub 
down  to  combat  with  them  on  a  lower 
theme  ;  but  I  confess  that  I  can  never 
consent  to  abandon  the  vantage  ground 
upon  which  we  roust  stand  as  Christians 
in  this  case,  or  not  stand  at  all.    Unless 
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the  religloiu  part  of  this  case  operates  to 
exclude  the  Jews,  it  isMonmaterial  to  me 
whether  thej  he  unnational  in  their  hahits 
and  customs.  It  is  a  matter  of  perfect  in- 
difference to  me  whether  thej  he  strangers 
or  sojourners  in  the  nation  where  their  lot 
is  cast,  looking  forward  for  an  inheritanee 
in  another  land.  All  that  is  to  me  wholly 
unimportant.  In  a  ci?il  view  of  the  ques- 
tion I  would  not  oppose  the  introduction 
of  Jews  to  the  Legislature  on  such  grounds 
as  these.  It  is  not  on  such  grounds,  there- 
fore, hut  upon  much  higher  considerations, 
that  I  own  I  base  my  opposition  to  this 
measure.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  admitted,  I  he- 
lieve,  pretty  generally  that  our  institutions 
— the  institutions  of  this  country — have 
Christianity  for  their  foundation,  and  it 
has  been  over  and  over  again  emphatically 
said,  that  Christianity  is  a  part  of  the  law 
of  the  land.  In  whatever  sense  those 
words  may  be  understood  every  one,  I 
think,  will  he  disposed  to  admit  that  it 
would  be  rather  an  anomaly  in  a  Christian 
country,  and  where  the  institutions  of  the 
country  were  Christian,  if  any  person  who 
was  not  a  Christian  were  permitted  to  take 
a  part  in  the  making  or  the  altering  of 
those  laws  which  are  themselves  founded 
on  Christianity.  But  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  on  a  former  occasion  made  use 
of  an  argument  which  I  observe  is  repeated 
in  a  leading  article  this  morning  in  a 
journal  that  takes  care  to  give  a  direction 
to  our  debates  and  tell  us  the  arguments 
that  are  to  be  used.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
**  You  talk  of  unchristianising  the  Legis- 
lature. Why,  if  by  admitting  the  Jew 
into  Parliament  you  would  unchristianise 
the  Legislature,  you  have,  then,  by  ad- 
mitting him  amongst  your  people  unohris- 
tianised  the  country."  With  great  defer- 
ence to  the  noble  Lord,  I  do  believe  that 
had  such  an  argument  been  used  against 
him,  he,  by  his  powers  of  sarcasm,  would 
.  have  instantly  withered  it  into  atoms.  To 
suppose  that  there  is  the  slightest  similar- 
ity between  the  case  of  those  people  min- 
gling with  your  people — or,  I  should  rather 
say,  amongst  them,  for  though  the  Jews 
live  amongst  us  they  are  not  of  us — not 
concerning  themselves  with  the  Christian 
religion,  not  interfering  in  the  remotest 
degree  with  the  religious  observances  of 
the  country,  but  enjoying  the  benefit  and 
the  blessings  of  a  Christian  Government — 
I  say,  Sir,  that  to  argue  that  there  was 
the  slightest  resemblance  between  the  case 
of  a  people  so  mixed  up  in  any  way  with 
the  people  of  this  country,  and  that  of  the 
Sir  Fredcrie  Thiiger 


Jews  placed  here  in  the  sopreme  atatianof 
Legislators  to  make  laws  respecting  the 
religion  of  this  coontry — to  have  the  power 
to  enaot  laws  to  govern  a  Christian  com- 
munity—does appear  to  me  to  be  tha  most 
extraordinary  argument  that  can  possibly 
be  adduced.  Now,  the  noble  Lord  ii 
obliged  to  be  inconsistent  with  himself, 
when  he  argues  as  the  advoeata  of  the 
Jews.  The  noble  Lord  is  deeply  imfM^ssed 
with  a  sense  of  religion.  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  noble  Lord  is  a  sincere  believer  in 
the  Christian  religion  ;  but  the  noble  Lord 
is  unfortunately  in  a  false  position  when, 
with  religious  feelings  strong  in  his  mind, 
he  is  compelled  to  come  forward  here  si 
the  advocate  of  the  case  of  the  Jew  ;  for. 
says  the  noble  Lord,  in  a  speech  to  this 
House — 

"  And  I  shall  state  more ;  wben  speakiiif  «f 
the  Legislature  which  baa  to  diywe  of  and  u 
eontrol  the  varioiia  interests,  ecolesiaslieal  anJ 
secular,  of  the  country,  religion  ought  to  influence 
and  control  the  decisions  of  its  members." 

May  I  venture  to  ask  the  nohle  Lord  what 
religion?  The  answer  is  obviooa.  The 
Christian  religion.  That  is  th«  bigk 
standard  to  which  all  oar  laws  ought  ts 
conform.  That  ought  to  he  the  gaide,  th« 
controlling  principle  of  all  our  legislation ; 
hut  I  can  scarcely  believe  that  the  noble 
Lord  is  preserving  that  principle  pure  and 
simple,  when  be  is  endeavonring  to  infsse 
into  it  some  little  of  the  Mosaic 

Sir,  I  look  with  astosishmaDt  at  the 
union  of  parties  whom  I  see  banded  toge- 
ther for  the  one  common  object  of  carrying 
this  measure.  In  the  first  place,  I  find 
the  advocates  of  *'  civil  and  rdigioos 
liberty."  Now,  I  helieve  that  those  Gen- 
tlemen are  most  sincerely  attached  to  the 
religion  they  profess,  but  those  who  enlist 
themselves  under  the  banner  upon  which 
those  words  are  inscribed,  are  usually  Dis- 
senters and  opposed  to  the  Church  Beta* 
blishment.  We  have  in  addition  to  those, 
certain  Gentlemen  who  Are  of  ofHoion  it 
would  be  desirable  to  emancipate  the 
Church  from  the  State,  and  to  revive  Cob- 
vocations  in  all  their  power.  There  couli 
be  nothing  more  calculated  to  s^raaet 
their  object  than  for  Parliament  ODce  ia 
pronounce  that  religion  had  nothin|^  to  d^ 
in  our  deliberations,  and  that  tlio  Je* 
might  be  admitted  to  a  seat  in  this  Hook 
But,  Sir,  if  once  that  proposition  is  mas- 
tained  by  Parliament,  I  cannot  undetvtoaJ 
how  it  will  be  possible  afterwards  to  defeat 
the  Church  Establishment  in  coonec^ea 
with  the  State,     Therefidre,  thorn  two 
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pariiest  the  advooatea  of  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberty  and  tho&e  who  desire  to  eman- 
cipate the  Charch  from  the   State,  are 
bound  up  together  in  this  alliance,  and  by 
different  means  are  pursuing  the  same  end. 
Associating  with  those  two  parties  are  the 
Koman  Catholics,  who,  of  course,  are  no 
friends  to  the  Established  Ghuroh,  and 
irho  are,  of  course,  ready  to  aid  in  the 
furtherance  of  any  measure  that   would 
promote  the  object  they  have  in  view — 
namely,  the  defeat  or  destruction  of  that 
eatablishment.    These,  Sir,  are  the  parties 
to  this  combination,  united  together  each 
to  advance  the  particular  object  it  has  in 
▼lew,  and  all  hoping  to  obtain  what  they 
desire  by  seating  the  Jew  in  the  Legisla- 
ture.   Now,  Sir,  1  tremble  for  the  conse- 
quences of  the  false  step  of  erasing  from 
the  oath  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian."   You  cannot  stop  there ;  other  de- 
mands will  be  made  on  you.     The  infidel 
-—the  man  not  influenced  by  any  religious 
obligation  at  all,  but  who  has  what  he  calls 
»  conscience,  which  is  guided  by  what  he 
calls  his  morality — ^he  also  will  desire  re- 
lief ;  he  will  ask  to  be  relieved  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  all  oaths.     If  you  take  this  step 
jou  must  yield  to  him,  because  you  cannot 
atop   short  on  your  downward  progress; 
ana  ultimstely,  by  its  own  act  and  its  own 
admission,  the  Legislature  will  have  been 
deprived  of  its  Christian  character.     By 
the  omission  of  these  words,  the  Legisla- 
ture will  deprive  itself  of  that  great  char- 
acter ;  and  at  length  it  will  be  becoming 
avowedly  irreligious,  by  requiring  no  test 
at  all.     Sir,  I  feel  most   deeply  on  this 
occasion.     When  I  was  admitted  to  this 
HoosOy  I  solemnly  took  the  oath  at  this 
table  ''on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian." 
1  took  upon  myself  that  part  of  the  duty 
of  a  Legislator  which  required  me  to  as- 
aume  the  badge  of  a  Christian.     I  took  it, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  a  crusade  against 
the  religions  professed  by  other  persons ; 
but.    Sir,  I   assumed    that    badge   as   a 
pledge  that  I  would  defend  the  sacred  in- 
tereata  of  Christianity  which  were  entrust- 
ed to  my  care.     Sir,  I  know  perfectly  well 
tbat  I  shall  be  charged  with  being  actuated 
hy  a  persecuting  and  intolerant  spirit.     I 
ahi    not  insensible  to  that  charge.     I  rt- 
gret  most  deeply,  if  my  motive  should  be 
yn  1  a  understood.     I  have  no  personal  hos- 
tile ^^  ^^  ^^y  ^^^  ^r  to  Ai^y  religion  ;  I  have 
no  desire  to  persecute  any  one.     1  do  not, 
\^y  vaj  endeavour  to  preserve  the  Christian 
4»bAracter  of  this  assembly,  in  any  way 
aUow^  a  persecuting  spirit,  because  it  is 


not  for  the  purpose  of  persecuting  the 
Jew — it  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  compel- 
ling him  to  adopt  another  religion,  that  I 
appear  here.  It  is  in  self-defence.  It  is 
in  defence  of  the  ark  of  Christianity  before 
which  I  stand,  and  which  I  shall  defend 
against  Jew  or  any  other  party  by  whom  I 
think  it  is  in  danger  of  being  assailed.  I 
trust,  Sir,  that  this  House  will  do  the 
same.  I  hope  we  shall  hold  fast  to  our 
duty  as  Christians  without  wavering  in  the 
discharge  of  the  solemn  duty  that  is  im- 
posed upon  us.  I  trust  we  shall  not  set 
an  example  to  the  people  of  this  country 
of  indifference  to  Christianity ;  but  that 
we  shall,  as  their  representative,  preserve 
in  this  House  that  respect  which  they  out- 
side manifest  it  for  themselves,  and  which 
constitutes  the  glory  and  happiness  of  this 
country. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  to 
leave  out  from  the  beginning  of  line  8  to 
the  end  of  line  14,  in  order  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  I,  A.B.,  do  tmly  and  sinoerelj  acknowledge, 
profess,  testify,  and  declare  in  mj  conscience  be- 
fore God  and  the  world  that  our  Sovereign  Lady 
Queen  Victoria  is  lawful  and  rightful  Queen  ot 
this  Realm,  and  of  all  other  Her  Majesty's  do- 
minions and  oountriee  thereunto  belonging : 

"  And  I  do  swear  that  I  will  bear  faith  and  trae 
allegiance  to  Her  Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  and 
Her  will  defend  to  the  utmost  of  my  power  against 
all  traitorous  conspiracies  and  attempts  what* 
soever  which  shall  be  made  against  Her  Person, 
Crown,  or  Dignity : 

"  And  I  will  do  my  utmost  endeavour  to  dis» 
close  and  make  known  to  Her  Majesty  and  Iler 
successors  all  treasons  and  traitorous  conspiracies 
which  I  shall  know  to  be  against  Her  or  any  of 
them : 

"  And  I  do  faithfully  promise  to  the  utmost  of 
my  power  to  maintain,  support,  and  defend  the 
Succession  of  the  Crown  against  all  persons  what- 
soever, which  Succession,  by  an  Act  intituled  *  An 
Act  for  the  further  limitation  of  the  Crown  and 
better  securing  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  sub- 
ject,' is  and  stands  limited  to  the  Princess  Sophia, 
Klcctoress  and  Duchess  Dowager  of  Hanover,  and 
the  Heirs  of  her  body  being  Protestants : 

"  And  all  these  things  I  do  plainly  and  sincerely 
acknowledge  and  swear  according  to  these  express 
words  by  me  spoken,  and  according  to  the  plain 
and  common  sense  and  understanding  of  the  same 
words,  without  any  equivocation,  mental  evasion, 
or  secret  reservation  whatsoever ;  and  I  do  make 
this  recognition,  acknowledgment,  and  promise, 
heartily,  willingly,  and  truly,  upon  the  true  &ith 
of  a  Christain.  So  help  me  God,"  instead  thereof. 

Mb.  BOWTER  said,  he  must  complain 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  moved  the  Amendment  had,  on  a 
former  occasion,  thrown  oat  imputations 
of  disloyalty  against  a  distinguished  Pre- 
late of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  than 
whom  there  was  no  mm  in  the  British  do* 
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minions  less  obnoxious  to  soch  charges. 
He  had  accused  Archbishop  Cullen  of  pub- 
lishing a  collection  of  bulls,  one  or  two  of 
which  had  been  promulgated  with  the  in- 
tention of  asserting  the  right  of  the  Pre- 
tender to  the  Crown  of  these  realms ;  and 
from  this  act  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  endeaToured  to  deduce  the  in- 
ference that  Archbishop  Cullen,  as  loyal  a 
man  as  himself,  was  disaffected !  He  (Mr. 
Bowyer)  had  been  favoured  with  a  letter 
from  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  relative  to  this 
matter,  and  would  read  from  it  an  extract 
which  would  place  the  question  in  its  true 
light.  The  accusation,  it  should  be  pre- 
mised, had  been  made  on  the  authority  of 
Mr.  M'Gee  :— 

*'  The  work  to  which  Mr.  M'Gee  and  Sir 
Frederic  TheHiger  refer,  is  a  collection  of  bulls 
and  other  documents  connected  with  the  Propa- 
ganda, or  found  in  the  archives  of  the  Sacred 
Congregation.  It  consists  of  six  volumes — I  think 
in  4to.  There  are  some  briefs  appointing  bishops, 
at  the  recommendation  of  the  Pretender,  which 
were  inserted  merely  as  historical  documents  not 
previouslj  published.  It  would  be  absurd  to  sup- 
pose they  were  published  as  hating  reference  to 
our  times,  when  the  Stuart  &mily  does  not  exist. 
There  are  several  similar  documents  in  the  Bul^ 
larium  Magnum,  I  think  Mr.  M'Gee  can  make 
very  little  capital  out  of  such  publications." 

Besides,  it  was  a  collection  which  would 
not  have  been  complete  without  those  do- 
cuments. That  statement  of  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  would,  he  was  sure,  be  accepted 
by  the  House  as  a  complete  refutation  of 
the  charge  of  disloyalty  which  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
The  charge  itself  was  one  of  those  ridicu- 
lous mare  s  nests  which  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  and  the  two  hon.  Members 
for  North  Warwickshire  were  in  the  habit 
of  discovering,  and  which  were  frequently 
left  unnoticed  by  the  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers, from  a  conviction  that  their  Protes- 
tant colleagues  generally  would,  of  them- 
selves, through  their  own  good  sense,  per- 
ceive the  absurdity  of  such  statements. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL :  I  am  sorry. 
Sir,  to  have  to  trouble  the  House  once 
more  upon  this  matter,  but,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  F. 
Thesiger)  has  made  an  elaborate  vindica- 
tion of  his  opinions  upon  this  subject,  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  respectful  to  him  or 
dignified  in  this  House  to  proceed  at  once 
to  a  division  without  taking  any  notice  of 
his  arguments.  Let  me  first  observe,  that 
upon  this  subject  the  advocates  for  the 
admission  of  the  Jews  into  Parliament 
stand  in  a  more  advantageous  position 
than  they  did  before.  The  position  is  this 
Mr,  Bowyer  ^ 


— ^the  hon.  and  learned  Gkntleman  aban- 
doning the  old  oath — ^giving  up  that  which 
is  usually  taken  by  Members  of  this  House 
— proposes  a  new  oath  and  new  securities, 
and  also  in  the  new  oath  proposes  to  in- 
sert specific  words  in  order  to  ezelade  the 
Jews.  Now,  that,  Sir,  I  consider  is  s 
great  advantage  for  those  who  are  arguing 
for  their  admission,  because  it  is  a  conces- 
sion that  the  oath  as  at  present  framed 
cannot  be  maintained.  It  ia,  I  assert, 
perfectly  absurd  to  renounce  the  Stuarts, 
of  whom  none  exist,  as  claimants  to  the 
Throne.  If  we  are  to  have  a  new  oath, 
to  be  taken  by  Members  of  this  House,  I 
think  that  in  that  oath  we  should  not  go 
beyond  that  which  is  necessary,  or  at  lesst 
presents  an  appearance  of  neoessitj,  and 
we  should  not  load  the  oath  with  anper- 
fluous  words  and  superfluous  engagements; 
but  we  should  only  ask,  when  men  come 
to  tho  table  on  a  solemn  occasion,  to  cl^m 
a  right  to  sit  in  this  House  as  Members  of 
the  Legislature,  that  they  shoald  eater 
into  engAgements  which  are  proper  for  as 
to  require  and  for  them  to  undertake. 
Now,  when  I  look  at  the  oath  proposed  bj 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  I  find  s 
great  deal  that  is  unnecessary.  In  the 
oath  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  are  these  words^ 

"  I,  A.  B.,  do  tmlj  and  sincerely  acIcnowled|«, 
profess,  testiiy,  and  declare  in  my  coDseieDce,  be- 
fore God  and  the  world,  that  oar  Sovereign  Ladr 
Queen  Victoria  is  lawfiil  and  rightful  Qoeea  k 
this  realm,  and  of  all  other  Her  Maj««tj's  ik>- 
minions  and  countries  thereunto  belonging.** 

Now,  Sir,  I  hold  that  to  be  quite  unneees- 
sary.  A  person  who  has  just  taken  the  osth 
of  allegiance  to  Her  Majesty  is  called  upon 
to  repeat  an  assurance  that  Qaeen  Victoria 
is  the  rightful  Sovereign  of  these  realms. 
I  can  well  understand  there  was  a  time 
when  Parliament  thought  it  adriaable — 
whether  wisely  or  not  I  will  not  aaj — that, 
as  there  were  persons  who,  admitting  Wil- 
liam III.  as  the  Sovereign  de  fado^  still 
regarded  James  II.  as  the  Sovereign  di 
jure.  Members  who  came  to   be    swoth 
should  testify  and   declare  that  Williaai 
III.  was   the  lawful  and  rightfol  Kiofr. 
But,  Sir,  there  is  no  occasion   for   svik 
words  now  that  the  subject  of  the  cos- 
troversy    has    long    since    disappeared. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  think  that  we  ahodd 
call  on   the  Members  of   this  House  ^ 
swear  that  which  there  is  no  oecaaion  to 
swear.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemsa 
then  goes  on  to  say  in  the  oath  he  pro- 
poses— 
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**  And  I  will  do  my  utmost  to  diaolose  and  make 
known  to  Her  Migesty  and  luccessors  all  treasons 
nnd  traitorous  conspiracies  which  I  shall  know 
against  Her  or  any  of  them." 

I  do  not  see  what  especial  propriety  there 
is  in  a  Member  of  this  House  taking  that 
oath,  any  more   than  any  other  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.     It  is  the  duty  of  all 
persons  who  take  the  oath  of  allegiance — 
of  all  loyal  subjects — ^to  make  known  all 
traitoroDs  conspiracies  which  shall  come  to 
their  knowledge.     The  lowest  and  poorest 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  is  equally  bound 
to  that    duty  as   the  Members  of   this 
House.     There  is  no  reason  why  Members 
of  this  House  should  be  more  likely  to 
come  to  a  knowledge  of  traitorous  conspi- 
racies than  any  other  subject  of  the  Queen, 
therefoi*'^*  I  do  not  see  that  that  passage 
in  the  oath  is  necessary.     Privy  Council- 
lors, and  those  filling  the  offices  of  Secre- 
taries of  State,  may  hare  means  of  learn- 
ing the  secrets  of  traitors,  and  it  would  be 
their  duty  immediately  to  take  means  to 
counteract  the  attempts  of  the  traitors ; 
but  it  is  by  no  means  the  duty  or  the  busi- 
ness of  a  Member  of  this  House  to  make 
himself  peculiarly  acquainted  with  any  dan- 
prer  likely  to  affect  the  safety  of  the  Grown. 
But  tBe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
laid,  and  properly  laid,  the  greatest  stress 
upon  the  maintenance  in  the  oath  of  the 
words,  '*  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian." 
He  adverted — I    hardly  know  for  what 
purpose  or  to  what  intent — to  the  contro- 
versy as    to   whether    those  words  were 
originally  intended  to  exclude  Jews  from 
Parliament.    I  imagine,  whatever  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  may  say,  that  there 
is  no  doubt  they  were  not  intended  for  any 
such  purpose.    Giving  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  benefit  of  the  sapposition 
that  JewB  would  have  been  excluded — if 
the  Jews   in    the  time  of  James  II.  had 
attempted  to  obtain  seats  in  this  House — 
I  think,   on   the  other  hand,  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  words  were  not  intended 
for  that  purpose,  but  were  intended  as  a 
more  solemn  form  by  which  certain  Roman 
Catholics,   who  were  believed  not  to  be 
lojal  to  the   Protestant  Sovereign,  would 
be  bound  without  power  of  evasion.     The 
words  were  meant  to  secure  the  fidelity  of 
Christiana,    not   to  procure  the  exclusion 
of  the  Jews.      That  is  a  point  of  consi- 
derable importance,  when  you  attempt  to 
frame    a    nevr   oath,  of  which  the  simple 
object  ia  to  exclude  the  Jews  ;  but  it  ap- 
pears  to  me  the  most  simple  plan  is  to 
do  what  waa    done  under  the  Common- 
VOL,  CXLII*    [third  series.] 


wealth,  and  as  is  now  done  in  some  of  the 
States  of  the  American  Union — to  compel 
the  person  seeking  admission  to  the  House 
to  declare  and  testify  that  he  professes  the 
Christian  faith.     Under  the  British  mon- 
archy that  has  never  been  required;  but 
it  appears  to  me  that,  if  it  be  intended  to 
exclude  Jews  from  Parliament,  that  is  the 
plain  and  simple  mode  of  doing  it«     No 
one  will  dispute  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  there  are  certain  qualifica- 
tions which  the  Legislature  has  a  right  to 
impose,  whether  in  regard  to  the  holding 
of  offices  or  sitting  in  Parliament.    But, 
on  the  other  hand,  unless  you  have  strong 
grounds  of  exclusion,   it  is  the  common 
right  of  every  subject  to  enjoy  such  offices, 
to  obtain  such  legislative  power  as  the 
favour  of  the  Crown  or  the  election  of  his 
fellow-countrymen  may  bestow  upon  him. 
Any  capricious  exclusion  may  have  the 
effect  of  excluding  Englishmen  from  the 
just  objects  of  English  ambition,  and  that, 
as  has  been  truly  said,  is  one  of  the  great* 
est  hardships  yon  can  impose  upon  them. 
Therefore,  you  must  not  only  say,  **  I 
choose  to  have  qualifications  and  exclu- 
sions;"  but   you   must  show  that  such 
exclusions  are  founded  on  the  strongest 
grounds  of  State  policy,  and  even  of  State 
necessity.    That  necessity,  as  to  the  Jews, 
I  maintain  has  utterly  and  completely  fail- 
ed of  proof.     I  have  often  had  before  to 
say  that  I  do  not  think  mere  ground  of 
religious  faith  is  a  proper  ground  of  exclu- 
sion ;  and  I  say,  in  the  second  place,  with 
the  greatest  confidence,  that,  if  it  were  a 
ground  of  exclusion,  tests  and  oaths  do 
not  enable  you  to  ascertain  the  religious 
opinions  of  any  man.  I  know  of  nothing  in 
the  faith  of  the  Jew,  believing  as  he  does  in 
the  Old  Testament,  which  should  prevent 
him  from  doing  his  duty  as  a  Member  of 
this  Legislature,  and,  with  respect  to  any 
political  acts  in  which  he  may  be  called  on 
to  concur,  performing  that  duty  faithfully. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  done 
me  the  honour  to  refer  to  an  opinion  which 
I  gave — that  I  do  think  religious  obliga- 
tion is  incumbent  on  this  House  in  its 
legislation.     He  looks    to  that  religious 
obligation  in  the  form  of  an  oath — in  pre- 
cise words.     Well,  Sir,  I  do  look  to  it 
in    the    convictions    and    persuasions    of 
this  Christian  community.     I  think  that, 
unless  the  people  of  this  countty  do  feel 
that  religious  obligation,   you  n«9ver  can 
create  it  by  means  of  an  oath.     Lf  it  were 
necessary,  there  is  no  want  of  illutstrations 
on  this  subject.    At  the  present  time  re« 

2  Q 


1187 


OaAof 


{ COUHONB }  AhJurMon  £iU.  1188 


ligious  obligation  is  generally  felt,  whether 
bj  members  of  the  Established  Church, 
by  Protestant  Dissenters,  or  by  Roman 
Catholics  having  seats  in  this  House ;  but 
if  we  look  back  to  the  time  soon  after  this 
oath  was  imposed,  what  do  we  see  ?  A 
man  as  distinguished  for  his  talents  as, 
perhaps,  any  Member  of  this  House  ever 
was — Lord  6olingbroke — sat  here  as  leader 
of  this  House.  I  know  not  whether  ho  had 
then  adopted  the  opinions  which  he  after- 
wards, in  the  most  elaborate  work,  en- 
deavoured to  promote,  but  we  know  that, 
when  he  had  adopted  those  opinions— - 
when  he  had  written  that  work,  it  was 
the  ambition  of  his  life  to  be  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Peers,  to  be  admitted  to  the 
table  of  the  House  of  Peers,  where  he 
would  have  said*— 

"  I  sincerely  speak  these  words,  without  any 
SqtiiTOcation,  mental  evasion,  or  secret  reserra- 
tion  whatsoever,  and  I  make  this  recognition  of 
my  promise,  heartily,  willingly,  and  truly,  upon 
the  true  faith  of  a  Christian." 

Now,  3ir,  Lord  Bolingbroke  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  declaring  those  words.     Mr.  Gib- 
bon, who  sat  in  this  House,  likewise  had 
no  difficulty  in  declaring  those  words.     My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  I  was  happy  to 
hear,  acknowledged,  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  with  respect  to  men  who  do  not  feel 
this  obligation'^^who  do  not  feel  it  to  be 
an  immoral  act  to  make  such  a  declaration 
without  being  persuaded  of  it-^you  can 
have  no  security  whatever.     What,  then, 
is  the  value  of  the  religious  test  which  the 
hon*  and  learned  Gentleman  is  desirous  to 
impose,  and  what  is  the  justice,  what  the 
'policy,  of  saying  to  a  Member  of  this 
House,  who  has  been  duly  elected,  and  comes 
tto  the  table  and  says  he  does  not  see  any- 
lliing  in  the  oath  to  which  he  objects ;  but, 
in  fairness  and  honesty,  he  must  tell  the 
House  that  the  words  **  on  the  true  faith 
of  a  Christian "  are  not  binding  on  his 
conscience — ^what  are  the  justice  and  policy 
of  telling  him,   ''You  are  really  a  man 
who  feel  religious  obligations — you  are 
•clearly  a  man  who  will  not  deceive  us — 
.you  are  acting  according  to  your  own  belief 
and  faith,  and  you  are  totally  unfit  to  sit  in 
this  House ;  but  if  we  can  find  a  man  who 
will  dissemble  in  that  respect,  and  whom 
we  know  by  his  own  writings  to  be  totally 
opposed  iuo  every  Christian  sentiment  and 
every  Cbjistian  belief,  that  is  the  man  we 
will  truB  t  ?  '*     The  argumeot  is  one  which 
has  certainly  been  well  beaten,  because  it 
lias  beeu   discussed  not  only   upon  this 
•questioa  but  upon  the  Catholic  question^ 
Lord  John  BushU 


when  it  was  maintained,  and  at  length 
triumphantly  maintained,  that  religious 
faith  ought  not  to  be  a  ground  of  ezclo* 
sion  from  this  House.  I  am  sorry  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  feeb  it  an 
imputation  upon  him,  yet  I  cannot  but  say 
the  exclusion  savours  as  much  of  persecu- 
tion— that  is,  it  savours  aa  much  of  the 
principle  of  punishing  a  man  on  acoount  of 
bis  religious  faith  as  any  other  peraecntion 
of  a  cruel  description,  which  has  been  in- 
flicted in  past  times.  I  am  sorry  to  sec 
that  in  the  dominions  of  the  King  of  Sar- 
dinia a  man  has  been  sent  to  prison  for  six 
months  for  reading,  in  the  open  maiiiet- 
plaoe,  certain  passages  of  the  New  T»ta- 
ment,  because  the  effect  was  said  to  be  to 
bring  the  Christian  religion  into  contempt. 
That  is  an  act  of  persecution,  and  joer 
exclusion  of  the  Jew  rests  on  pre&mdj 
the  same  principle.  I  do  not  enter  into  a 
defence  of  the  Lord  Mayor — whether  he 
was  right  or  wrong  in  going  to  St.  Paul's 
on  the  Thanksgiving-day.  No  doubt  he 
meant  to  say,  *'  As  Lord  Mayor  of  this 
great  city  I  am  ready  to  render  homage 
to  God,  and  to  join  in  the  ceKebr&tion  of 
peace  so  happily  restored  to  the  oation." 
I  have  always  put  this  question  mi  the 
general  ground  of  religious  princi^e.  It 
is  rather  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Dis- 
raeli), who,  on  the  peculiar  ground  of  the 
merit  of  the  Jews,  always  advocatea  their 
cause,  and  always  votes  in  their  ftivoar — it 
is  for  him,  rather  than  for  me,  to  ahow  the 
merits  of  the  Jews.  I  do  not  claim  thea 
admission  to  this  House  as  a  sort  of  in- 
dulgence, I  claim  it  as  a  matter  of  right 
and  justice ;  and  I  do  trust  the  amalloeas 
of  their  numbers  will  not  prevent  their 
having  that  justice  granted  them  which 
was  granted  to  the  Roman  Catholice  when 
their  claims  on  the  ground  of  reltgious 
liberty  were  too  powerful  to  be  long^  re- 
sisted. Sir,  I  entirely  oppose  the  Ameod- 
ment. 

Mr.  WARREN:  Sir,  I  aboold 
tainly  have  contented  myself  with 
ing  my  vote  this  evening,  if  I  had  not 
thought  the  question  before  ns  of  suck 
grave  importance  as  to  justify  a  brief 
statement  of  the  grounds  on  which  thss 
vote  will  be  given  ;  but  I  fed  heawilj  dis- 
couraged while  venturing  to  follow  the  noUe 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  in  the  debate. 
Sir,  the  claims  of  the  Jews  to  sift  m  ear 
Legislature  have,  during  the  last  qisaner 
of  a  century,  been  repeatedly  aa4  oara- 
estly  nrged,  and  as  resolutely  neisted, 
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wUbottt  refereoce 'to  partj  QonnideniiouB,  |  bad  to  th9  trne  nature  anil  objects  of  legis.- 
by  tbe  most  distiognisbed  men  of  the  age —  latioo  for  a  CbristUn  state.  Whatever  be 
hy  OS  euJighteued  statesmen  i^nd  as  devoted  |  qoubi  prove  to  be»  in  the  opinion  of  a  liberal 
Cbristians  as  ever  adorned  either  House  of ,  and  enlightened  people,  a  wrongful  dia- 
Parliamcnt-^and  among  the  latter  I  would  |  ability  hss  been  removed.  He  is  now 
uudovbtedljr  class  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 1  placed  on  a  level  with  our  best  fellow- 
her  for  the  City  of  London,  who  has  beea   ciU;^ns  in  point  of  personal  security  and 


so  prominent  an  advocate  of  this  measure, 
and  than  whom,  I  believe,  no  more  sincere 


social  positbn  ;  he  is  clothed  with  rank — 
even  hereditary  rank — and  dignity;  be  sits 


and  earnest  Ohristian  sits  in  this  House. ;  in  the  chair  of  magistracy*  and  at  this 
The  question,  therefore,  must  be  one  of '  Yery  moment  the  highest  chair  of  the  ma- 
serious  difficulty,  and  ijivolve  considerations  I  gistrscv  of  London  is  filled  bjr  a  distin- 
of  proportionate  weight  and  magnitude,  j  guisbed  friend  of  mine  pf  the  Jewish  faith, 
Having  always  felt  a  profound  interest  in  !  who  discbarges  his  duties  in  a  way  to  corn- 
that  question,  I  have  from  time  to  time  mand  the  respect  and  admiration  of  every^ 
read,  t  believe,  everything  that  has  been  body ;  he  wields,  at  will,  a  n^oney  power 
said  on   it,  in  this  and  the  other  House,    that  gives  him  vast  influence  here,  and 


weighing  every  argument  carefully  and 
dispassionately,  sincerely  anxions  to  form  a 
right  iudgment  on  the  matter ;  fori  avow 
that  I  cannot  bear  to  see  any  class  of  mj 
fellow  Bubjeets  unjustly  denied  or  deprived 
of  a  right,  or  a  trust,  (between  which  there 
is  a  fundamental  distinction  necessarj  to  be 
borne  in  mind  in  these  discussions)  which 
they  properly  retgard  as  one  of  transcendent 
importaj^oe  and  value.     No  true  English- 
man can  look  with  indifference  on  persons 
so  situated  ;  and  bis  sympathies  will  go 
forth  towards  them  all  the  more  eagerly,  if 
he  find   the  demand  for  justice  preferred 
with  paraeirertng  moderation  and  dignity, 
lie  will  be  disposed  to  look  with  a  certain 
stenmeas    upon  the  reasons  relied  on  as 
justifying  the  exclusion  of  a  British-bom 
subject  from  the  British  Legislature  ;  and 
will  not  jield  to  them,  unless  his  reason  ond 
conscience    recognize  their  overwhelming 
cogency*      That,  Sir,  is  the  spirit  in  which 
I  approadb  tliis  question  to-night.    And  as 
for  tke  Je vs,  so  fur  from  entertainiog  proi- 
judicea  against  them,  I  regard  theu)  with 
fcelinga  akin  to  awe,  as  I  watch  them — the 
most    mATTellous    of   the  dwellers    upon 
earth  —  intermingling    inoffensively,    but 
nerer  ideatifjing   themselves,  with  other 
nationa,  and   fulfilling,  and  yearning  for 
the  Acconspliahment  of,  'their  own  grand 
and  mjaterioiis  destiny.    I  cannot  think  or 
apeak   of  them  with  levity — I   would  not 
willingly  vrong  them  in  act  or  word ;  for 
if  I  ooald,  tben,  while  they  might  be  true 
Jews,  I  should  be  no  true  Christian. 

But.  Sir,  in  these  few  words,  I  conceive, 
is  to  be  found  the  true  point — the  true 
pressure — of  ibis  great  question.  If  he 
and  I  be  true  to  our  respective  faiths,  then 
I  think  there  is  a  fatal  incompatibility  of 
priuctplos,  pretensions,  and  qualifications 
for  being  brother  legislators-— regard  beuoig 


controls  Bome  of  the  greatest  operations 
of  other  States  ;  and  as  for  i^eligions  freer 
dom,  why,  *' he  sits  under  his  vine  and 
under  his  fig-tree,  and  none  dares  to  make 
him  afraid*  ' 

Emboldened  by  these  concessions,  he 
now  demands  to  become  a  law-giver  for 
Christian  England; — but  there  I  panse, 
and  tell  him  that  "  between  him  and  me 
there  is  a  great  gulf  fixed."  I  cannot 
help  it.  With  *'  the  true  faith  of  a  Chri^ 
tian  "  are  bound  up  all  my  hopes  of  hap- 
piness here  and  hereafter ;  while  that  faith 
)s  to  the  Jew  a  stumbling- block,  lying  ever 
in  bis  way,  when  he  would  act  as  a  legis- 
lator for  the  Christian.  What  is  heavenlj 
trutli  to  me,  is  gross  falsehood  and  impos- 
ture to  him;  what  inspires  me,  blights  him; 
for  he  sees  in  it  only  impiety  and  blas^ 
pbemy.  How,  then,  can  we  act  together, 
while  our  sanctions,  our  impulses^  o^r  ob- 
jects, are  different  ?  Ana  bow  can  our 
Legislature  be  expected  thus  to  become  ";a 
fountain  sending  forth,  at  the  same  plao^ 
sweet  water  and  bitter  "  ? 

Sir,  disguise  and  blink  it  though  anj 
one  may,  the  Bill  before  us  tends  direct^ 
to  obliterate  and  repudiate  these  vital  dif- 
ferences— these  vital  principles — ^as  sources 
of  legislative  inspiration  and  action;  to 
place  the  Legislature  of  England  on  a 
footing  which  it  has  never  occupied  before. 
It  seeks  to  effect  an  organic  change  in  our 
political  structnre,  involving  its  whole  cha- 
racter and  constitution — it  would  alter  the 
distinguishing  characteristic  of  our  State,  • 
and  of  its  sovei*eignty — by  either  eliminat- 
ing from  it  an  essential  constituent,  or  in- 
troducing a  foreign,  inconffruous,  and  de- 
structive element.  What  is  meant  by  the 
sovereignty  of  a  State?  Its  supreme 
power  or  authority — in  other  words,  its 
legislature ;  for  sovereignty  and  legislation 
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are  convertible  termi.  Where  the  power 
of  legislation  resideB,  is  the  seat  of  sove- 
reignty, and  in  legislation,  jou  see  sove- 
reignty in  action.  And  as  a  State  is  as 
much  a  moral  being  as  any  one  of  the  in- 
dividuals who  constitute  it — a  moral  being, 
whose  voice  is  its  laws ;  it  is  guided  by  cer- 
tain motives  and  objects  ;  it  has  a  charac- 
ter, involved  in,  prescribing,  and  guaran- 
teeing its  course  of  conduct. 

Now,  what  is  the  great  and  glorious 
characteristic  distinguishing  our  State  of 
England  ?  Christian,  essentially  and  pro- 
fessedly Christian,  if  there  be  any  mean- 
ing in  words,  and  any  reality  for  words 
to  represent.  Founded  and  built  up  during 
a  long  succession  of  ages,  by  Christians 
exclusively,  it  derives  its  character  from 
their  principles,  feelings,  and  convictions ; 
the  holy  gospels  illuminate  every  chamber 
of  the  building;  the  Christianity  which 
they  enshrine  is  the  very  key-stone  of  the 
arch  of  our  laws  and  institutions,  supply- 
ing vital  sanctions;  we  legislate  on  its 
principles,  and  in  its  spirit;  no  one  has 
ever  entered  the  legislative  chamber  but 
under  an  express  pledge,  or  absolutely  ne- 
cessary implication,  of  Christian  belief ;  we 
are  always  summoned  to  consult  concern- 
ing the  welfare  of  the  Church  of  Christ ; 
we  begin  our  daily  deliberations  with 
prayers  offered  to,  and  through,  the  media- 
tion of  the  adorable  Head  of  that  Church  ; 
the  prayers  of  this  Christian  country  daily 
ascend  on  our  behalf  to  Him,  like  incense, 
and  England  feels  that  those  prayers  have 
been  answered ;  or  how  could  this  nation 
have  become  so  great  and  glorious  ?  Again, 
the  Sovereign,  on  ascending  the  Throne 
of  these  realms,  gives  the  most  solemn 
pledge  conceivable,  of  fidelity  to  Chris- 
tianity; kneeling,  placing  her  hands  on, 
and  kissing  the  holy  gospels.  Queen  Vic- 
toria swore  upon  them,  as  all  her  ancestors 
have  done,  *'  to  maintain,  to  the  utmost 
of  her  power,  the  true  profession  of  the 
gospel.  What  would  be  thought  of  some 
future  Sovereign  wishing  that  oath  to  be 
omitted,  as  he  had  no  faith  in  the  gospel, 
hut,  on  the  contrary,  believed  it  false? 
Would  ho  be  a  Christian  King  ?  or  allow- 
ed to  sit  on  this  ancient  and  glorious 
Throne  of  England  !  Never  !  And  would 
that  he  a  Christian  Legislature  of  which 
such  an  apostate  was,  in  Lord  Coke's  lan- 
guage, caput,  principium,  et  finis  ?  Well, 
and  how  is  it  with  the  other  two  branches 
of  the  Legislature?  For  150  years  no 
one  has  ever  sat  in  either  House  who  had 
not  avowed,  on  hia  solemn  oath,  his  Chris- 
Mr.  Warren 


tian  belief,  unless  he  has  been  relieved 
from  doing  so  under  circumstances  demon- 
strative   of   his  fidelity   to   Christiaoitv. 
About  the  Roman  Catholic  there  can,  of 
course,  be  no  question ;  and  Quakers,  Mo- 
ravians, and  Separatists,  are  relieved  from 
taking  any  oath,  absolutely  for  no  other 
reason  than  their  scrupulous  and  reverent 
obedience  to  a  supposed  command  of  their 
Divine  Redeemer !     In  the  case  of  the  ex- 
cellent Mr.  Pease,  he  expressly  declared 
before  a  Committee  of  this  House,  on  oath, 
in   1850,  '*  I  agree  in  matters  of  faith 
with  the  Church  of  England,  though  not 
as  regards  her  discipline  and  rites.**     And 
beyond  the  150  years  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, our  earliest  records  show  that  Mem- 
bers were  sworn  on  either  some  symbol  of 
the  Christian  faith,  or  the  holy  Gospels. 
Having  regard  to  all  this,  how  can  1  con- 
cur with  the  right  hon.  GenUemaQ   the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  who, 
in  his  powerful  and  elaborate  speech  in 
1848,  in  this  House,  declared  that — umply 
because    we    had    latterly   enlarged    our 
borders,  so   as  to  include  all   classes  of 
persons    '*  calling  and  professing    them- 
selves Christians  " — our  Legislature  is  no 
longer  exclusively  Christian  ?     Sir,  with 
sincere  respect  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  deny  it  altogether,  and  challenge 
proof  of  such  an  assertion.     I  affirm  the 
contrary,   and    aver  that  every  existing 
Member  of  either  House  is  estopped  from 
denying  it,  by  the  oath  he  has  taken.     It 
is  true,  a  man  may  possibly  stand  at  that 
table,   and  in  his  eagerness  to  obtain  a 
so  greatly  coveted  seat  here,  be  frightfuDj 
guilty  of  repeating,  as  true,  words  which 
he  disbelieves.     If  he  do,  I  cannot  help 
it;    to  his   own   master   he  standeth  or 
falleth ;  to  Him,  his  Almighty  jodge,  he 
must  answer  in  the  last  day.     There  is  no 
oath  that  can  be  devised  or  administered 
which  an  impious  man  may  not  violate  or 
take  falsely.     But,  Sir,  look  closely  into 
what  we  are  required  to  do.     When  chal- 
lenged to  it,  we  must  deliberately  and  so- 
lemnly discard  that  only  visible  safegaard 
of  our  Christianity,  which  now  keeps  out 
the  Jew — and  not  only  him,  but  the  Ma- 
honledan,  the  pagan,  and,  worse  thstn  all 
the  avowed  apostate  infidel — who  plaiolv 
avows  that  ours  is  a  false  form  of  religioa. 
Now,  Sir,  what   are    all  the    conviibtTe 
struggles  of  the  Jew  to  get  rid  of  theses 
to  him — excruciating  words,  *'  on  the  troe 
faith  of  a  Christian,    but  really  so  manr 
evidences  of  their  inestimable  value  to  as, 
and  of  the  paramount  necessity  of  retain- 
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iDg  tbem  ?     Snrely,   surely  !    if  the  de- 
fenders of  a  beleagured  fortre|»  saw  the 
besiegers  steadily  concentrating  their  fire 
on  a  particular  point»  would  not  that  show 
the  immense  importance  they  attached  to 
effecting  a  breach  there,   and  make  the 
besieged    instantly    direct    their    utmost 
energies  to  protecting  and  strengthening 
the  point  so  seriously  menaced  ?    And  what 
would  be  their  joy  to  discover  suddenly 
that  it  was,  in  fact,  their  strongest  point 
— that  there  was  a  secret,  and,  to  them' 
seWes,    unsuspected   means  of   defence  ? 
And,  Sir,  thus  I  regard  this  famous  ex- 
pression, *'  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian," peremptory,  stringent,  and  compre- 
hensive as  it  is ;  though,  undoubtedly,  not 
originally  used  expressly  for  that  purpose, 
it   now    constitutes  a  solid  buttress,  the 
strength  of  which  has  been  tested,  to  the 
citadel  of  our  Christianity.     I  thank  God 
that  the  words  are  on  our  Statute-book ; 
I  am  trying  to  keep  them  there ;  but,  after 
all,   they  are  simply  declaratory  of  what 
was  always  there,  significant  of  the  es- 
sence  and  spirit  of  our  constitution.     It 
reminds  me,  in  this  respect,  of  Sir  Ed- 
ward Coke's  fine  observation  on  the  oath 
of  alle^ance,  which,  he  says,  is  but  an 
external  profession  of  what  the  finger  of 
the  law  had  already  written  in  the  heart 
of  every  subject. 

As  we.  Sir,  are  a  Christian  State,  if  such 
a  thing  there  can  be,  let  us  test  the  argu- 
ment on  which  the  present  claim  is  found- 
ed, bj  patting  the  case  of  a  Jewish  State, 
consisting  exclusively  of  sincere  and  zeal- 
ous  Jews.      Let  us  imagine  an   equally 
sincere   and  zealous  Christian  demanding 
a  seat  in  the  Sanhedrim,  and  that,  to  en- 
able him  to  take  bis  seat,  an  oath  pledging 
its  memhers  to  **  the  ft'ue  faith  of  a  Jew  " 
should  be  abrogated.     What  consternation 
in  the    Sanhedrim!     Would  it  be  done? 
or  regarded  as  impiously  presumptuous  ? 
How  mightily  would  they  reason  out  of 
their  ancient  scriptures  to  show  that,  were 
they  to  yield*  they  would  be  false  to  their 
faith,  and  abrogating  the  high  and  holy 
law  nnder  which,  at  an  awful  juncture, 
the  high-prieat  rent  his  clothes,   saying, 
'*  he  hath  spoken  blasphemy  !"  and  he  was 
iudged  goilty  of  death.     They  would  say, 
no  ;  we  cannot,  we  dare  not  do  it;  we 
should  cease   to  be  a  Jewish  State — our 
purity  would   be  defiled — we  should  have 
introduced    a    new    and    corrupting    ele- 
ment,   and    be   recognising  claims  which 
the  word  of    God  commands  us  to  hold 
in  abhorrence*     Is  not  thisi  Sir,  an  exact 


parallel  to  the  case  at  this  moment  before 
us  ? 

And,  moreover,  if  it  be,  what  becomes  of 
the  favourite  argument  derived  from  the 
small  number  of  Jews  who  might  be  intro- 
duced ?  It  is  nothing — it  is  an  imperti- 
nence. Is  this,  I  beg  to  ask,  the  way  to 
reason  on  principle?  Admit  a  solitary 
Jew,  of  right,  as  such,  and  the  exclusive 
distinguishing  principle — the  very  bond  of 
our  being,  as  a  Christian  State — is  gone  ; 
you  have  surrendered  at  discretion,  and 
the  Jew  will  proclaim  his  victory  to  the 
uttermost  parts  of  the  earth,  where  you  are 
busied  propagating  the  Christianity  over 
which  he  has  triumphed!  And  be  will 
presently  tell  you  that  you  must  alter  and 
surrender  a  good  deal  more  to  meet  his 
views  ! — the  prayers,  for  instance,  with 
which  we  commence  our  daily  delibera- 
tions, and  which  he  will  regard  as  offen- 
sive and  insulting  to  his  faith.  *'  One  of 
the  unavoidable  consequences  of  this  mea« 
sure,"  said  the  late  Sir  Robert  Feel,  in 
!  opposing  the  first  Jew  Bill  in  1830,  '*  will 
be,  that  every  one  of  the  forms  and  cere- 
monies which  give  us  assurance  of  Chris- 
tianitv  must  be  abolished.'*  And  let  me 
ask  with  unspeakable  anxiety,  that  yon 
wonld  consider  what  effect  that  would  have 
on  public  opinion — that  public  opinion  on 
which,  as  Mr.  Hume  truly  tells  us,  all 
Governments  of  whatever  form  are  found- 
ed.  It  would  probably  soon  lead  to  lower- 
ing the  influence  of  Christianity  on  that 
public  opinion,  and,  once  lowered  there, 
how  long  will  it  continue  as  a  vital  prin- 
ciple in  tho  State  ? 

But,  Sir,  even  this  is  not  all.  What  a 
perilous  precedent  we  are  called  upon  to 
establish  !  Consider  the  principle  you  will 
be  sanctioning :  one  loosening  the  very 
foundation  of  oaths,  which  have  been  in 
all  ages,  and  under  the  express  sanction 
of  Scripture,  used  for  the  highest  and 
most  momentous  purposes  known  among 
men.  Why  do  you  exact  an  oath  from 
the  Sovereign?  Why  from  a  legislator? 
Because,  by  the  act  of  becoming  such,  he 
is  incorporated  with  the  sovereignty  of  the 
State,  and  contributes  individually  to  de- 
termine its  character  and  action.  He  is, 
while  acting  in  that  capacity,  under  only 
moral  sanctions,  amenable  to  the  dictates 
of  his  conscience,  and  of  God  alone.  And 
before  investing  him  with  such,  compara- 
tively speaking,  irresponsible  power,  it  is 
reasonable  and  right  that  we  should  re- 
quire— for  a  guarantee  of  his  character 
and  acts  as  a  legislatori  and  as  eridence 
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agftiDSt  him  in  case  of  treachery — that  he 
should  publiclj  and  solemnly  call  Gdd 
to  witness  that  he  holds  such  and  such  a 
beltefy  and  will  pursue  such  and  stich  a 
oovrse  of  action.  Now,  Sir,  if  a  Jdw  is  to 
be  reliered  from  the  Christian's  oath,  be* 
eause  he  says,  "  I  do  not  believe  in  hitn 
whom  yon  call  God,"  what — I  implore  you 
to  consider-^aro  you  to  answer  by  and  by> 
when  your  approaches  are  defiled  and  dark* 
ened  by  a  very  different  character,  who 
says,  holding  this  Bill  in  his  hand.  "  Now 
admit  me  !  and  without  any  oath  at  all ! 
For,  as  the  Jew  does  not  believe  in  the 
God  of  the  Christian,  I  do  not  believe  in  the 
God  of  the  Jew  !  I  believe  in  no  God  at 
all  I  "  Are  you  to  admit 'the  inipious  ftp-^ 
plieant  f  And  yet  claim  to  be  deemed  a 
godly — or  will  you  become  professedly,  a 
godless  Legislature  ? 

Sir,  I  foresee  disastrous  consequences 
dependent  on  the  course  we  are  this  night 
called  upon  to  adopt.  I  content  myself, 
however,  with  one,  vouched  by  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  in  1848.  After  admit- 
ting that  our  having  to  legislate  on  matters 
of  rellgiont  and  eoncerning  the  Church, 
eonstituted  h  real  and  practical  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  admitting  Jews  to  seats  in 
this  Housd,he  stated  that,  undoubtedly,  one 
direct  resolt  to  which  such  A  step  would 
lead,  Would  be  the  separation  between  the 
Church  and  the  State !  Now,  Sir,  is  the 
House — is  the  country -^prepared  for  such 
a  result  ?  one  which  I  believe  would  be  a 
sort  of  social  suicidO)  and  tend  to  the  dis« 
solution  of  the  State  itself  I 

Sif,  for  these  reasons  and  many  ethers 
which  I  could  assign,  but  that  I  per- 
ceivo  tho  anxiety  of  the  House  to  come 
to  a  division,  I  can  never  bring  myself  to 
sanction  the  admission  of  the  Jewish  ele* 
inent  Into  the  Christian  Legislature.  I 
entreat  hon<  Members,  in  conclusion^  to  con* 
aider  earefully  the  consequences,  immediate 
and  remote,  direct  and  indirect,  of  assent- 
ing to  the  Bill  as  it  lies  before  us,  and 
without  the  Amendments  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  fSir  F.  Thesiger)  a  step 
which  undoubtealy  will  open  the  doors  of 
the  Legislature  of  this  Christian  country  io 
Mahomedans,  and  pagans,  and  even  pro- 
fessed infidels,  as  well  as  Jews,  and  the 
effect  of  which  will  be,  I  feaf,  fatally  to 
affect  the  national  faith,  and  in  so  doing 
sap  tho  foundations  of  the  national  great- 
nessi 

Mr.  BTNG  said,  he  should  support  the 
third  i^eadlng  of  the  Bill  as  he  considered 

Mr,  Warren 


the  effect  of  the  existing  oath  was  to  et« 
elude  from  the  Hous«  Members  of  the 
Jewish  persuasion  who  had  been  returned 
by  large  and  important  constituencies,  aod 
whose  conscientious  scruples  prerented 
them  from  talcing  the  oath  in  Its  present, 
although  they  were  ready  to  take  it  in  a 
modifiedi  form  ;  while  it  did  Mt  exclude 
persons  who  rejected  the  Scriptures  as  the 
revealed  word  of  God,  and  who,  disregard- 
ing  the  solemn  obligati<yn  of  oaths,  were 
reody  to  subscribe  to  them. 

Mft.  T.  DUNCOMBB  said,  it  was  ad. 
mtttrd  on  all  sides,  that  all  parties  were 
ashamed  of  the  oath  of  abjuration,  and 
there  was  no  occasion  to  discuss  that  ques- 
tion any  longer.     It  was  therefore  to  be 
hoped  that  the  eduntry  would  no  longer  see 
664  gentlemen  professing  to  rept^sent  tbe 
intelligence  of  the  people,  and  a  large 
number  of  high  and  distinguishod  perMos 
representing  the  hereditary  wisdom  of  the 
nation,  solemnly  calling   upon   God  that 
they  abjured  any  allegiance  to  persons  who 
they  knew  had  long  ceased  to  exist.    It 
appeared,  however,  that  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site admitted  that  It  was  not  the  family  of 
the  Stuarts  of  whom  they  were  apprehen- 
sive, but  that  they  had  an  insnrmoontable 
objection  to  the  house  of  Rothsebild.    Bot 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemftii  (Sir  F. 
Thesiger)  who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
had  not  told  the  House  how  he  got  over 
the  difficulty  of  the  citisens  of   London 
having  returned   a  Jew   to   ParHament 
The  citisens  of  London  did  not  participate 
in  the  prejudices  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  they  had  returned  a  Jev 
to  represent  them  in  Parliament  during 
nine  sessions  and  two  Parliaments.    It  was 
degrading   to  the  representative  of  the 
city,  insulting  to  the  citizens  of  London, 
and  hdteiliating  to  the  House  of  Commons 
that  matters  should  remain  as  tfaej  were. 
Suppose  that  100  Members  of  tbe  Jewish 
persuasion  were  returned  by  the  Consti- 
tuencies of  this  country,  would  the  Hoa» 
allow  matters  to  continue  in  theitr  present 
state  1    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemao 
had  alluded  to  the  fkci   that   the  Lord 
Mayor  of  London   had  attended   at  8t 
Paul's   on   Thanksgiring-day.      He  was 
afraid  he  should  shock  the  hon.  and  learo- 
ed  Gentleman  much  more. when  be  toM 
him  that  Christian  congregations  in  tk« 
city  sometimes  selected  churchwardens  d 
the  Jewish  persuasion  to  administer  tb 
affairs  of  a  Christian  Church.     Mr.  Kcel« 
ing,  a  Gentleman  of  the  Jewish  persin- 
sion,  had  been  elected  (^urohwftroen  ^ 
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tvo  parishes— St.  George,  Botolph  Lane, 
aud  St.  Magnus  the  Martyr— on  two  or 
three  oeoasions.  He  wrote  for  information 
on  the  sabject,  and  received  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Keeling,  which  he  would  take  leave 
to  read  to  the  House : — 

**  Dear  Sir, — The  parishes  I  have  represented 
&re  St.  Geom,  Botolph  Lane,  and  St.  Magnus 
the  Martyr,  London  Bridge  ;  to  the  latter  I  was 
nneleoted  on  Easter  Tuesday  last.  The  duty  in- 
volves the  safe  guardianship  of  the  ohurch,  and 
properties  connected  therewith  ;  the  proper  ob- 
aervanco  of  the  service  in  conformity  with  exist- 
ing laws ;  to  levy  rates  for  its  support,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  enforee  the  payment  of  them;  to 
report  to  the  bishop  of  the  diocese  any  neglect  of 
duty  on  the  part  of  the  ministers ;  and  the  de- 
claration made  before  the  registrars  of  the  bishop 
to  carry  out  these  regulations  is  framed  in  so 
liberal  a  spirit  that  it  haa  been  most  eonscien- 
tiously  sttbaoribed  to  by  me,  in  company  with  my 
Christian  colleague,  without  the  least  sacrifice  of 
my  religious  scruples.  I  may  say  I  have  fiiithfully 
performed  the  duties  of  the  office  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  reetors  and  the  parishioners  generally." 

But  that  was  not  all.  Two  or  three  Sun- 
dajB  ago  the  Bishop  of  Lichfield  preached 
tL  sermon  in  the  church  of  St.  Magnus  the 
Martyr,  on  behalf  of  the  education  of  the 
children  of  the  parish*  The  Lord  Major 
attended  there  also,  and  it  was  of  course 
the  doty  of  the  Hebrew  churchwarden  to 
receive  the  bishop  with  all  the  honours  of 
the  Church.  The  Bishop  left  the  church 
Trithottt  being  un-christianised,  a  subscrip- 
tion was  made  and  Christian  education 
Tvaa  aided  bj  the  exertions  of  the  Jewish 
churchwarden.  He  believed  that  the  cause 
of  religion  would  not  suffer  very  materially 
if  they  allowed  some  few  members  of  the 
Jewish  persuasion  to  have  seats  within  the 
walla  of  the  House  of  Commons,  Ho  was 
g}9kd  upon  this  occasion  to  see  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
come  to  the  rescue.  Last  year  the  noble 
Lord  seemed  to  despond,  but  he  hoped 
there  was  now  some  reason  for  believing 
that  this  question  would  bo  settled  during 
the  present  Session  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  It  must  be  remembered  th^t 
ao  unreformed  Parliament  had  repealed 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  and  had 
oonoeded  Catholic  emancipation.  He 
hoped  that  a  reformed  Parliament  would 
not  perpetuate  the  last  relic  of  bigotry  and 
iatoleiunce  which  prevented  the  admission 
of  Jews  into  the  British  Legislature. 

Qestion  put  **  That  the  word  proposed 
to  be  left  out,  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

The  House  dteufed  :«-Aye8  159 ;  Noes 
110;  Majority  49. 

Bill  pa$Hd. 


CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSITY  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

ClauBo  27  (Colleges  to  have  power  to 
frame  Statutes). 

Mr.  STAFFORD  sud,  ho  wished  to 
move, 'by  way  of  Amendment,  the  omission 
from  the  clause  of  the  words,  **  without 
prejudice  to  any  existing  interest  of  any 
member  of  such  college."  He  trusted 
that  the  Government,  notwithstanding 
those  words  were  in  the  Oxford  Bill»  would 
enable  the  fellows  and  masters — in  short, 
the  governing  body  of  the  colleges  at 
Cambridge,  to  set  a  better  example  (by 
the  omission  of  those  words)  than  that  oi 
occupying  the  invidious  position  of  showing 
themselves  willing  to  inflict  on  others  that 
which  they  would  be  unwilling  to  bear 
themselves. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  that  those  words 
were  in  the  Oxford  University  Act,  and 
had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill  from  a 
respect  for  the  vested  interests  which  the 
masters  and  fellows  of  colleges  had  in  their 
offices  and  fellowBhips.  He  believed  that 
in  the  long  run  the  ultimate  advantage  of 
these  institutions  would  be  promoted  by 
reapecting  those  interests. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Statutes  hereafter  to  be  framed  by  the 
governing  bodies  of  the  colleges  ought  to 
he  in  the  English  instead  of  the  Latin 
language.  He  should  therefore  move  the 
insertion  of  the  words  **  in  the  English 
language  "  after  the  word  '*  Statutes  "  in 
.the  same  clause. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  thought  the 
matter  might  be  safely  left  to  the  Cam* 
bridge  authorities.  If  they  liked  to  make 
their  Statutes  in  the  Latin  language,  it 
was  to  be  hoped  that  Cambridge  men,  in- 
cludinff  his  hon.  Friend,  would  be  able  to 
read  them.  He  thought  it  would  he  better 
that  the  Statutes  should  be  made  in  Eng« 
lish,  hut  he  did  not  think  it  desirable  for 
Parliament  to  make  a  stringent  rule  on 
the  subject. 

Question  put,  *'Tbat  those  words  bo 
there  inserted," 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  58 1 
Noes  74 :  Majority  16. 

Mb.  WIGRAM  said,  he  would  move  the 
insertion  after  the  word  "following"  of  the 
words,  "  doe  regard  being  always  had  to 
the  main  designs  of  the  founder  or  donor." 
His  object  was  not  to  abridge  the  powers 
given  to  the  governing  bodies  of  colleges, 
but  to  proTont  them  from  disregarding  the 
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intentions  of  the  founders.  As  an  instance 
of  the  abuse  to  which  the  powers  granted 
in  the  Bill  might  give  rise,  he  would  refer 
to  the  30th  clause,  which  enabled  the^  Uni- 
Tersitj  to  make  new  rules  with  regard  to 
endowments,  among  which  was  specified 
the  endowment  of  the  offices  of  Christian 
preacher  and  Christian  advocate.  Now  he 
should  not  be  averse  to  new  rules  which 
were  in  keeping  with  the  intentions  of  the 
original  founders,  but  if  the  endowments 
he  had  just  alluded  to  were  to  be  applied 
to  a  professorship  of  cbemistrj  or  botanj, 
or  the  like,  such  an  application  would  be 
a  gross  and  most  unjust  disregard  of  the 
views  and  intentions  of  the  founder.  He 
denied  that  Parliament  had  morally  any 
right  to  interfere  with  these  endowments 
without  adhering  to  the  conditions  upon 
which  the  donors  gave  them.  The  words 
he  proposed  to  insert  in  the  clause  were 
not  exactly  to  be  found  in  the  Oxford  Uni- 
versity Act,  yet  in  that  measure  there  was 
a  plain  intention  that  regard  should  be  had 
to  the  designs  of  the  founders.  The  prin- 
ciple he  asserted  was,  that  if  you  accepted 
a  gift  of  this  kind,  you  were  bound  to  abide 
by  the  conditions  annexed.  That  principle 
ought  to  be  equally  observed,  in  his  opi- 
nion, even  in  the  case  of  what  were  call- 
ed "  local  preferences."  It  was  objected, 
that  if  you  adhered  to  these  local  prefer- 
ences you  might  be  inflicting  upon  a  col- 
lege persons  not  qualified  by  their  learn- 
ing to  become  members  of  the  college. 
That,  however,  was  a  fallacy,  because  it 
had  been  repeatedly  held  that,  whatever 
conditions  of  this  kind  were  annexed  to 
a  college  benefaction,  there  was  always 
also  annexed  to  it  the  implied  condition 
that  a  person  should  be  dignus — that  he 
should  be  a  suitable  person  to  introduce 
into  the  college — and  unless,  therefore, 
he  were  a  person  of  that  sort  the  col- 
lege would  not  be  compelled  to  award  him 
any  of  those  emoluments.  Another  objec- 
tion urged  to  the  principle  he  sought  to 
maintain  was,  that  it  might  throw  you 
back  upon  obsolete  schemes  long  since 
fallen  into  desuetude.  Such  an  argument, 
it  was  his  belief,  had  no  foundation  what- 
ever. In  all  those  cases  the  reason  why 
the  old  practice  had  fallen  into  disuse  was 
because,  from  the  change  of  circumstances 
it  had  bepome  unsuitable  to  the  present 
time,  and  if  it  had  become  unsuitable  and 
inapplicable  to  the  present  state  of  things, 
he  was  quite  willing  that  it  should  be  al- 
tered. To  meet  the  objection  he  had  al- 
luded to,  he  was  ready,  if  it  were  desired, 
Mr,  Wigram 


to  adopt  an  express  provision  that,  in  de- 
termining what  were  to  be  considered  the 
main  designs  of  the  founders,  any  scheme 
or  regulation  which  had  fallen  into  disuse 
for  a  period  of,  say  fifty  years,  should  not 
be  regarded.  Nothing  was  further  from  his 
intention  than  to  drive  back  those  founda- 
tions to  forgotten  usages  which  would  be 
unsuitable  to  the  time  and  contrary  to  the 
interests  of  the  University.  The  princi- 
ple involved  in  his  Amendment  was  a  very 
grave  one,  and  he  trusted  that  it  would 
have  the  favourable  consideration  of  the 
Government.  He  proposed  it  with  bo  de- 
sire to  impair  the  efficacy  of  the  Bill,  or  to 
diminish  the  fair  powers  which  wdre  to  be 
given  to  the  Colleges  or  the  University, 
but  merely  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
those  powers  within  a  reasonable  limit, 
and  to  prevent  the  establishment  of  a  pre- 
cedent which  might  be  made  use  of  m 
other  cases  to  the  prejudice  and  subver- 
sion of  the  just  rights  of  property. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE    said,    he    wiUiogly 
admitted  that  this  was  an  important  ques- 
tion, and  he  thought  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  efficiency  of  the  Bill  would  depend  on 
the  clause  being  retained  without  the  ad- 
dition of  the  proposed  Amendment.     Tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Wigram) 
seemed  to  give  up  his  whole  case  when  he 
said  that,  with  respect  to  many  of  the 
foundations,  lapse  of  time  had   rendered 
them  useless.     Now  there  was  one  ques- 
tion he  would  ask  the  hon.  and  lemed 
Gentleman:  how  could  the  main  design 
of  a  founder,  who  existed  200  or  300  years 
ago,  be  ascertained  ?     If  expreseed,  it  was 
either  in  accordance  with  the  general  ob- 
jects of  education  or  not.     If  tbe  design 
was  not  in  accordance  with  those  objeets, 
it  ought  not  to  be  maintained ;  and  where 
the  design  was  not  expressed  it  must  be 
assumed  to  be  for  the  promotion  of  educa- 
tion.    The  main  design,  as  expressed,  of 
the  founder  of  Queen's  College,  was,  that 
his  soul  and  the  soul  of  his  Queen  should 
be  prayed  for ;  and  this  showed  the  im- 
propriety and  absurdity  of  making  it  im- 
perative  to    regard  the  designs  of  the 
founders.     Was  it  not  a  monstrous  esse 
of  abuse  that  King's  College,  with  a  mag- 
nificent income  of  £26,000  a  year,  sluMii^ 
only  turn  out  at  the  rate  of  three  Bachelors 
of  Arts  per  annum?     The  fellows  ami 
scholars  there  were  obliged  to  swear  that 
they  would  do  their  best  to  oppose  the 
spread  of  the  errors  of  John  Wickliffe^  an^ 
Reginald  Peacock,  Bishop  of  Chichester 
in  the  time  of  Henry  VI, ;  but  those  errois 
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as  thej  were  ealled,  were  now  held  bj 
members    of   the    Church    of    England. 
Therefore,  one  of  the  main  designs  of  the 
founder  was  to  oppose  those  very  opinions 
which  it  was  the  present  object  of  the 
University  and  Colleges  to  promote.   That 
was  the  case  with  respect  to  those  two 
Colleges,  and  also  with  respect  to  many 
others,  and  it  was  too  late  at  the  present 
day  to  insist  on  the  obserrance  of  the 
.    main  designs  of  the  founders.     It  must 
happen  that  in   the  course  of  time  the 
objects  of  the  founders  became  useless  or 
eyen  mischieirous,  and  therefore  the  funds 
ought  to  be  devoted   to  other  purposes. 
Consequently*  the  Committee  in   dealing 
with  those  trusts,  must  be  influenced  by 
DO  other  motive  but  a  desire  for  the  public 
advantage  and  utility,  and  unless   they 
were  dealt  with  on  that  ground  they  had 
better  not  be  dealt  with  at  all.     The  prac- 
tical resttit  of  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
restrict  the  freedom  of  the  Colleges,  as,  at 
present,  in  many  instances,  the  original 
designs  of  the  founders  were  disregarded. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  that  the  r^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bouverie)  appeared 
to  think  that  the  insertion  of  the  words 
proposed  by  his  (Mr.  Walpole's)  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Wigram)  would  do 
away  with  the  whole  effect  of  the  Bill, 
Now  he  thought  that  the  experience  of 
the    Oxford  University  Act  had  entirely 
removed  all  ground  for  any  such  appro* 
hension.      The   endowments  of   colleges 
were  as  much  property  as  any  which  could 
be   beld  by  any  Member  of  that  House, 
and  the  rightsof  that  description  of  property 
had  always  been  held  as  sacred  as  those 
connected  with  the  property  of  individuals, 
and  to  trench  upon  those  rights  would  be  to 
trench  upon  the  rights  of  property  itself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  if  it 
were  found  that  any  of  those  donations 
were    at    present    applied  in  %  manner 
cither  oeeless  or  mischievous,  it  would  be 
to  the  public  advantage  to  take  them  away 
or  alter  them  so  as  to  make  them  useful. 
jN'ow,  who  was  to  do  that?     Were  the 
ColJeges  or  the  Commissioners  to  do  it? 
Jle  eonld  conceive  that  the  Colleges  might 
be     iUlowed,   with  the  sanetion  of   their 
visitors,  and  subject  to  such  rules  as  Par« 
[iameiit  might  lay  down,  to  alter  the  cha- 
racter of  their  own  property ;  bnt  be  could 
not     understand  that   the  Commissioners 
should  have  such  a  power  conferred  upon 
;hefvi.     Why,  it  would  be  a  greater  power 
ban  b<^  ^^^^  ^^^  bestowed  on  any  body 
^efore«    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 


referred  to  donations  for  praying  for  the 
souls  of  the  founders;  but  that  was  the 
exception,  and  not  the  rule ;  and,  because 
alterations  might  be  necessary  in  one  or 
two  cases,  that  was  no  reason  for  con* 
ferring  such  arbitrary  powers  on  the  Com- 
missioners,  powers  which   would    enable 
them  to  alter  the  character  of  the  trust 
upon  which  the  property  was  originally 
given.     If  such  a  principle  were  recog- 
nised, the  result  would  be  to  deter  persons 
from  dispensing  their  bounty  as  they  did 
at  present  upon  many  most  charitable  and 
beneficial  objects.     It  was  said  that  there 
was  no  power  of  finding  out  the  designs 
of  the  founders;    but  actual  experience 
proved  that  the  Court  of  Chancery  was 
every  day  administering  trusts  according 
to  the  designs  of  the  founders  of  them, 
and  the  effect  of  the  introduction  of  the 
proposed   words  into  the  present  clause 
would  not  be  to  prevent  any  absurd  or 
useless  provisions  from  being  done  away 
with,  but  it  would  show,  to  the  Colleges 
first,  and  afterwards  to  the  Commissioners, 
that    they  did  not  possess   an  absolute 
power  of  dealing  with  this  property  without 
any  regard  to  the  original  trust.     He, 
therefore,  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  object  to  the  Amend- 
ment, and  he  entreated  the  Committee  to 
have  a  proper  respect  for  the  trusts,  in 
which  in  fact  they  had  an  equal  and  an 
individual  interest. 

Mb.  HETWOOD  said,  he  objected 
strongly  to  the  introduction  of  the  words. 
With  regard  to  the  fear  that  had  been 
expressed  by  hon.  Gentlemen,  that  per- 
sons would  be  deterred  from  making 
aoy  donation  for  benevolent  purposes,  he 
could  only  say  that  the  Legislature  would 
be  well  employed  in  discouraging  persona 
from  making  foolish  gifts,  nominally  for 
benevolent  purposes,  but  in  reality  that  they 
might  see  their  names  written  in  letters  of 
gold,  to  the  detriment  of  their  families 
and  friends.  To  take  an  example  of  the 
absurdity  of  the  old  institutions,  Mr.  Mac- 
aulay,  before  being  admitted  to  a  fellow- 
ship, had  sworn  to  devote  himself  to  the 
study  of  theology,  or  else  after  a  certain 
period  to  relinquish  his  fellowship ;  but 
could  any  one  believe  that  that  distin- 
guished man  intended  to  devote  himself  to 
that  study  ?  The  character  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Universities  had  been  fre- 
quently changed,  and  there  was  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  changed  now  if  such 
a  change  would  tend  to  the  public  ad- 
vantage. 
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Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  tbat  ihe  «eo|>e 
of  the  faoD*  Gentleman's  argument  was  this 
— that  the  itodj  of  theology,  which  had  re- 
gard to  our  highest  interests,  was  foolish, 
and  oaght  to  be  discouraged.  He  eonst- 
dered  those  observations  as  more  worthy 
of  the  worst  days  of  the  National  Assembly 
of  France  than  of  the  English  House  of 
Commons.  He  presumed  that  the  study 
of  *' geology"  was  that  study  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  wish  to  substitute. 
The  drift  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment  was  eridently  to  discourage  the  study 
of  theology  among  the  youth  of  this  em- 
pire. If  a  founder  left  a  sum  of  money  to 
a  college  for  the  teaching  of  the  Christian 
religion  that  was  a  lawful  purpose,  and  was 
one  with  which  Parliament  ought  not  to 
interfere.  Those  foundations  had  already 
produced  the  greatest  lights  of  the  Church, 
and  it  would  be  absurd  to  contrast  any  men 
of  the  present  day  with  the  distinguished 
dirines  of  former  days.  He  denied  that 
endowments  for  the  promotion  of  rarious 
branches  of  education  were  an  encourage- 
ment to  superstition ;  and  he  put  it  to  the 
Committee  to  say  whether,  if  a  man  were 
to  endow  a  foundation  for  the  study  of  the 
works  of  Roger  Bacon,  it  could  be  view- 
ed in  that  light?  He  would  support  any 
Amendment  which  had  for  its  object  the 
preservation  of  those  time-honoured  and 
valuable  institutions.  The  worst  argument 
he  had  ever  heard  against  the  words  pro- 
posed was  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Heywood);  and  if  he  had 
had  any  doubt  as  to  the  necessity  for  the 
insertion  of  those  words  tbat  doubt  would 
have  been  removed  by  the  argnment  of 
the  hon.  Member.  Cambridge  University 
possessed  many  valuable  and  useful  en- 
dowments, and  though  the  hon.  Member 
had  asserted  tbat  these  were  the  fruits  of 
the  vanity  of  the  founders,  it  ought  to  be 
kept  in  view  that  but  for  such  persons  this 
country  would  not  have  possessed  the  noble 
charities  for  which  it  was  remarkable. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  would  point 
out  that,  of  the  700  or  800  scholarships 
belonging  to  the  University,  400  were 
restricted.  Although  those  restrictions 
might  be  wise*  and  salutary  when  tbey 
were  first  founded,  they  had  become  use- 
less and  prejudicial  by  the  lapse  of  time, 
and  Parliament,  ho  considered,  had  now 
a  perfect  right  to  deal  with  them  in  the 
manner  which  it  thought  most  likely  to  be 
beneficial  to  the  promotion  of  education. 
As  a  test  of  the  comparative  value  of  open 
and  restricted  scholarships,  he  might  men- 


tion that  of  holders  of  the  open  aeolanhips 
at  Trinity  one  in  every  four  got  a  feliow- 
ship,  while,  of  the  Westminster  aeholars  at 
that  college,  only  one  in  twenty-two  got  a 
fellowship.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  bad  a  much  wider 
operation  than  the  words  in  the  OxfonI 
University  Act  to  which  he  had  referred, 
for  while  those  stated  that  the  observance 
of  the  wishes  of  the  founders  shonki  be  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  statute,  those  words 
would  override  the  statute  altogether. 

Mb.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORE  said,  he  bad 
listened  with  great  pain  to  the  apeccb  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  speech  which 
would  have  been  a  great  deal  more  in  place 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  than  in 
the  English  Honse  of  Commona.  He  had 
not,  however,  been  in  the  least  aorpriMd 
at  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  (Mr.  Heywood).  Thai 
hon.  Gentleman  avowed  that  he  wished  to 
discourage  charitable  bequeata,  and  he  bad 
certainly  taken  the  surest  mode  of  doing 
so.  The  hon.  Gentleman  reminded  him 
of  a  saying  of  Montesquieu,  who  observed 
that  a  oertain  tribe  of  savages,  when  thef 
wanted  to  gather  fruit,  cut  down  the  tree. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bonverie'^) 
remarks  with  respect  to  the  Weatminsier 
scholars  was  eiceedingly  unfair  ;  because, 
as  he  had  himself  admitted,  a  great  nuo- 
ber  of  the  Westminster  boys  went  to  Christ' 
chnrob.  Besides,  he  denied  that  the  ob- 
taining of  fellowships  was  neeessarily  a  test 
of  eminence.  Amongst  the  Wostaiiastar 
boys  who  did  not  become  fellows  was  no 
less  a  man  than  John  Diyden.  He  vooM 
remind  the  right  hon.  GentlensaD,  also, 
of  the  dictum  of  a  great  American  jurist, 
and  one  who  had  certainly  no  auperstitious 
fondness  for  English  tnstitutiona — ^he  meant 
Cbancellor  Kent.  That  groat  Judge  eaiil 
that  these  very  collegiate  institutaoos  were 
"amongst  the  most  interesting  and  me- 
ritorious trusts  which  could  possibly  be 
created  and  confided  to  men.'*  Wbes 
he  (Mr.  Phillimore)  was  taunted  with  the 
great  commentators  whom  the  German 
Universities  had  prodoced,  he  would  potat 
in  reply  to  the  debates  in  that  Hesse,  t« 
the  great  men  who  had  adorned  it,  to  the 
useful  laws  they  had  passed,  and  to  the 
great  oonstituUonal  prineiplea  they  had 
established.  It  was  in  the  Coll^^  ef 
England  that  the  minds  of  om*  ststesasa 
were  trained ;  and  he  believed  that  jost  as 
in  the  middle  ages  those  institutioos  were 
the  means  by  which  alone  persons  of  h«»* 
ble  origin  might  raise  themselves,  sod  earn 
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a  great  umiio  for  theniselTes  and  their 
country,  so  in  tbofte  times  thejr  were  still 
tliG  great  means  bj  which  those  who  were 
not  bom  of  opulent  and  splendid  families, 
might  qualify  tbemsehes  for  the  service 
of  their  conntryy  and  win  for  themselres 
snch  distinctions  as  society  coold  bestow* 
Mr.  T.  chambers  said,  that  for  the 
last  reason  alleged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  should  oppose  the  Amend* 
tnent.  Besides,  the  words  songht  to  be 
introdaced  were  <)ompletety  contradictory 
to  tho  rest  of  the  clanse. 

Viscount  FALMERSTON  said,  that 
to  judge  from  the  arguments  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  who  supported  the  pro« 
posal  one  would  imagine  that  the  Bill  had 
for  its  object  to  suppress  all  these  ooU 
legiate  establishments-^to  apply  their  pro* 
party  to  purposes  altogether  different  from 
those  to  which  it  was  now  applied — and, 
in  short,  to  deal  with  the  UniTcrsity  of 
Cambridge  much   in   the  same  way  that 
Henry  YIII.  dealt  with  religions  houses. 
Now,  certainly,  nothing  was  further  from 
tho  intention  and  object  of  the  Bill  than  any 
anch  porpose.   The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Wigram)  in  his 
opinion,  would  really  go  to  defeat  the  real 
purposes  of  the  founders.     The  Unirersity 
of  Cambridge  had  describe ,  itself  as  an 
inatittttfon  for  the  promotion  '*  of   sound 
learning  and  religious  education."    Those 
were  the  objects  for  which  those  estates  had 
been  left,  but  they  had  been  left  at  a  time 
when  peeuliar  notions  existed  as  to  the 
best  mode  of  accomplishing  those  objects. 
Some  of  the  fotinders  thought  that  the 
beat  method  was  to  insist  that  no  person 
shonld  be  a  fellow  unless  he  belonged  to  a 
particular  county.      Other  restrictions  of 
various  kinds  were  imposed,  tending  to  de- 
feat the  purposes  of  promoting  sound  learu' 
ing  and  religious  education,  and  to  render 
tho  college  less  available  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  endowed.    Evety  member 
of  the  University  was  aware  of  what  had 
posaed  with  regard  to  8t.  John's  College. 
Originally  its  felloirships  were  what  were 
called   close  —  that  was,   none  but  Lan« 
oaahire,    Cumberland,    or    Westmoreland 
men    coold  obtain  a  fellowship.      He  re- 
coll^oted  the  time  when  that  was  changed. 
It  appeared  that  there  was  a  power  in  the 
visitor  to  alter  the  statute,  which  was  de- 
feating the  main  object  of  the  founder. 
[•*  No,  no!  "]    Well,  it  must  be  so  con- 
simed  according  to  the  arguments  they  had 
just  heard—- namely,  that  however  obsolete 
or  absurd  tho  eonditions  were  which  the 
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founder  attached  to  the  grant  they  must 
for  ever  be  observed.  Ttie  spirit  of  the 
words  proposed  would  go  to  rescind  the 
opening  of  the  fellowships  of  St.  John's* 
and  would  re«establish  the  system  which 
the  college  itself  had  held  to  be  projudicial 
to  education.  If  they  wished  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge  to  be  as  useful  as  pos- 
sible in  the  diffusion  of  sound  learning, 
they  ought  to  leave  the  colleges  at  liberty 
to  sweep  away  all  those  small,  ridiculous, 
obsolete  restrictions  which  tended  to  defeat 
what  they  were  bound  to  consider  were  the 
main  objects  of  the  founders,  and  which 
prevented  the  University  being  so  useful 
as  it  might  be  in  promoting  sound  learning 
and  religious  education. 

Ma.  WALPOLE  said,  that  it  was  a 
little  remarkable  that,  although  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Falmerston)  advocated  the 
omission  of  the  words  proposed,  on  the 
ground  that  the  main  object  of  the  Uni- 
versity was  the  promotion  '^  of  sound  learn- 
ing end  religious  education,"  the  clause, 
as  it  stood,  would  delegate,  first  to  the 
Colleges  and  then  to  the  Commissioners,  a 
power  to  act  in  entire  disregard  to  that  ob- 
ject. There  were  no  words  requiring  the 
Commissioners  to  make  alterations  only  so 
as  to  promote  **  sound  learning  and  reli* 
gious  education."  They  might,  if  they 
pleased,  direct  the  exercise  of  their  power 
in  a  direction  completelv  the  reverse.  With 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  T. 
Chambers),  he  observed  that  the  enacting 
part  of  the  clause  gave  to  the  Colleges  and 
Commissioners  the  power  of  making  a 
great  many  alterations.  The  supporters 
of  the  Amendment  did  not  wish  to  cripple 
that  power  in  any  way,  but  they  wished  to 
direct  it,  and  the  only  mode  by  which  they 
coold  direct  it  was  to  insert  in  the  clause 
words  indicating  the  direction  which  it 
ought  to  take. 

Mr.  ROBERT  PHILLIMORE  said, 
that  the  test  applied  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mn  Bouverie).  of  the  small 
number  of  scholars  from  Westminster  who 
obtained  fellowships  at  Trinity,  had  no  ap« 
plication  to  the  present  case.  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Jervis  and  Mr.  Justice  Williams 
had  been  scholars  at  Westminster,  but 
they  had  not  obtained  fellowships  at  Tri- 
nity. All  that  the  words  proposed  to  be 
inserted  would  do,  would  be  merely  to  re- 
quire that  attention  shonld  be  paid*  to  the 
mi^in  objects  of  the  founders.  He  should 
therefore  vote  against  tho  clause. 

Mb.  HENLEY    said,  that   the  noble 
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Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
described  the  object  of  the  University  as 
being  the  promotion  "  of  sound  learning 
and  religious  education/'  and  he  (Mr. 
Henley)  supported  the  insertion  of  the 
words  proposed  because  they  appeared  to 
him  to  secure  the  main  object.  It  was 
clear  that  those  who  were  sitting  behind 
the  noble  Lord  wished  to  get  rid  of  the 
object  which  the  noble  Lord  wished  to 
secure.  There  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  as 
it  stood  which  would  prevent  the  Colleges 
or  Commissioners  appropriating  the  college 
funds,  not  for  the  promotion  "of  sound 
learning  and  religious  education/'  but  for 
any  purpose  that  might  be  uppermost  in 
their  minds.  He  could  not  understand 
why  the  insertion  of  the  words  proposed 
should  be  objected  to. 

Mr.  forte SCUE  said,  he  entertained 
an  objection  to  the  insertion  of  the  words, 
on  the  ground  that  different  meanings 
might  be  attached  to  them,  according  to 
the  opinions  or  feelings  of  the  persons 
who  might  have  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  and  would  in  all  proba- 
bility seriously  affect  the  working  of  the 
measure. 

Mr.  WIGRAM  said,  that  his  sole  ob- 
ject in  moving  the  Amendment  was,  that 
Parliament  should  not  in  appearance  do 
anything  to  subvert  what  was  the  main 
intention  of  the  founders.  Unless  some 
such  safeguard  were  provided,  he  was 
convinced  that  many  charities  founded 
solely  for  the  poor  would  pass  into  the 
pockets  of  the  rich.  The  chance  of  a  poor 
man  getting  his  son  into  the  University 
depended  almost  wholly  on  those  local 
privileges.  He  would  propose  to  vary  his 
Amendment  as  follows  : — 

"  Due  regard  being  always  bad  to  the  main 
designs  of  Uie  foonder  or  donor,  so  fiur  as  con- 
sistent with  sound  religion  and  learning." 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  :  That  makes  it  still 
stronger. 

Mr,  WIGRAM  said,  his  object  was  to 
ascertain  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  any  words  of  his  own  to  propose. 
If  not,  he  should  adhere  to  his  Amend- 
ment as  originally  proposed. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes  78  ; 
Noes  97  :  Majority  19. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  would  now 
move  to  insert,  in  line  32  of  the  same 
clause,  after  the  word  "  such,"  the  word 
'*  headships."  The  object  was  to  enable 
the  Commissioners  to  make  alterations 
Mr.  Henley 


with  regard  to  the  headships,  as  well  as 
the  fellowships  and  other  emoloments. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  objeeted  to 
the  proposal.  He  thought  that  when  a  man 
got  to  the  head  he  ought  to  remain  there. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  said,  that  bis  pro- 
posal would  only  affect  future  heads  of 
colleges.  He  had  corresponded  with  seve- 
ral masters  of  arts  who  were  faTourahle  to 
the  alteration. 

Question  put,  <'  That  the  word  ''  head- 
ships '*  be  there  inserted. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  41 ; 
Noes  145  :  Majority  104. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  wished  to 
propose  the  insertion  in  line  43  of  the 
same  clause,  after  the  words  "for  the" 
the  words  '*  encouragement  of  atndies  in 
modern  history,  practical  soience,  and  mo- 
dern languages,  and  for  the  "•  His  object 
was  to  introduce  modem  studies  into  the 
University  of  Cambridge.  When  he  was 
there  he  wished  to  attend  the  lectures  oo 
modern  history,  but  was  told  by  his  tator 
that  it  would  do  him  no  good  in  the  ex- 
aminations. He  understood  that  the  Ox- 
ford Commissioners  had  proposed  that  io 
one  of  the  colleges  there  a  fifth  part  of  the 
fellowships  should  be  set  ^part  ^r  physiesl 
science.  He  therefore  hoped  the  same  thing 
would  be  done  at  Cambridge.  His  Amend- 
ment he  considered  was  of  importance  with 
regard  to  Parliament  itself,  for  he  did  not 
think  that  senators  were  well  educated  onless 
they  were  acquainted  with  modem  history, 
practical  science,  and  modern  laogoages. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  folly  admitr 
ted  that  it  was  very  desirable  that  mod^ a 
studies  should  be  pursued  at  Cambridge 
but  the  question  was,  how  it  eoold  best  be 
done.  The  Bill  contained  a  general  pro- 
vision that  colleges  should  have  the  power 
to  introduce  such  studies  as  part  of  tbdr 
j  course,  and  he  thought  that  the  object  is 
vi^w  would  be  more  effectually  seewed  by 
a  comprehensive  provision  of  that  kind 
than  by  the  words  proposed  to  be  added  U 
the  clause  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  :-— Ayes  55 ; 
Noes  136:  Majority  81. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  would  now 
beg  to  propose,  as  an  Amendment,  that 
the  following  words  should  be  inserted  it 
the  clause  after  the  word  "  follows*"  as 
one  of  the  objects  for  which  Statotes 
should  be  made — namely,  "  for  exenpti&g 
students  who  may  conscientioasly  object 
to  attend  the  existing  Liturgical  Serriees 
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in  the  College  Chapel  from  compulsory 
attendance.  His  desire  was,  that  those 
who  dtd  not  helong  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land should  not  he  compelled  to  attend  its 
serrices.  That  nile  was  followed  in  Trinity 
College,  Dnhlin. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  ohjected  to 
the  introduction  of  the  words,  hecause  the 
general  clause  empowering  the  governing 
body  to  form  Statutes  would  enable  them 
to  make  such  an  arrangement  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  if  they  chose  to  do 
80 ;  and  he  believed  that  in  some  of  the 
colleges  there  would  be  no  indisposition  to 
take  that  course. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  did  not  he- 
lieve  the  authorities  of  the  colleges,  though 
they  possessed  the  power,  would  make 
auch  a  Statute  as  he  proposed. 

Question  put,  that  those  words  he  there 
inserted. 

The  Committee  divided;   when  there 
were.  Ayes  90  ;  Noes  128  :  Majority  38. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  as  was 
also  Chittse  28. 

Clause  29  (When  Colleges  omit  to  make 
Statutes,  Commissioners  may  frame  them.) 
Mr.  WIQRAM  said,  he  wished  to  move 
an  Amendment,  putting  the  election  to 
the  mastership  of  Jesus  College  on  the 
same  footing  as  that  of  Magdalen,  and 
that  the  interest  of  the  Bishop  of  Ely  in 
such  election  should  cease. 

Ur.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  must  explain 
that  the  interest  of  the  Bishop  of  Ely  in 
Jesus  College  was  to  cease  after  the  death 
of  the  present  Bishop. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  could  not  see 
how  they  were  to  separate  the  nomination 
of  the  living  which  was  attached  to  Jesus 
College  from  that  of  the  mastership. 

Mr.  FORTESCUE  said,  he  would  now 

be^  to  move  an  Amendment  taking  away 

the  power,  now  given  to  two-thirds  of  the 

governing  body  of  any  college,  to  negative 

the  recommendation  of  the  Commissioners. 

2fa  body  about  to  be  reformed  by  the  pro> 

-risions  of  such  a  Bill  as  the  present,  was 

likely  to  carry  the  reform  out  with  such  a 

po^'V'er  of  a  veto  given  to  them.      Iti  was 

holding  out  a  temptation  to  the  Colleges 

at  Cambridge  to  thwart  the  objects  of  the 

J3Ui«     When  a  similar  clause  was  intro- 

daeed  into  the  Oxford  University  Bill  it 

<vra0    ^^  P&f^  of   the  original  Bill,   but 

adopted   by  the  Government  when  they 

found  that  they  could  not  help  it — when  they 

liad  ^reat  difficulties  in  carrying  the  mea- 

^ure,    ftud  were  obliged  to  conciliate  on 

all  sides.    It  was  a  mere  concession  to  the 


opposition,  and  assuredly  no  part  of  the 
views  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  even  said  that  the  proviso 
would  impair  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  and 
oblige  them  to  come  in  two  or  three  years 
to  that  House  for  an  amended  Bill.  It  was 
well  known  in  Oxford  that  the  proviso  had 
been  a  serious  hindrance  to  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  The  governing  body  of  new 
College  had  exercised  their  veto  against  a 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  for  throwing 
open  the  scholarship  of  the  College,  now 
confined  to  students  from  Winchester.  St. 
John's  College  would  most  likely  follow 
the  example,  in  vetoing  the  scheme  for 
throwing  open  the  scholarships  now  al- 
most entirely  given  to  Merchant  Tailors' 
School.  Jesus  College  would  most  pro- 
bably do  the  same  thing.  He  therefore 
appealed  to  the  Committee  to  remove  so 
serious  an  embarrassment  to  the  working 
of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  9,  line  16, 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  •'  thereof"  to 
the  end  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  would  admit 
that  if  he  had  framed  the  Bill  without  the 
precedent  of  the  Oxford  Act,  he  would 
hardly  have  introduced  the  proviso  ;  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  the  subject  had 
been  fully  discussed  during  the  progress 
of  the  Oxford  University  Bill  and  a  very 
strong  feeling  existed  in  favour  of  the  in- 
troduction of  a  proviso  of  this  nature. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HE  ATHCOTE  said,  it 
was  true  that  in  the  case  of  the  Oxford 
Act  the  Government  endeavoured  to  con- 
ciliate the  Opposition  by  abandoning 
minute  legislation,  but  he  was  not  aware 
that  they  ever  disputed  the  necessity  of 
affording  some  protection  to  the  colleges 
against  the  otherwise  irresponsible  power 
of  the  Commissioners.  With  respect  to 
the  refusal,  or  rather  intimation  of  dissent, 
from  New  College  relative  to  Winchester 
School  to  the  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  deal  with  those  institutions  to- 
gether, he  was  prepared  to  assert  that 
such  refusal  or  dissent  was  justified  upon 
the  ground  of  the  scheme  being  injurious 
to  a  place  of  learning  and  education. 

Mr.  GORDON  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment, if  carried,  would  not  only  deprive 
the  colleges  of  all  opportunity  of  objection, 
but  would  absolutely  leave  them  in  igno- 
rance of  the  Statutes  by  which  they  were 
to  he  governed. 

Question  put — "  That  the  words  *  Pro- 
vided always.  That  all  such  Statutes' 
stand  part  of  the  clause.' 
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The  Committee  divided:— Aje«  165; 
Noes  93 :  Majoritj  72. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  30. 

Mr,  WALPOLE  said,  he  wished  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  words  "sound 
leamiog  and  religious  education." 

Mb.  HEYWOOD  said,  ho  should  oppose 
the  Amendment.  He  beliered  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  interpretation  of  the  Uni- 
Tcrsity  authorities,  ''  sound  learning  '* 
would  he  found  to  mean  a  Greek  and  Latin 
education;  and  a  "religious  education/' 
the  religious  teaching  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Now,  he  was  in  favour  of 
modern  studies  being  introduced  into 
the  Universitj,  and  he  was  s^l  more 
decidedlv  in  favour  of  Dissenters  being 
admitted  to  all  its  honours.  He  certainlj, 
therefore*  could  not  approve  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  it  was  his  opinion 
that  "  sound  leamiog  "  did  not  mean  Latin 
and  Greek  exclusirelj,  though  he  believed 
religious  teaching  would  mean  Uiat  of  the 
Church  of  England. 

Mb.  T.  CHAMBEKS  said,  he  would 
suggest  that,  for  eonaistency's  sake, 
"religious  education  "  should  be  introduced 
into  Clause  28. 

Mb.  J.  G.  PHILLIMOEE  said,  he  did 
not  see  why  the  words  "sound  learning" 
and  "  religioua  education "  should  be 
objected  to. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  would  look' 
at  the  clause,  and  also  at  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  in  the  28th  clause, 
And  state  what  he  thought  i^ould  be  done. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  31. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  the  clause,  as 
drawn,  would  operate  thus : — The  Uni- 
versitj  would  have  the  power  of  making 
Statutes  within  two  years,  and  if  they  did 
not  do  so  the  Commissioners  would  hare 
power  to  make  Statutes  until  1860;  after 
which  the  University  would  again  hare  the 
power  of  miJi:ittg  Statutes,  and,  conse- 
quently, might  undo  all  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  done.  Now  tliat,  he  main- 
tained, was  not  a  very  satisfactory  fitate  in 
which  to  leave  the  University  with  respect 
to  the  Commission.  What  he  desired  to 
propose  was,  that  they  should  do  one  of 
two  things, — either  omit  the  clause  alto* 
gether.  Or  leave  the  Commissioners  power 
to  mako  alterations,  if  the  University 
failed,  provided  two-thirds  of  the  governing 
body  of  the  University  agreed  to  isuch 
alterations. 


Mb.  BOUVERIE  laid,  ho  objeot^  to 
omit  the  clause  altogether.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  giv6  the  Commissioneri  power  to 
deal  with  the  Statutes-^first  with  the 
Royal  Statutes,  and  next  with  the  Su- 
tutes  connected  with  the  endowments.  He 
was  ready  to  concede  a  pow«r  to  the  col- 
leges to  dissent  from  any  Statotas  pro- 
posed by  the  Commissioners  with  reapect 
to  endowments,  but  not  with  r^g»rd  to  the 
Royal  Statutes. 

Mb.  WIGRAM  Bai4f  he  could  not  con- 
ceive how  the  proriso,  giving  the  Univer- 
sity power  to  object  to  tlie  aTteration  oi  all 
Statutes,  was  open  to  objection.  If  erer 
there  were  a  body  which  deserved  ooo£' 
deuce  it  was  the  Upirersity  of  Cambridge. 
There  nerer  had  been  a  cofporation  which 
had  shown  more  alacrity  to  adopt  improre* 
ments. 

Mb.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  would  remind 
tlie  Committee  that  the  Univeralty  of  Ox- 
ford had  recently  determined  thai  the  Fr»- 
fessor  of  Anatomy  should  sign  the  Thirtj- 
nine  Articles.  He  believed  tlie  pFofettar 
of  Anatomy  waa  about  the  last  persoo  to 
believe  the  Tbirty-nino  Artielea ;  and  that 
if  we  took  the  medical  profeesion  throagb- 
out  the  country,  ninetyouine  out  of  a  hoo- 
dred  did  not  believe  in  those  Arcicltt. 
The  Commissioners  objected  to  tbe  test  oi 
the  Thirty-uioe  Articles  ;  hot  if  the  Cmh 
mittee  allowed  two-thirds  of  the  Cobb^ 
to  object,  they  might  have  a  eiaiiar  esse 
occurring  at  Cambridge,  At  present  Dis- 
senters were  admitted  there  we^  withoat 
a  revision  of  the  Statutes, 

Clause  agreed  to, 

CUuae  32*  Right  of  prefansnce  bekag^ 
ing  to  schoob  not  to  be  abolished  in  eer' 
tain  cases  if  two-thirds  of  tbe  govenuog 
body  of  the  schools  dissent  therefrom. 

Mb.  FORTESCUB  said,  he  shooy 
move  the  omission  of  the  olaosa.  Tbe 
clause  gave  power  to  achools  as  well  as 
colleges  to  defeat  the  whole  object  of  tbe 
Bill,  by  enabling  two-thirds  of  the  seboob 
to  put  a  veto  on  any  clauses  for  refisiw 
proposed  by  tbe  Commissioners*  It  ib^ 
not  follow  logically  that  because  tbe  Com- 
mittee had  rejected  his  AmeadsMOt  oa  the 
former  clause  they  should  object  to  b*^ 
Motion  now,  to  omit  the  clause  from  t^ 
Bill. 

Mb.  ROUNDRLL  PALMER  said,  that 
having  proposed  and  carried  a  simibr 
clause  in  the  Oxford  Bill  to  that  whi^  th« 
hon.  Gentleman  now  proposed  to  ootit,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  net  take  a 
couree  so  grossly  inconsistaat  as  to  nfisse 
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to  the  sehooU  oonneeted  wiUi  Cambridge 
thesame  privilege  whieh  they  had  given 
to  the  Bcboola  and  colleges  connected  with 
the  sister  University.     It  appeared  to  be 
a  gross  oversight  to  forget  the  interests  of 
the  schoob  and  minor  places  of  educatioQ 
dispersed  over  the  kingdom,  and  to  fix 
attention  exclusively  on  the  Universities, 
fidacaticn  was  of  general  interest*  pro- 
moted as  noeh  by  schools  as  by  Univer* 
sities ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
short-sighted  jealousy  whieh  would  lead 
to  the  sacrifice  of  schools*  even  to  pro* 
mote  some  degree  of  advantage  to  the 
University.     But  the  schools  would  cer- 
tainly be  sacrificed  if  they  took  away  all 
the  exhibitions  and  scholarships  which  had 
been  established  by  the  founders  or  mas- 
ters of  the  schools  or  eiidowments»  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  the  passage  into 
the  Universities  of  youths  educated  in  the 
achods.     It  would,  in  fact,  amount  to  con- 
fiscation. The  adoption  of  a  clause  of  this 
kind  in  the  Oxford  Act  had  not  resulted  in 
any    mischievoas    eonseqnences,  and   he 
trusted  the  Committee  would  not  stultify 
itself  by  agreeing  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  FO&TfiSCUE  said,  that,  as  the 
Bill  was  at  present  framed,  if  the  scheme 
proposed  by  the  Commissioners  was  re* 
jected,  they  had  no  other  resource  than  to 
report  the  iact  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
He  would  therefore  submit  that  a  power  of 
appeal  should  be  given  to  them. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  he  wished  to 
know  upon  what  ground  should  a.  right  of 
appeal  be  given  to  the  Commissioners  ?  A 
power  of  appeal  was  pnly  given  to  persons 
interested  sod  affected  by  the  matter  in 
question ;  but  the  Commissioners  were 
simply  delegated  to  see  that  the  powers  of 
the  University  were  properiy  pat  in  mo- 
tioo. 

Mr.  FORTESCUE  said,  he  regarded 
the  Commissioners  as  the  representatives 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  that  they 
had  therefore  quite  as  good  a  right  to  be 
heard  before  the  Privy  Conncil  as  any 
other  party. 

Clanse  €igreed  to  ;  tA  were  also  Clauses 
33  to  37,  both  inclusive. 
Claose  38. 

Mr.  ROBERT  PHILLIMORE  sud, 
be  wished  to  move  the  omission  of  certain 
words  for  the  purpose  of  giving  an  appeal 
against  any  new  Statutes  to  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  instead 
of  five  Membera  of  the  Privy  Conncil,  in- 
eiading  two  members  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mitiee^  a  provision  which  had,  he  said. 


given  rise  to  great  difficulty  in  the  case  of 
the  Oxford  University. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  any  inconvenience  had  resulted 
from  the  provision  in  the  Oxford  Act.  One 
petition  only  had  be^n  presented,  which 
had  been  referred  to  five  Members  of  the 
Privy  Council,  including  two  Members  of 
the  Judicial  Committee,  and  by  them  dis* 
posed  of  satisfactorily. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  39.  (The  Statutes  to  be  laid  be- 
fore  Pariiament,  and  unless  an  Address  is 
within  forty  days  presented  by  one  or  other 
House  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent,  it  shall  ho  lawful  for  Uer 
Majesty,  by  Order  in  Council,  to  declare 
Her  approbation  of  such  Statutes.) 

Mb.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  wished  to 
extend  the  time  from  forty  days  to  four 
months,  whieh  would  allow  of  a  longer 
period  for  the  consideration  of  the  Statutes 
in  Parliament^  and  would  give  to  indepen- 
dent Members  a  better  chance  of  obtaining 
a  day  on  which  to  move  an  Address. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  would  not 
object  to  sixty  days  being  substituted  for 
forty. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  die 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  reconsider  the 
point.  By  this  provision  in  the  Bill  it  was 
not  intended  to  reserve  to  Parliament  the 
principal  function  of  considering  the  Sta- 
tutes in  their  particulars.  The  House  of 
Commons  was  not  at  aU  fit  for  such  an 
office  ;  they  provided  a  Commission  to  re- 
view the  operations  of  the  edleges  in  the 
way  of  legislation,  or,  if  necessary,  to 
assume  to  themselves  the  power  of  le- 
gislation ;  and  the  appeal  to  that  House 
was  only  provided  in  the  improbable 
case  of  some  gross  violation  of  the  trust 
confided  to  them  on  the  part  of  both  the 
Commissioners  or  the  IJniv«*sity.  He 
looked  upon  the  period  of  forty  days  as 
ample  for  the  object  in  view ;  a  longer 
term  would  be  very  inconveaient  to  the 
colleges,  as  well  as  wholly  unnecessary. 

Mb.  COLLIER  said,  he  should  support 
the  Amendoient,  which  would  afford  a  rea- 
sonable time  to  independent  Members  to 
move  an  Address,  instead  of  leaving  them 
at  the  mercy  of  the  Government. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  thoi^ht 
it  advisable  that  the  practice  should  be  the 
same  both  with  regard  to  the  Oxford  and 
the  Cambridge  Statutes.  Thei^  would 
always  be  ample  opportunities  during  the 
period  jnentiaaed  in  the  clause  for  inde« 
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pendent  MemberB  to  bring  forward  any 
Motion  they  might  wish  to  submit  to  the 
House. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  that  the  object 
of  making  the  House  of  Commons  a  Court 
of  Appeal  was  to  provide  against  the  con- 
tingency of  the  Commissioners  flying  in 
the  face  of  the  Act.  It  was  not  intended 
as  a  general  rule  that  the  House  of  Com-* 
mens  should  reriew  the  acts  of  the  Com- 
missioners. 

Ckuse  agreed  to. 

Clause  40. 

Mb.  WIGRAM  said,  he  objected  to  the 
power  given  to  the  Commissioners  of 
sweeping  away  all  the  Statutes.  There 
were  many  portions  of  the  Elizabethan 
Statutes  which  he  thought  it  might  be 
desirable  to  retain.  For  instance,  it  was 
provided  that  no  undergraduate  should  be 
expelled  without  the  approbation  of  the 
majority  of  the  heads  of  colleges.  It 
was  also  provided  that  there  should  be  a 
uniform  system  with  regard  to  the  taking 
of  degrees.  He  could  not  see  the  neces- 
sity of  arming  the  Commissioners  with 
such  a  power  in  express  terms. 

Ma.  BOUVERIE  said,  ho  thought  it 
better  that  the  Commissioners  should  be 
enabled  to  deal  with  the  code  in  a  com- 
prehensive manner. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  the  clause  was 
merely  an  intimation  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  Commissioners'  functions. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,, 

DUBLIN  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  he  objected  to  the 
Bill  on  a  point  of  form,  as  it  proposed  to 
give  certain  compensation  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  therefore  should 
have  been  introduced  in  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  raised  the  same  objection  a  few 
nights  before.  He  had  examined  the  ques- 
tion, and  found  that  the  17  A&  18  Vict,  c.  94» 
had  removed  those  charges  from  the  Con- 
Bolidated  Fund  to  the  annual  Estimates ; 
and  the  Bill  was  therefore  correct  in  point 
of  form. 

Mb.  Sebjeakt  O'BRIEN  said,  he  would 
ask  the  Government  whetheir»  at  that  hour 
Sir  Oeorge  Grey 


— ^just  one  o'clock — it  was  decent  to  tske 
a  Bill  with  185  clauses,  objected  to  as  it 
was  by  all  parties  in  Dublin  ? 

Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  he  hoped  the 
Bill  would  be  allowed  to  pass  a  seeond 
reading.  He  believed  it  was  not  objected 
to  on  principle.  It  was  only  a  ooBSolida- 
tion  Bill. 

Mb.  grog  an  said,  that  he  was  sor. 
prised  to  hear  sneh  a  statement.  The 
Bill  was  vehemently  objected  to  by  the 
people  of  Dublin,  and  it  waa  rerj  diffSsreot 
from  a  consolidation  Bill.  It  extended  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  it  professed  to  con- 
solidate ;  for  example,  as  to  enabling  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  include  pariahea  ia  tiie 
police  districts  of  the  city  within  tea  miks 
round  it.  The  whole  county  might  as  weH 
at  once  be  included.  Then,  agun,  there 
was  an  extraordinary  provision  as  to  ^ 
police  magistrates  and  police  **  Commis- 
sioners," as  they  were  called  in  tJiia  BQL 
To  all  intents  the  magistrates  had  Idthcrto 
been  deemed  as  superior  anthoritiea;  Int 
this  clause  made  them  subordinate.  It 
was  so  important,  howev^,  that  %  cob- 
solidation  Bill,  or  some  good  Bill  lor  the 
regulation  of  the  police  in  Dublin  abeoid 
be  adopted,  that  he  was  quite  rasuly  ta 
make  a  compromise  with  the  right  bos. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Irelssd, 
which  was  this — that  the  Bill  ahooM  be 
read  a  second  time  now  and  referred  te 
a  Select  Committee,  with  power  to  exv 
mine  witnesses,  and  decide  on  the  eonrse 
to  be  afterwards  pursued.  Let  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  adopt  that  couraey  aad  he 
(Mr.  Grogan)  would  agree  to  the  seoood 
reading  now.  If  not,  he  shoold  fed  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  move,  as  an  Aoiendmeot, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  tine  that 
day  six  months.  By  taking  that  coarse 
he  believed  no  injury  would  acorae  either  to 
the  city  of  Dublin,  or  to  the  parties  whoa 
it  was  proposed  to  benefit  by  the  Bill; 
whilst  an  opportunity  would  be  given  for 
making  the  measure  satisfactory  to  i^ 
classes  concerned.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  witl 
the  Bill  he  was  afraid  that,  in  aceordasce 
with  the  wishes  of  the  corporation  and  ia* 
habitants  of  Dublin,  he  shonld  have  v 
give  it  all  the  opposition  in  his  power. 
He  begged  to  move,  therefore,  tint  tbe 
Bill  be  read  a  seeond  time  that  day  sx 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  (k3 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  mid  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day  ^ 
months." 
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QnMlMNi  propoMd,  «<That  the  word 
*now'  ftaod  put  of  the  Qaestion/' 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  if  be  were  to 
aeeede  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dablin  they  would  be  unable  to  pass 
the  Bin  during  the  present  Session.  The 
objections  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  made 
were  rather  objections  of  detail,  which 
coqU  be  more  properlj  disenssed  in  Com- 
mitlee.  It  was*  he  maintained,  only  a 
eonsofidation  BiU  which  had  been  drawn 
withoQt  any  intention  to  alter  the  existing 
law,  sad  if  any  alteration  had  been  made, 
he  was  ready  to  remedy  that  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIBN  said,  that  the  otti- 
sens  of  Dublin  entertained  a  general  ob- 
jection to  the  whole  system  of  the  police 
of  that  city,  which  they  were  anxious 
ahonid  not  be  sanctioned  by  the  passing  of 
any  such  Bill  as  that  before  the  House.  He 
particnlarly  objeoted  to  the  149th  olause, 
by  which  a  constable  was  empowered  to 
snrest  a  person  without  a  warrant  for, 
among  otlMr  things,  the  use  of  obscene 
language.  The  other  day,  a  number  of 
persons  were  taken  before  the  magistrates, 
of  course  by  the  direction  of  the  Police 
Commissioners,  charged  with  using  such 
]«ngaage,  and,  when  questioned  as  to 
what  Slat  language  was,  a  policeman 
replied  that  they  had  said,  *'  Damn  the 
police!" 

MB.YANOB  said,  he  thought  there  was 
a  atrong  primd  JMs  case  against  the  Bill, 
inasmuch  as  it  went  directly  in  the  face  of 
the  constituted  authorities  of  Dublin. 

Mb.  J.  D.  FITZGBRALD  said,  that 
the  objections  to  details  which  had  been 
urged  were  the  best  reasons  for  going  on 
with  the  Bill.  They  were  all  objections  to 
the  existnig  law,  which  if  the  Bill  were  not 
proeeoded  with,  must  remain  unaltered; 
Dot  which  might,  if  they  went  into  Com- 
mittee, be  amended.  The  Bill  was  snb- 
atentidyiy  a  consolidation  Bill,  reducing 
into  one  that  which  was  now  scattered 
over  thirteen  confused  Acts  of  Parliament. 
At  the  same  time  it  reduced  the  number 
of  magistrates  from  nine  to  five,  and  thus 
tended  to  lessen  the  public  burdens. 

Hb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  was  of 
opinloo  that  the  Bill  should  be  refenred  to 
a  Select  Committee.  He  knew  nothing 
naore  unmerciful,  on  the  part  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  than  to  inflict 
this  Bill,  containing  185  clauses,  on  a 
Cofxnnittee  of  the  House.  No  doubt  it 
would  be  a  rich  intellectual  treat;  but 
be    thought,  with  so  many  details,  the 
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matter  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

CoLONBL  TAYLOR  moyed  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

VisGOUFr  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time  now,  and  leave  the  question 
of  referring  it  to  a  Select  Committee  for 
future  consideration.  Of  course  the  Go* 
Temment  were  open  to  receire,  and  ready 
to  entertain,  suggestions  on  the  subject  of 
the  proposed  change  in  the  law. 

Mr.  GROGAN  said,  he  must  complain 
that  neither  the  corporation  nor  the  ma- 
gistracy of  Dublin  had  yet  had  an  oppor* 
tunity  of  coosidering  the  Bill. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  said,  that  the  BiU 
was  conceived  in  the  same  spirit  as  the 
Counties  and  Boroughs  Police  Bill,  which 
English  Members  had  so  much  opposed. 
For  the  sake,  then,  of  consistency,  he  had 
a  right  to  call  upon  English  Members  to 
oppose  the  precipitate  second  reading  of 
the  measure,  which  was  just  as  much  a 
blow  against  the  principle  of  local  self- 

g^vemment  as  the  objectionable  English 
ill. 

Sib  GEORGE  GRET  said,  it  was  of 
importance  that  the  Bill  should-  be  got 
through  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion ;  but  that  certainly  could  not  be  done 
if  it  were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
except  under  the  assistance  and  forbear- 
ance of  the  House.  No  doubt  the  best  tri- 
bunal for  discussing  the  details  of  the  Bill 
would  be  a  Select  Committee ;  but  then, 
if  that  course  were  adopted,  it  must  be 
understood  that  the  House  would  accept 
the  Bill  as  it  came  down  from  the  Com- 
mittee. However,  the  Government  would 
rather  that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  se- 
cond time  at  once,  and  the  question  of 
referring  it  to  a  Select  Committee  reserved 
for  future  consideration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned. 

The  House  dMded: — ^Ayes  62;  Noes 
65 :  Majority  13. 

Question  again  proposed,   ^'That  the 
woi^l  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion 
put,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  46;  Noes 
69 :   Majority  23. 

Question  again  proposed,   "That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  ariung;  Debate  adftmmed  till 
Thtrsday. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Two  o'clock. 
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fiOUSB    OF    LORDS, 
Tunday,  Jwm  10»  1856. 

MwuTiB.]    Pusuo  Bills.— 1*  Oath  of  Abjura- 
tion; Small  Debts  Imprisonment  Act  Amend- 
ment (Sootland) ;  Ezeise. 
8»  JuYenile  Connot  Prison  (Ireliiid);  PaUi« 
Health  Sapflemental;  Hay  and  Straw  Trade. 

NON-CONSEORATION  OF  BLANDFORD 
BUEUL  GROUNI>— EXPLANATION. 

Lord  FOETMAN  begged  permiMioa  to 
daim  their  Lordthipa'  attentiou  for  a  few 
mioutesy  oa  perBonal  grounds,  while  he 
referred  to  a  subject  of  whidh  he  had 
giveu  the  right  rer»  Prelate  (the  Bishop 
of  Oxford)  noticOf  and  which  related  to 
certain  statements  made  by  himself  and 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  in  the  diseuasion 
which  had  arben  on  Thursday  last,  on  the 
refusal  of  another  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Salisbury)  to  consecrate  the 
Blandford  burial*ground.  He  felt  con- 
fident that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  would 
be  obliged  to  him  for  affording  him  the 
opportunity  of  oorrecting  anything  that 
might  hare  fallen  from  him  in  the  heat 
of  debate,  or  owing  to  inaccuracy  of 
memory.  The  right  rev.  Prelate,  on  the 
occasion  alluded  to,  said  be  would  put  no 
confidence  in  certain  "bear-say"  state- 
meuts  which  he  (Lord  Portman)  had  made. 
He  (Lord  Portman)  now  begged  to  state 
that  the  "hear-say"  statements  made  by 
bim  on  Thursday  last  had  since  been  fully 
confirmed.  He  had  made  no  pretence  to 
making  a  statement  to  their  Lordahips, 
beyond  that  he  himself  belicTed  it  to  be 
true ;  and  he  believed  it  on  the  cbaracto 
of  the  party  who  gave  bim  the  informa- 
tion. He  (Lord  Portman)  stated  that 
there  was  no  communion  table  in  the 
chapel  of  the  cemeteiy  at  Woolwich,  on 
the  occasion  when  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
opposite  consecrated  that  giound.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate,  however,  stated  as  an 
eye-witness  that  there  was  a  communion 
table.— [The  Bishop  qi  Oxfobd  intimated 
dissent.  J— The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  cer- 
tainly been  very  cautioua  in  the  way  in 
which  he  alluded  to  the  chapel  at  Wool- 
wich,— at  ail  events,  he  said  there  was 
"  a  table ;"  and  as  their  Lordships  were 
talking  about  communion  tables,  it  might 
well  be  presumed  that  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late meant  that  there  was  a  "  communion 
table."  The  right  rev.  Prelate,  however, 
said  that  ho  did  not  precisely  recollect 
whether  there  was  a  communion  table  or 
not  in   the   chapel  at  Woolwiob,  ain^e. 


whedier  iha  cerem^  of  eonianration 
waa  according  to  his  viewa  or  not,  taking 
place  aa  it  £d  in  the  diooeae  of  another 
Prelate— London,  r*  be  dmuld  not  have 
thought  it  a  point  of  eonaciente.  Nov, 
he  (Lord  P6rtroan)  submitted  tbat  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  ought  not  to  have 
proceeded  in  a  ceremony  not  aaccwdiDg 
to  his  own  viewa*  if  b»  deemed  hia  views 
to  be  eaaential  attd  matter  of  noecaaity. 
He  might  quota  great  writers  upon  aoeh 
a  point,  if  he  thought  neceaaaij*  bat 
be  would  not  tronble  their  Lordabipa :  he 
would  only  aay  that  in  hia  ow»  n^ntoo 
DO  man  was  warranted  in  doing  what 
he  thoi^ht  to  be  wrong  uhomIt  beeasse 
he  waa  acting  aa  the  deputy  ol  another. 
In  matters  of  total  indifferenoe— inatters 
aignifying  nothiug  one  way  or  the  otbtf 
— a  man  waa  at  liberty  to  aat  aa  he 
pleaaod  ;  but  in  mattera  of  eonaetfnfa 
and  eaaence,  the  enae  waa  far  otberwiae. 
If,  then,  the  r^ht  rev.  Prelate  thoi^t 
thiat  a  eommuni<m  taUn  -01111  the  ode* 
bration  of  the  holy  coaimsnkm  were  es- 
aential  to  the  e<maeoratioa  of  the  clia|icl 
and  burial-gronnd  at  Woolwdob-— he  eodd 
not  nnderatond  how  the  right  nev*  Pielata 
could  waive  hia  own  opinion  ia  daiaraaot 
to  that  of  the  Biabop  of  London.  The 
gentlenuMDi  on  whose  authority  hb  (Lord 
Portman)  bad  made  the  atatomenl  had 
informed  him  that  there  waa  do  ooaunn- 
nion  aerrieo  and  no  oommnoioa  table  en 
the  ooeaaion  of  the  conaecration  of  We^ 
wicb  burial-ground.  But  with  dia  view 
of  being  nerfeotly  accnmtet  ha  (Laid 
Portn^an)  nad  written  to  the  Cleric  of 
the  Burial*board,  at  Woolwich,  je^neat 
iag  information  aa  to  the  real  aMe  of 
the  focta,  and  from  the  re|ilj  <f  that 
peraon  he  waa  aore  the  ridit  renr •  Freiaia 
wodd  admit  that  be  had  oaan  liatakca^ 
The  reply  of  the  Ckrk  of  il^  Burial- 
board  was  in  theae  woida;-«« 

"  hi  replf  to  your  aole  of  llie  ftt,  I  ber  tv 
iafinmrou  tiiat  tlMie  is  not  a  eaamwnint  toUt 
in  the  chapal  of  tba  eemejtty  et  WoeMol^  »< 
that  the  Holj  Communion  was  not  odehnted  as 
the  consecration  of  the  burial-groimd.*' 

He  (Loid  Fertmaa)  found  in  %  papar  da^ 
livered  thia  day,  that  the  ChaDeaHer  of  tb* 
Bishop  of  London  leeeiTea  a  fiae  af  i«« 
gnineaa  for  adviaiug  the  Biahop  whethar  the 
proceedings  of  eviery  oonaeeratien  W0« 
Btrictly  legal,  ao  that  it  waa  dear  Aafiahc^ 
of  London  waa  adviaed  carefully  that  all  is 
legally  done,  and  he  (Lood  Poitaaaa)  aae- 
ferred  to  truat  aoeh  adme  nnher  ttaa 
the  caprioe  of  the  Biahop  of  OifiBd.    Ha 
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wbM  lo  iMiliMi,  dao*  tliftt  be  had  ve. 
eeif ed  •  letter  fren  •  geiitle«im  named 
Orey  ef  Neirbury,  who  wM  unkneirn  to 
hiis»  tboogh  he  beUe? ed  be  was  known  to 
some  ef  their  Lordibipa,  atating  tfaet  he 
had  paid  mneh  attention  to  the  debate  on 
Thoraday  laat,  and  that  he  had  been  mnoh 
atmek  by  the  remark  of  the  Biahon  of 
Oxford,  in  referenoe  lo  what  he  had  aeno 
at  Woolwieh  as  the  deputy  of  the  Bishop 
ef  Iiondon^    Mr.  Gray  atoted  that  aome 
years  ago  the  Biihop  of  OzfiDid  had  him- 
self* in  hia  own  diooeae— <at  Newbniy— 
eonaeoialed  a  bnrial«gronnd,  in  whieh  not 
only  was  there  no  eommonion  table,  bat 
not  even  a  ehapel.    After  hearing  tfaia  he 
was  anre  the  right  ray.  Prelate  wonld  be 
glad  of  the  opportunity  of  putting  himself 
right  with  their  Lordships,  especially  aa 
be  had  attribated  to  him  a  fiirther  in- 
aeeuraoy  in  al^giug  that  there  waa  a 
diftranee  of  practiee  between  the  right, 
rev.  Prelate  and  tbe  Bbhop  of  Saliabory ; 
with  rsgard  to  whom  he  might  be  allowed 
to  aay,  in  passing,  that  he  diaolaimad  every 
degree  of  iU-lselmg,  and  the  differenoea  in 
whose  dieeeae,  arising  out  of  the  matter 
veferred  to  en  Thursday  erening,  were  not 
unlikely  to  be  a^joated  by  the  kindly  in« 
tenrentSon  of  the  Biahop  of  St.  Aaaph. 
Whatever  rules  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
night  say  he  made,  ao  one  oouU  fail  to 
ahserre  that  his  praetioe  waa  not  uniform ; 
thoae  who  watehed  him,  and  saw  that 
lie  did  not  adhere  to   aay  rule,  had  a 
right  to  say  that  he  did  not  insist  on  a 
eommunion  table  in  a  eemetery  ehapel,  and 
bad  a  right  to  belieTe  that  it  waa  quite  a 
miaftlsf  irf  indiftrence,  as  no  one  would  wish 
to  attribute  to  him  that  be  would  yield  to 
suiy   temporary  purnose  what  waa  really 
easential.    He  (Lora  Portman)  would  now 
appeal  to  their  Lordships  whether  he  had 
baeu  wrong  in  idying  upon  hear-say  evi- 
denoe  In  diese  matters,  and  whether  hia 
atAlementa  had  net  been  eonfirmed^by  the 
taatimeoy  of  others  t    He  felt  ezoeedingly 
•any  that  he  should  hare  been  held  up  to 
their  Lordships  aa  having  furnished  them 
vith  erroneous  information ;  and  he  trusted 
they  would  exense  him  for  having  given 
tb0  right  rsv.  Prelate  an  opportunity  of 
patting  himaelf  right  with  the  Houae  on 
these  subjeets. 

TnBnaoFOF  OXFORD  said,  the  noble 
LfOrd  charged  him  with  two  inaoeuraeioa ; 
first,  with  having  atated  that  there  waa  a 
communion  table  m  the  ehapel  at  Wool- 
wieh, when  there  was  none  i  and,  second^, 
with  kavieg  told  the  House  that  the  usage 


in  his  dioeese  was  the  same  aa  in  Salisbuiy, 
when  such  was  not  the  fact.  Besides  this, 
the  noble  Lord  charged  him  with  having 
violated  his  conscience  (if  his  conscience 
were  rightly  informed)  in  adopting  in 
tbe  dioceae  of  London  the  usage  of  that 
diocese  when  he  waa  acting  in  bebalf  of 
Ae  Bishop  of  London.  As  to  the  first  of 
those  chargea,  the  fiaots  were  siinply  these : 
—•When  he  went  to  the  cemetery  chapel 
at  Woolwioh»  the  fonn  used  in  the  diocese 
ef  London  was  put  into  his  hand  as  the 
official  document  for  his  guidance.  The 
rubric  prefixed  to  that  document  provided 
that  the  Biahop,  with  his  chaplain,  should 
be  received  at  the  door  of  the  church  or 
obapel  by  the  chancellor,  registrar,  minister, 
churchwarden,  or  others,  and  having  pro- 
ceeded in  his  robes  to  "tbe  communion 
table,"  the  service  of  the  day  was  then  to 
be  read  by  tbe  officiating  minister.  Now, 
he  had  been  duly  receiv^  in  the  form  here 
preseribed,  had  been  conducted  in  hia  robes 
to  a  chair  placed  beside  a  table  covered 
with  a  decent  red  cloth,  and  situated  under 
the  east  window ;  hisebapkin  took  hia  aeat 
<m  the  aouth  side  of  the  table ;  and  the 
oSoiatin|^  minister  then  proceeded  to  read 
tfie  service.  He  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford) 
took  it  for  granted  that  the  table  before 
his  eyes  was  what  the  rubric  called  a  com- 
munion table,  and  he  appealed  to  their 
Lordships  whether  this  was  not  a  natural 
supposition,  and  whether  it  could  be  de- 
scribed by  any  other  name?  By  to-day *a 
peat,  however,  he  had  received  from  die 
rector  of  Woolwich  a  letter,  stating  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  aubmitted  to  him  a 
string  of  interrcgatories  as  to  whether  the 
table  in  question  was  not  a  common  dinmg 
table  ?  whether  it  was  not  covered  by  a 
green  baiae  doth  ? — and  the  like  9  in  an- 
swer to  which  theur  Lordships  had  heard 
that  it  waa  a  decent  table,  covered  with  a 
red  cloth,  aueh  as  these  tablea  were  com- 
monly covered  with.  It  certainly  appeared 
now  that  this  table  was  not  intended  to  be 
left  there ;  and  in^he  letter  to  which  he 
had  referred  tfie  reeter  of  Woolwich  said, 

"  I  have  evidentl7  led  70a  Into  a  RUfltake  b7 
tlie  smiifsineiit  I  ouMle.  At  it  wm  neoeMar7 
that  a  table  thould  be  plaoed  somewhere  for  70iir 
conTenience,  and  the  place  under  the  eaat  window 
was  the  most  appropriate  position  ibr  it,  that  part 
of  the  ehapel  was  selected  for  the  purpose.  It 
oertainl7  had  all  the  appearanoe  of  a  commnnioa 
table." 

As  to  the  second  alleged  misrepresenta* 
tion,  he  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  had  said, 
that  the  rule  adopted  in  the  diocese  ef 
Salisbury  with  regard  tQ  ihese  eoneeora* 
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tions  W&9  the  same  as  that  of  hit  own  dio« 
cese.  This  atatement  was  strictly  eorreot. 
It  was  trae  that  many  years  ago,  before 
he  had  considered' the  subject,  he  had  con- 
secrated the  chapel  at  Newbury  withont  a 
commanion  table.  The  service  of  his  dio- 
cese had  not  been  drawn  up,  and  when 
speaking  last  Thursday,  he  certainly  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  state  that,  when 
young  in  office  and  before  he  had  consider- 
ed the  question,  he  had  on  one  occasion 
not  adhered  to  that  rule.  He  did  not  think 
there  was  any  material  misrepresentation 
in  this.  As  to  the  third  charge,  that  he 
had  violated  his  conscience,  because  in  an 
essential  matter  a  man  had  no  right  to  do 
for  another  what  he  would  not  do  for  him- 
self, this  point  all  turned  on  the  meaning 
of  the  word  "essential."  He  held  that 
by  the  canon  law  and  by  the  law  which  the 
Church  of  England  had  established  there 
was  no  complete  consecration  of  a  cemetery 
chapel  or  church  without  the  celebration 
of  the  Holy  Communion.  The  question 
was  supposing  the  Bishop  of  London  only 
consecrated  the  cemetery,  and  did  not  con- 
secrate the  cemetery  chapel,  was  there  any 
violation  of  principle  in  his  saying  that  he 
would  adopt  the  form  used  in  the  diocese 
of  London,  which  left  that  chapel  uncon- 
secrated  ?  In  his  own  diocese  he  had  con- 
secrated cemeteries  without  any  chapel  in 
them,  in  cases  where  there  was  a  difficulty 
on  the  part  of  the  parishioners  in  building 
a  chapel,  and  of  course  there  was  no  Com- 
munion there.  He  certainly  thought  it  a 
mistake  that  in  any  diocese  a  cemetery 
chapel  should  not  be  legally  consecrated, 
so  that  it  remained  an  unconsecrated  build- 
ing in  a  consecrated  cemetery,  but  he 
thought  he  should  be  straining  at  a  gnat  if 
he  refused  his  assistance  to  one  of  his  right 
rev.  brethren  in  performing  a  ceremony  of 
this  sort,  because  that  right  rev.  Prelate 
thought  proper  to  permit  the  existence  of 
an  unconsecrated  chapel.  The  consecra- 
tion service  in  the  diocese  of  London  did 
not  set  apart  the  cemetery  chapel  for  the 
service  of  God ;  it  simply  dealt  with  the 
burial-ground  about  the  chapel.  He  trust- 
ed that  the  noble  Lord  having  stated  that 
all  his  anger  to  his  right  rev.  Friend  had 
passed  away,  would,  after  the  explanation 
which  he  had  just  offered,  extend  his  am- 
nesty to  him.  It  was  very  painful  to  him 
to  think  that  any  noble  Lord  should  enter- 
tain anything  like  a  grudge  towards  him, 
and  he  could  assure  their  Lordships  that, 
although  he  had  spoken  strongly  in  defence 
A6  of  his  right  rev.  Brethren,  he  had 
^  Biihcp  qf  Oxford 


no  intention  of  misrepresenting  the  BoUe 
Lord.  For  his  own  part,  he  felt  strongly 
upon  the  subject.  He  had  for  ten  years 
had  the  experience  of  the  episcopal  wwk 
in  a  large  agricultural  diocese,  and  be  had 
found  that  the  opening  and  consecration  of 
churches  and  chapels  was  the  only  oppor- 
tunity afforded  to  the  Bishop  to  paitake, 
in  conjunction  with  his  clergy  and  the  lesd- 
ing  members  of  the  laity,  of  the  holy  sa> 
crament.  That  practice  had  in  hia  own 
diocese  been  attended  with  most  benefieisi 
results  by  giving  rise  to  fedings  of  kindli* 
ness,  by  removing  fsncied  impreasioDs  of 
slights  experienced,  and  by  establialnng  a 
oneness  in  the  Church  of  Christ,  and  he 
should  therefore  deeply  regret  anyching 
which  might  tend  to  the  disoontinnaitoe  of 
the  practice. 

The  Earl  of  MALMBSBURT  aaid. 
that  although  this  was  an  irr^^olar  eon- 
versation,  he  believed  their  Loidsfaips 
would  consider  it  of  importance.  Witboot 
entering  into  the  controversy  wUdi  had 
occupi^  the  attention  of  their  L<»d8h2BS, 
he  was  anxiouB  to  inform  the  right  rev. 
bench  of  Bishops  of  certain  eireamstances 
which  had  come  to  his  knowledge,  and 
which  had  been  the  cause  of  great  ineoih 
venience  and  of  some  ill-feeling,  whieh  fas 
should  be  sorry  to  see  exaggerated  or 
continued.  He  alluded  to  the  great  va- 
certainty  which  prevailed  in  the  pnbiie 
mind  as  to  what  was  the  feeling  and  opinioa 
of  the  bench  of  Bishops  generally  on  the 
subject  of  consecration.  There  waa  evi- 
dently a  great  difference  of  i^inion  aaiOBg 
them  as  to  the  ceremonies  to  be  obacried 
on  consecration.  He  himself  Kved  in  a 
large  parish  in  which  the  ehnrchyard  l»d 
been  closed,  and  at  present  they  were 
without  any  cemetery ;  for  it  was  con- 
sidered desirable  to  have  three  eemeterioB 
instead  of  one :  but  then  the  Aet  of  Par- 
liament required  that  they  ahould  boild 
six  chapels,  and  that  they  could  not  afford. 
The  Act  of  Fariiament  with  r^aid  te 
consecration  was  different  as  allied  to 
the  countty  and  to  London,  the  wwds 
being  obligatory  as  regarded  the  eomtiy. 
He  was  able  to  give  ground  for  the  tit- 
mation  of  a  cemeteiy,  but  not  to  hinld  a 
chapel.  His  diocesan,  who  waa  held  ix 
universal  esteem,  was  infonned  of  tha 
offer,  but  he  declined  to  consecrate,  oa 
the  ground  that  there  was  no  chapel.  Fa- 
less  he  had  misunderstood  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford),  he  hsd 
stated  that  he  had  m  his  time  coaaaeraled 
without  a  chapel  or  ehurdi.    [The  fiiahop 
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of  OxvosD :  Tea.]  Then  there  appeared 
to  be  a  difference  between  that  right  rev. 
Prelate  and  the  Bishop  of  Winohester, 
although  he  did  not  pretend  to  decide  who 
was  light ;  but  he  thought  that  as  every 
county  in  the  kingdom  was  now  ocoupymg 
itself  with  the  making  of  new  cemeteries, 
this  question  of  eonseoration  ought  to  be 
set  at  rest.  He»  therefore,  wished  to  ask 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Ox- 
ford) whether,  as  he  had  done  so  before, 
he  would  be  prepared,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, to  consecrate  a  cemetery  in 
which  there  might  not  be  a  chapel  ?  and 
abo  whether  he  would  object  to  consecrate 
a  private  cemetery  ? 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  thought  there 
was  great  inconvenience  in  being  called 
upon  to  answer  a  question  of  that  kind  off- 
hand.    In  the  single  case  in  which  he 
consecrated  a  cemetery  without  a  chapel 
the  oircamstances  were  rather  peculiar, 
because  the  ground  was  sufficiently  near 
to  the  parish  church  to  make  it  possible 
for  parties  to  have  that  portion  of  the 
service   which  was  usually  read  indoors 
performed  there.    It  was  at  High  Wy- 
combe.    The  parishioners    had    recently 
built  schools  at  a  considerable  expense; 
and  then  an  order  came  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  formation  of  a  ceme- 
tery ;  it  was  represented  to  him  that  the 
parishioners  were  hard  pressed  for  money, 
and  under  these  drcnmstances  he  consent- 
ed to  the  use  of  the  parish  church,  think- 
ing it  right,  in  the  exercise  of  his  dis- 
cretioD»  to  meet,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
wi^ea   of    the  ratepayers — ^taking  from 
them  A  promise  that  they  would  erect  a 
chapel  in  the  cemetery  at  some  future 
period.     In  the  case  of  the  Bishop  of  Win- 
chester, to  which  the  noble  Earl  had  re- 
ferred, the  reason  of  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late's refusal  was,  that  the  cemetery  in 
question  was  situated  at  such  a  distance 
from  the  parish  church  as  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  poor,  for  whom  it  was 
principally  intended,  to  have  the  burial 
service   performed  in  the  church.     The 
noble  Earl  aaked,  would  he  consecrate  a 
private  cemetery  ?    He  could  only  say,  it 
was  a  matter  in  which  he  would  exercise 
bis  judgment*  and  his  decision  would  de- 
pend entirely  on  the  circumstances  of  the 
case*     There  might  be  cases  in  which  he 
would  tbink  it  advisable  to  exercise  the 
discretion  Tested  in  him  by  law. 

Tbb  Bishop  of  CASHEL  said,  that 
the  difference  of  opinion  on  this  subject 
was  eren  greaier  than  had  hcea  atated. 


If  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was  right  in  say- 
ing that  the  consecration  of  a  church  or 
chapel  was  ineffectual  without  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  saerament,  he  (the  Bishop 
of  Cashel)  could  only  say  that  the  greater 
number  of  chapeb  and  churches  which  he 
had  undertaken  to  consecrate  were  not 
consecrated,  for  he  was  never  in  the  habit 
of  administering  the  sacrament  at  the 
time  of  conse(tetion,  although  he  always 
gave  directions  that  it  should  be  celebrated 
the  next  Sunday.  The  Archbishop  of  the 
province  in  which  his  diocese  was  situated 
declared  that  a  religious  ceremony  was 
not  at  all  essential  to  consecration.  The 
only  real  essential  was  the  civil  act  by 
which  the  building  was  handed  over  for 
the  purposes  of  divine  service.  He  knew 
of  cases  in  which  the  Archbishop  of  Dub- 
lin (who  he  might  remind  tbem  was  an 
Englishman,  not  a  disorderly  Irishman), 
the  Prelate  to  whom  he  had  referred,  had 
walked  into  the  church,  signed  the  act  of 
consecration,  and  then  walked  out  again ; 
and  when  asked  why  he  had  not  read  any 
prayers,  replied,  **  Da  you  think  that  any- 
thing I  coidd  read  would  give  to  the  build- 
ing a  holier  character  than  it  will  derive 
from  the  fact  of  its  being  given  up  to  the 
service  of  God  ?  "  He  (the  Bishop  of 
Cashel)  did  not  follow  the  example  of  the 
most  rev.  Prelate,  but  he  must  say  there 
was  no  form  of  consecration  in  the  Church 
service.  Differetat  prelates  used  different 
forms;  he  adopted  that  used  in  the  dio- 
cese of  London,  but  even  it  contained  no 
command  to  administer  the  sacrament,  and 
he  believed  the  majority  of  the  Prelates 
did  not  administer  it  at  the  tame. 

YiscouMT  DUNQANNON  thought  it 
was  high  time  that  some  distinct  under- 
standing should  be  come  to  on  this  im- 
portant matter.  It  was  a  very  fearful  and 
formidable  thing  to  find  this  difference  of 
opinion  existing  on  one  of  the  most  solemn 
rites  of  the  Church.  He  had  heard  with 
regret  the  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who  had  last 
spoken.  That  right  rev.  Prelate  had  al- 
luded to  a  case  of  irregular  and,  he  might 
even  say,  unhallowed  consecration  per- 
formed by  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin. 
Though  he  could  not  be  insensible  to  the 
high  attainments  and  the  personal  merits 
of  that  right  rev.  Prelate,  still  it  must  be 
admitted  that  there  had  existed,  in  his 
mind,  strong  peculiarities  and  opinions. 
When  he  filT^  a  distinguished  position  in 
the  University  of  Oxford  these  peculiari- 
ties manifeatdd  themselves,  and  no  could 
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not,  theiefere*  attoeh  much  ftith  to  his 
views  on  this  question.  HowoTert  this 
wss  a  matter  eaDing  for  decision,  since  it 
must  necessarily  give  rise  to  doubts  and 
feelings  anything  but  pleasing  or  satisfac- 
toij  if  it  remained  in  its  present  state. 

Loud  CAMPBELL  respectfuUj  sug- 
gested  that,  as  there  was  no  likelihood  of 
the  present  conversation  tending  to  edi* 
fication,  it  had  better  be  ditpped^ 

House  adjourned  to  Thursday  next. 
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HOUSB    OF    COMMONS. 
Ttieiday,  June  10, 1856. 

MnruTBS.]    Nbw  Wbit. — ^For  Leicester  Borough, 
V.  Richard  Gardner,  eiq.  deoeased. 
Fitbuo  Btuu — 1*  Annuities  Redcmpiicm. 

CHELBSA  BRIDGE. 
Su  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  he  had 
been  asked  a  question  on  a  fonner  even- 
ing by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Henley)  respecting  Chelsea 
bridge,  and  hadpromised  to  obtain  further 
information.  He  found  that  a  sum  of 
£6,500  was  advanced  in  1863  towards 
the  expenses  of  the  bridge  i  and,  on  re- 
ferenee  to  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in 
1846,  he  further  found  the  Treasury  was 
authorised  to  advance  jC66|000,  to  be  re- 
paid from  tolls  to  be  levied  upon  the 
bridge.  Therefore  there  would  do  tolls 
upob  tliat  bridge,  and  the  proceeds,  after 
repayment  of  the  £66,000*  would  be  de- 
voted to  the  purposes  of  metropolitan  im- 
provements. 

REFORM  OF  THE  SCOLESUSTICAL 
COURTS—QUBSTtOK. 

Ma.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  Oeneral  what  course  he  in- 
tended to  adopt  respecting  the  Wills  and 
Administrations  Bills,  when  he  intended  to 
proceed  with  the  same ;  and  whether  he 
considered  that  it  would  be  prosecuted  to 
an  issue  during  the  present  Session  ? 

Tbb  SOLlCITOR-aENBRAL  said, 
his  noble  friend  at  the  head  of  the  Oo* 
vemment  had  promised  him  that  Mon- 
day, the  23rd  of  that  month,  should  be 
devoted  to  the  second  readiog  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts  Bill.  It  would  be  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day,  and  he  hoped  the 
second  readine  would  then  take  place. 
He  had  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  East  Sufiblk  {Ak  F.  Kelly)  tb 
Vucount  Dwngannon 


make  seme  modifications  in  the  Ckvem- 
ment  Bill,  particularly  with  reference  to 
facilitating  the  proof  of  wills  by  persons 
dying  in  the  country,  which  he  tbooght 
would  render  the  prosecution  of  the  boo. 
and  learned  Oentleman's  Bill  wholly  un- 
necessary, and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Collier)  had  sud 
that  if  he  were  assured  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  prosecute  their  B2I, 
he  did  not  intend  to  proceed  with  hb  Bill. 
The  Oovemment  never  entertained  any 
other  intention  than  that  of  diUgeotly 
proseculing  the  Bill  thev  had  laid  on  Uic 
table }  and,  if  it  should  be  the  pleasure  (tf 
the  House  to  read  it  a  second  time  on  the 
23rd  instant,  he  hoped  it  would  be  pressed 
through  Committee*  so  as  to  go  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords  within  the  first  seven  days 
of  July. 

MEMORIAL  FROM  THE  GUARDS-^^UES- 

TIOK. 

Major  SIBTHORP  said,  he  wouM  beg 
to  inquire  of  the  hon.  Under  Secretatr  for 
the  War  Department  whether  any  reply  to 
the  Memorial  of  the  Guards  had  been 
drawn  up  at  the  War  Office ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
lay  it  upon  the  table  of  the  House  f 

Mr.  FEEDBRICK  PEEL  said,  that  a 
reply  had  beea  sent  by  the  War  Oflfee, 
stating  the  grounds  on  which  that  depart- 
ment considered  that  the  Memorial  was 
without  foundation.  No  further  corre- 
spondence had  taken  place,  and  tiie  posi- 
tion of  the  Guards  remained  as  it  had  beea 
before  the  Memorial  was  presented.  Un- 
der those  circumstances  he  did  not  see  that 
any  public  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
laying  the  reply  of  the  War  Department 
on  the  table. 

BT.  PANORAS  WORKHOUSE-^atTESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINOTON  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  tbe  ri^t  hon.  Ckmtle- 
mau  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Botkii 
whether  any  progress  had  yet  been  mads 
in  the  correction  Cf  the  great  evils  whidb 
had  arisen  from  the  crowded  state  and 
defective  accommodation  of  St.  Pimcrsa 
Workhouse  {  and,  if  net,  whether  he  in- 
tended to  take  any  steps  te  reqtiin  and 
enforoe  the  tiecessary  improvementaf 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  would  stals 
for  the  information  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  House,  what  had  takes 
place  since  the  right  hon.  Oeuthmsa  had 
fast  asked  the  question.  Tbe  repcrt  sf 
Dr.  J«nes»  en  the  eubjeot  tf  St.  PiBCms 
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WotUoiise,  WM  fbnrarded  to  the  direeton 
of  the  poor  under  the  local  Act  for  the  Gh>- 
Teroment  of  St.  Fanenui  in  the  month  of 
Febmarj.    On  the  29ih  of  the  same  month 
the  Poor  Law  Board  receired  a  letter  from 
the  direotoTB  aeknowledging  the  receipt  of 
the  oommonieation,  and  stating  that  ear* 
tain  tteaanrea  for  improrements  were  con- 
templated being  pnt  in  oneration  for  putting 
an  end  to  the  atate  of  tofaigB  to  whieh  the 
ritfht  hen.  Baronet  had  referred.    On  the 
4&  of  Mareh  the  Poor  Law  Board  wrote, 
expreaaing  thefa*  tatisfaation  at  hearing 
meaaurea  of  improrement  wet'O  oontem* 
plated,  aad  hoping  no  time  would  be  lost. 
A  month  after  that  letter  was  written  he 
thought  (t  riffht  to  instruct  the  inspector  of 
the  metropohtan  district  again  to  visit  the 
workhonae,  and  report  what  proBress  had 
been  tnade.    On  the  22nd  of  April  the 
inspeotor's  report  was   reeetTod,  stating 
that  no   material  improfement  whaterer 
had  been  effected  upon  the  state  of  things 
reported  on  by  Dr.  Jones.     The   Poor 
Law  Board  then  addressed  a  further  letter 
to  the  directors  of  the  poor,  expressing 
regret  at  finding  no  improfement  made, 
and  intfmating  that,  unless  terj  material 
changea  irere  effidcted  in  the  condition  of 
the  workhouse,   within  two  months  the 
Poor  Law  Boaid  would  issue  a  peremptory 
order  for  reducing  the  number  of  persons 
in  the  workhouse.    The  two  months  would 
expire  at  the  end  of  July.    But  he  should, 
in  justice  to  the  directors  of  the  poor,  who, 
he  belieTed,  were  really  anxious  to  cany 
into  effeet  material  measures  of  improte- 
inent — ^in  justice  to  them,  he  should  read 
a  letter  from  the  senior  churchwarden  and 
chairman    of  the  directors.     It  was  as 
follows  :— 

"  I  h6g  to  inftrm  you'  that,  althongh  the  pre- 
tent  gwurdians  heTS  been  in  oiBoe  only  two 
nooths,  TASt  improTomenti  have  beea  affeoted. 
The  raUeviJig'^iBoe  bat  bean  enlarged  and  ven- 
Ulated  and  adapted  to  a  new  ivBtem  of  out-door 
relief,  to  prevent  orowdmg  and  waiting.  Many 
improrements  In  the  arrangonent  and  manage- 
ment of  the  workhoose  kava  also  beea  eflbeted, 
and  she  eoboela  will  be  remored  in  a  abort  time. 
It  ia  oalj  right  that  I  ihoaU  state— it  would  bo 
unfiur  to  the  new  directors  not  to  do  so— that 
they  are  doing  all  they  ean  to  alter  the  wretched 
state  of  aflktra  which  they  found  on  coming  into 


He  belieted  ihe  direct(Mrs  wfere  anxiiras  for 
improTement,  althongh  they  had  difficulties 
to  encounter,  not  being  absolute  directors, 
but  baTing  to  refer  to  and  fro  to  their  vestry ; 
but  he  hoped  with  the  creditable  disposi- 
tion of  those  Gentlemen,  that  material  and 
effeetife  ohanges  would  soon  be  made. 


8m  JOHN  PAKIN6T0N  said,  he 
hoped  it  would  be  known  that,  if  improve* 
mmits  were  not  made  within  two  months, 
the  Government  had  the  power  to  compel 
the  direeton  to  effect  them. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  they  had  cer» 
tain  power  over  the  officers  of  the  work» 
houses,  but  no  dbrect  power  over  the  cBreo* 
tors  of  the  poor. 

CLERKS  OF  NI8I  PRIUS  IK  DUBLIN^ 

dlTESTION. 

Mb«  KENNEDY  said,  he  would  b^  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
the  Attorney  Qenetal  for  Ireland  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Oo» 
vemment  to  take  any  steps  for  proriding 
an  increase  of  salary  for  the  clerks  of  Nisi 
Prius  in  Dublin,  in  consequence  of  the 
increased  duties  and  expenses  imposed 
on  them — 1,  by  the  establishment  of  the 
Oonsolidated  Nisi  Prius  Court  in  Dublin; 
and  2.  by  the  Acl  called  "  The  Common 
Law  Procedure  Act  f '* 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  in  the 
first  plade  he  must  inform  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  to  make  any  al- 
teration legislation  would  be  necessary, 
and,  baring  regard  to  the  position  of  Irish 
business  and  the  facilities  given,  he  did 
not  think  it  wise  to  add  another  to  the 
string  of  Bills  upon  the  paper  for  the  pre- 
sent Session.  The  matter  was  under  con- 
sideration with  regard  to  these  and  other 
officers,  with  a  view  to  place  them  on  a 
permanent  and  more  satisfactory  footing. 

STEAM  COMMUNIOATIOK  WITH  AUS- 
TRALIA— QUESTION. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  he  begged  to 
ask  the  hon.  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
what  prorision  would  be  made  for  the  con- 
veyance of  the  Australian  mails  between 
England  and  Suez,  in  case  parties  tender- 
ed for  carrying  the  mails  to  Sydney  from 
Suez,  tid  roint  de  Galle  ?  Also,  under 
what  head  of  expenditure,  in  the  Appro- 
priation Acts  of  1854  and  1655,  will  be 
the  sums  of  £125.000  and  £5,600,  ex- 
pended by  the  Board  of  Ordnance  in  pur- 
chasing lands  at  Aldershot  and  the  adjmn- 
ing  parishes,  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a 
permahent  camp  there  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  that  hon.  Membets 
were  aware  that  at  the  present  time  a 
contract  existed  with  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Company  for  the  conveyance  of 
mails  to  Suez.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
obviously  inconsistent  to  propose  a  new 
conttiM^  for  the  same  route,  as  in  that 
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eaae  the  payment  for  the  carriage  of 
as  far  m  Suez  would  be  made  twice  over. 
Any  new  company,  therefore,  must  be  will* 
ing  to  conform  to  saeh  conditions  as  the 
GoTenoment  may  think  proper^  while  the 
contract  with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company  lasted.  He  could  not  answer 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  seeond  question  then, 
but  he  would  do  so  at  a  future  time. 

PUNISHMENT  OP  DEATH. 

Mb.  W.  EWART:*  I  could  have 
wished,  Sir>  that  this  question  had  come 
forward  at  a  time  more  fsvourable  to  calm 
consideration  and  deliberate  debate*  not  at 
the  conclusion  of  a  trial  of  deep  aud  ab- 
sorbing interest.  But  the  mschinery  of 
Parliament  mores  on  undisturbed  by  ex- 
ternal events.  I  feared  that  a  brief  delay 
might  become  an  indefinite  postponement 
of  the  question,  and  I  hope  that  the  pre- 
sent solemn  occasion  may  even  invite  pub- 
lic attention  to  the  serious  subject  which 
is  now  before  us.  That  subject  appears  to 
me  to  be  one  of  increased  and  increasing 
interest.  Since  I  last  addressed  you  con- 
cerning it,  the  public  aversion  to  capital 
punishment  has  become  deepened  and  ex- 
tended. Our  juries  have  become  more 
reluctant  to  convict.  Our  Judges  have 
become  more  reluctant  to  pass  sentence. 
Of  one  species  of  murder  it  may  be  said 
that  it  has  ceased  to  be  capital.  I  mean 
infanticide  by  mothers.  Yet  whom  should 
the  laws  more  vigilantly  protect  than  those 
who  are  themselves  unprotected  ?  Of  one 
class  of  murderers  it  may  be  remarked, 
that  they  are  beginning  to  escape  capital 
pumshment  altogether.  I  mean  women. 
Yet  it  has  been  truly  observed,  that 
"crime  is  of  no  sex."  If  you  cease  to 
execute  women,  can  you  long  continue 
to  execute  men?  Tour  executions  only 
amounted  to  five  in  the  last  year  of  the 
criminal  returns.  It  is  not  easy  to  con- 
ceive that  the  safety  of  society  depends  on 
the  execution  of  five  individuals.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  repeal  of  capital  punish- 
ment has  extended  itself  in  foreign  coun- 
tries. It  has  there  been  followed,  not  by 
danger,  but  by  general  benefit.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  ask  you  again  to 
consider  the  question,  not  to  precipitate 
your  conclusion  by  a  sudden  abrogation  of 
the  present  law*  but  to  investigate  (before 
a  Committee)  the  facts  which  we  offer  to 
lay  before  you:  in  a  word — to  pause  and 
to  inquire. 

I  am  aware  that  there  are  those  who 
entertain  a  preliminary  objection  to  the 
Mr.  WUtan 


consideration  of  this  snlijeet*  TiMir  ob- 
jection is  founded  on  rehgioos  (or  what  I 
should  rather  venture  to  oall  theologietl) 
grounds.  For  an  objection  so  fieanded,  I 
can  only  feel  the  highest  respeeL  Bai  it 
appears  to  me  that  we  House  of  Gkwunoiis 
never  enters  on  the  path  of  thedk^  wi^ 
out  desertiQg  the  nors  open  aad  Mfisr  toad 
of  common  sense.  I  think,  moreover,  that 
questions  of  a  rdigioua  ehaneter  Bhoold 
not  be  contaminated  by  expoaora  to  the 
heated  and  feverish  atmo^here  of  a  pdiii- 
cal  assembly.  On  such  sul^eeta  lei  eveiy 
man  form  Us  separate  and  smoere  opinaoo. 
But  in  this  House  let  him  only  express, 
not  aigae  Ott»  that  opinion.  Per  my  own 
part  I  have  been  long  connneed  thai  the 
repeal  of  the  punishment  of  death  ia  in 
strict  conformity  with  the  preeepCa  and 
the  spirit  of  the  Go^el ;  and  I  rejoice 
to  think  that  such  was  the  o^mvictiai  «l 
those  early  Christians,  on  whom  tho  first 
dawn  of  Revelation  still  continued  to  ahed 
its  lingering  light. 

The  question  then  resolveB  itaelf  into 
one  of  a  practical  and  pordy  deliberative 
character.  Does  the  punishment  of  death 
contain  the  dements  of  a  sound  and  valid 
punishment?  What  are  the  deoMBis  ^ 
such  a  punishment  f  Thia  ia  the  questifla 
now  before  us. 

It  appears  to  me  that  a  punishioenti  to 
be  a  valid  punishment,  should,  aa  iar  ss 
possible*  be  an  effiactive  punishment ;  ef- 
fective on  the  mind  and  soul  of  tho  erioii- 
nd,  and  effective  for  the  repression  of  the 
crime;  that  it  should,  as  far  as  poadble,  be 
an  equal  punishment;  not  unddy  webb- 
ing down  and  overwhelming  one  indindnal, 
while  it  produces  littie  or  no  effeet  upon 
anotiier;  that  it  should  especially  bo  a  oer- 
tain  punishment ;  I  mean  certain  in  ita  in- 
fliction, since  certainty  is  tho  esienee  <^ 
punishment,  as  publicity  haa  been  aaid  to 
be  the  soul  of  justice ;  and  lastly  (stnoo  all 
mankind  are  liable  to  err),  that  it  shodd 
be  a  reversible,  remediable»  or  rovooaUe 
punishment.  Does  the  punishment  ef 
death  contdn  withm  itself  theae  qmdi* 
ties  f  It  appears  to  me  that  it  ia  mors 
than  other  punishments  wanting  in  all  of 
theuL 

Is  it,  in  the  first  plaoe,  aa  offisotivo  puD> 
ishment?  The  frequency  of  murdera  in  car 
time  does  not  serai  to  prove  that  it  is  aa 
It  has  often  been  stated,  and  never,  that  I 
am  aware,  contradicted,  that  out  of  a  laigs 
number  of  executicms,  attested  by  a  former 
Ordinary  of  Newgato,  the  great  m^oritj 
were  undergone  by  those  who  had  witMosed 
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ezeeatloiiB.  Bat  let  vs  deseend  from  gene- 
ral gtaiemeatB  to  indWidiial  facts.     It  ia  no 
agreeable  task  to  undertake  what  may  be 
culed  tbe  morbid  anatomy  of  crime.    The 
mind  naturally  ahrinka  from  such  an  under- 
taking.   But  it  has  been  my  duty  to  inves- 
tigate such  eases,  and  I  now  lay  the  follow- 
ing extraets  from  them  befors  the  House. 
Not  many  years  since  (in  1846)  a  criminal, 
Wicks,  was  executed  at  Newgate.  He  had 
lately  seen  an  execution.     He  stated  that 
be  was  ''induced  to  commit  the  crime  that 
he  might  siffualise  himself  as  a  hero  on 
the  scttflUd.        In  1846  another  criminal, 
GonnoTy  committed  murder.    He  had  seen 
an  execution  on  the  very  morning  of  the 
day  on  which  he  committed  that  murder. 
A  criminal  Mobbs,  was  executed  in  1853. 
Another  criminal  was  brought  before  the 
p<^ce  cfficoy  on  the  day  of  Mobbs*  execn- 
tion,  for  trying  to  imitate  his  crime,  and 
(aeocrding  to  ms  own  avowal)  *'  to  be  exe- 
cuted for  it."    In  1854,  Gumming  (a  man 
aupposed  by  many  to  have  been  innocent) 
was  executed  at  Edinburgh.    After  his  ex- 
ecution, another  man,  'mdlace,  was  taken 
into  custody  for  perpetrating  the  same 
species  of  crime.    A  Scottbh  paper,  Z%e 
J8coi$mant  states  that  a  number  of  similar 
crimes  followed  the  execution  of  Gumming. 
JBut  we  witnessed,  not  long  since,  a  re- 
markable case  in  Ireland,  in  which  the 
crimmals  not  <mly  patiently  endured,  but 
gloried  in,  their  punishment.     Three  men, 
it  will  be  remembered,  were  executed  at 
Monaghan,  for  the  atrocious  murder  of 
Mr.  Sateson.      They  were  utterly  indif- 
ferent to  the  punishment  of  death.    They 
eat  and  smoked  just  before  their  execu- 
tion.     One  of  them   stated   that,   if  a 
reprieve  came,  he  would  not  accept  it. 
They  said  that  the  executioner  was  doing 
**  the  best  deed  that  had  ever  been  done 
for  them."    When  one  of  them  was  asked 
the  scaffold  whether  he  would   say 


on 

anything,  he  answered,  "No!  our  Saviour 
aaid  Bouiing  when  he  was  executed."  It 
may  be  said  that  this  was  the  effect  of 
fanatical  excitement,  under  the  influence 
of  the  Catholic  religion.  But  similar  in- 
stances have  occurred  in  the  case  of  Pro- 
testants. In  1852,  Elizabeth  Pinckard 
was  executed  at  Nor^mpton : — 

^  On  the  &tsl  morning,"  f  sayg  the  Northamth 
ion  Jigrciuy)  '*ihe  attenoed  pnyers  in  the 
ebapel ;  when  the  hymn  me  being  lung  her  voioe 
•was  hnrd  above  the  rest.  8be  went  with  perieet 
uidiftirenoe  to  execution." 

On  the  other  hand,  criminals  possessed  of 
no  religious  feeling  whatsoever,  have  ex- 


hibited the  same  indifference.    Such  ap» 
pears  to  have  been  the  case  witii  Sarah 
Chesham,  who  committed  fourteen  murders 
by  poisoning,  and  who  never  showed  any 
symptoms  of  repentance  or  of  fear.    So 
likewise,  lately,  Bart^lemi,  an  avowed  unbe- 
liever, died  entirely  unconcerned  ;  he  went 
to  execution  not  only  with  indifference,  but 
with  a  sort  of  fanatical  curiosity.   It  would 
be  easy  to  accumulate  more  instances; 
but  I  think  that  those  I  have  adduced  wiU 
tend  at  least  to  show  that  the  punishment 
of  death  is  not  an  effective  punishment. 
Is  it  an  eaual  puishment  ?    I  do  not  mean 
to  argue  tnat  any  punishment  can  be  eaual 
in  its  operation  on  all  men,  anv  more  tnan 
I  mean  to  argue  that  anv  punishment  can 
be  equally  effective  on  all.    But  I  say  that 
there  are  other  punishments  more  equal 
than  this  and  more  effective.    Instances  of 
stoical  indiffBrence  we  have  already  seen. 
Here  are  instances  of  a  contrary  effect.  It 
is  not  long  since  a  woman,  Martha  Brown« 
ing  was  executed  at  Newgate;  she  fell  down 
insensible ;  in  that  state  she  was  executed. 
At  Ghester,  a  woman,  Mary  Gallop,  could 
not  go  to  her  execution  ;  she  was  carried 
to  the  scaffold  in  a  chair,  and  executed  in 
a  state  of  insensibility.    A  very  painful 
case  of  suffering  was  lately  recorded  in 
Jersey,  by  M.  Victor  Hugo  ;  on  which  oc- 
casion he  addressed  a  memorable  letter  te 
the  Secretanr  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment.   In  1851,  Thomas  Droiy  was 
executed  at  Ghelmsford  ;   he  was  obliged 
to  be  supported  as  he  went  to  execution. 
We  have  fresh  in  our  memory  the  recent 
case  of  Bonsfield.     We    remember  the 
prostration  of  the  prisoner  ;  the  faltering 
of  the  executioner ;  the  miserable  struggle 
between  them  at  the  last ;  and  the  indig- 
nation and  execrations  of  the  public.    I 
come  now  to  a  very  important,  perhaps  the 
most  important,  element  in  the  constitution 
of  a  punishment.     I  mean  its  certainty  of 
infliction.     It  is  well  know  that  Beccaria, 
at  the  opening  of  one  of  the  chapters  of 
his  celebrated  work,  lays  it  down  as  a 
doctrine  that  **  one  of  ihe  greatest  of  all 
checks  on  crime  consists  not  in  the  cruelty, 
but  in  the  certainty,  of  its  punishment.*' 
If  the  doctrine  be  true  as  to  crimes  in 
general,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  much  more 
appBcable  to  the  graver  class  of  crimes, 
and  most  applicable  to  the  gravest  of  all 
crimes,  murder.    But,  if  I  may  trust  to 
the  records  of  our  punishments  for  a  series 
of  years,  punishment  is  much  less  certun 
in  this  single  case  which  renuuns  capital, 
than  in  those  which  are  no  longer  so. 
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BiatitfttM,  h^rwtrer,  are  ihe  aofiilant  iub- 

tot  of  diBpate ;  they  are  the  debateable 
nd,  the  border-ground  of  controf ersj.  I 
prefer  to  appeal  to  faets.  I  wiU  first  ex- 
hibit  the  operation  of  the  maintenanee  of 
eapital  panithmetit  ononr  joriei;  seoiidly, 
its  operation  on  oar  Judges ;  lasUT*  on 
what  may  be  called  our  tribunal  of  ulti- 
mate appeal,  the  Home  Department.  First, 
With  repeet  to  the  nneertainty  of  the  ver- 
diets  of  our  juries.  In  1847,  a  woman 
(already  referred  toV  Sarah  Ghesham,  was 
tried  atChdmsfbid  ror  poisoning.  The  ease, 
a  most  atrocious  one,  was  clearly  prored ; 
bat  the  jury,  led  by  their  foreman,  an 
enemy  to  capital  punishment,  acquitted 
the  prisoner.  The  acquittal  enabled  her 
to  resume  her  career  of  poisoning;  she 
practised  it  with  augmented  skill,  acquired 
from  the  evidenoe  of  a  medical  witness  at 
the  trial.  The  rictims  were  her  own  chil- 
dren. In  1848  die  was  again  tried,  and 
again  acquitted.  In  1851  she  was  executed 
for  poisoning  her  husband.  Now,  had  there 
been  another  punishment  (such  as  impri- 
sonment for  lue)  attached  to  the  crime  of 
murder,  there  is  no  doubt  that  she  would 
hare  been  found  guilty  on  the  first  in- 
dictment All  her  subsequent  crimes  would 
hafO  been  checked.  All  her  subsequent 
Tietims  would  hare  been  saved  ;  nor  would 
her  example  have  misled  others.  For,  in 
1849,  a  woman,  named  May,  was  also 
executed  at  Chelmsford  for  poisoning ;  she 
attributed  to  the  example  of  the  first- 
named  criminal,  the  crime  for  which  she 
suffered.  Two  criminals,  Battcrsby  and 
Wilkinson,  were  tried  in  1851  at  York. 
The  proof  of  murder  was,  to  all  common 
apprehension,  clear.  The  Judge  told  the 
jury  that  it  was  difficult  to  believe  that  the 
death  was  caused  by  manslaughter.  Yet 
the  jury  returned  a  rerdict  of  manslaugh- 
ter. In  January,  1852,  Thomas  Bare  was 
proved,  by  the  strongest  evidehce,  to  have 
murdered  his  own  wife.  He  even  acknow- 
ledged that  he  deserved  to  be  executed. 
Yet  he  was  acquitted  by  the  jury.  Tkt 
TVmes  of  tnat  date  thus  concludes  a  lead- 
ing article  :  "  If  there  be  such  a  crime  as 
murder,  this  is  murder ;  and  murder  of 
no  eoftimon  atrocity."  It  adds  that  (in 
cases  involving  capital  punishment)  **  the 
Jndge,  Juiy,  Home  Secretary,  and  publie, 
contend  to  mitigate  the  crime  of  murder." 
In  the  case  of  the  Hatfen  murder,  tried  on 
the  27th  March  last,  at  Durham,  the  guilt 
of  one  prisoner  appeared  certain.  A  juiy- 
man,  however,  tola  a  person,  who  can  be 
prodnoed,  that  they  aQ  **  agreed  on  a  ter- 
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diet  of  aeqnittal  rather  than  tiie  msa 
shonld  hang."  In  the  case  of  Westron, 
tried  at  the  Central  Criminal  Court,  in 
February,  1856,  the  jury  said — 

"  We  find  the  prifl<mer  gniltjof  Wafbl  Mmder. 
We  do  not  think  he  ought  to  he  aoqtiiUed  on  tho 
ground  of  Inttnity ;  hvt  ws  reoommaBi  him  te 
m&njf  beeaaw  we  find  theie  was  a  pt^dupositua 
to  insaol^." 

The  law  of  the  eountfj  codd  justiiy  no 
such  recommendation.  The  Timei  news- 
paper, of  February  8, 1856,  caUa  the  ver- 
dict *'  an  anomaly  in  criminal  prodeedbgi* 
and  one  of  most  evil  precedent.'*  I^t 
year  (1855),  at  Maidstone,  daring  tiie 
spring  assises,  Elisabeth  Avis  Lawes  wu 
tried  for  muider.  Her  guilt  was  desr. 
She  afterwards  confessed  it.  Tet  she  wm 
acquitted.  Tie  South  Eariem  O^ubMb,  of 
that  date,  says  this  is  ''a  memorable  ex- 
ample of  the  impunity  awarded  to  mnr- 
derers."  I  can  prodace  (if  I  am  allowed 
to  bring  evidence  before  a  Committee)  in- 
stances of  jurors  having  stated  that  thej 
would  have  found  prisoners  guflty,  as  thaj 
were  bound  to  do  ;  but  when  they  leanifi 
from  the  Judge  that  the  penalty  would  be 
death,  they  resolved  on  an  acquittal.  So 
far  for  the  effect  on  our  juries. 

But  let  us  turn  to  the  feelings  and  opi- 
nions of  our  Judges.  Do  they  not  indieafie 
a  change  with  regard  to  this  question,  eo^ 
responding  with  the  change  observalde  is 
public  feeling  and  opinion  ?  And  first,  as 
to  the  feelings  of  our  Jndgea  on  pronmise^ 
ing  sentence  of  death.  Among  other  in* 
stances,  I  find  the  following  facts  reeonlei 
in  the  journals  of  the  day.  At  a  late  trial 
for  murder  at  Bodmin— 

"  The  learned  Judge,  on  pronounoiog  lenteocc, 
expressed  himself  with  much  emotion :  ia  tbt 
last  sentence  his  utterance  waa  almost  ehfii:ed: 
after  oompleting  it,  his  Lordahip  bunt  into  lean, 
and  ootttinned  weeping  Ibr  aome  time.*' 

So,  in  the  case  of  a  trial  at  Aylesbury— 

**  During  thA  delirsryof  tbi  ssntanoai.  hia  Lsri- 
ship  appeared  almost  choked  vith  smotioo.'* 

Again,  in  a  case  tried  at  Exeter — 

**  The  Judge  at  Utft  oame  to  the  seotenos ;  ^ 
hia  Bobs,  which  oould  be  heard  all  4»Ter  the  cost 
p(«vetite(El  Irim  fitim  prooeeiUng.  He  tested  ks 
head  on  hia  hand,  sad  wapt  aMMit  Mttetljr.  B« 
then,  in  brohenr  worda,  and  with  a  toIob 
attfled  hj  emotion,  prononnoed  the 


I  mention  these  facts  (to  which  it  vodi 
be  easy  for  [me  to  add  more)  as  hi^ 
honourable  to  our  Judges.  But  thejai- 
dicate  a  state  of  feeling  widi  respect  to 
capital  punishment  which  did  iM>t  exist  a 
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fbrtnor  timos.    Hoff  dllrefoiit  fron  thoss 
times  in  whioh  Po|»e  could  say — 

'*  Hdird  words  and  hanging  if  jovar  Judge  be 
Page." 

Can  the  expression  of  sneh  feelings  bj 
tlie  Judges  fail  to  produce  sympathetic 
feelings  on  the  part  of  juries  and  of  the 
public  ?  What  effect  has  it  on  the  mind 
of  the  prisoner,  and  on  the  minds  of  cri- 
minals m  general  ?  Does  it  not,  so  far  as 
it  extends,  add  to  the  uncertainty  of  the 
execution  of  the  law  by  showing  the  dis- 
inclination of  our  Judges  to  mUlet  the 
punishment  of  death  ? 

Such,  then,  are  the  feelings  of  the 
Judges.  But  what  are  their  recorded 
opinions  ?  Nine  years  ago  (in  the  year 
1547),  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  investigated  the  subject  of  crimi- 
nal punishment.  The  written  opinions 
of  the  Judges  were  taken  in  eyidence. 
Among  the  ^^^^^^ons  proposed  to  them 
was  this:  "l)o  you  think  any  punish- 
ment would  he  a  sufficient  substitute  for 
death  ?'*  Out  of  all  the  Judges  of  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland,  four  delivered 
their  opinions  in  favour  of  substituting 
another  punishment.     Several  declined  to 

five  an  opinion,  or  declared  themselves 
oubtfnl.  First,  let  us  take  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  (Benman).  He  declines 
to  give  an  opinion.  Next,  Hr.  Justice 
Wigntman.     His  answer  is  as  foUows : — 

««TftHewabelitae  4oabt  that  a  weendary 
pqniiihment  inav  be  made  so  Mvere  at  to  be  a 
aulBoieiit  sabttitute  for  tbe  panishment  of  death." 

Mr.  Justice  Maule :  he  gives  no  answer. 
Mr.  Justice  Coltman  :  he  answers : — 

''  I  am  disposed  to  think  that  imprisonment 
for  life,  without  any  remission  of  the  sentence, 
might  be  sabstitutod  for  eapital  punishment. 
Muiv  guilty  pereotks  now  eioape  who  would  thMi 
bo  oooYieted.  I  do  not  think  the  apprehension 
of  death  operates  much  on  the  mind  of  a  man 
meditating  a  great  crime." 

The  answer  of  Lord  Chief  JustiGe  Wilde 
is  as  follows  :— 

**  The  question  involves  oonsidetations  much 
to^  gvave  to  warrant  a  hasty  opinion,  beweTSr 
great  uMiy  be  the  ofejeetions  to  the  punishnMiit  of 
death  ;  andv  ia  my  opinion,  they  are  very  great." 

From  the  Irish  Bench,  Itr.  Justice  Perrin 
thus  answers  the  question,  **  Do  you  think 
any  punishment,  bv  transportation  or  im- 
priBonment.  wotdd  be  a  sufficient  substitute 
for  death  r 

*^  I  do.  I  am  couTinced  that  juries  acquit  or 
disagree  from  an  apprehension  of  taking  away 
life.* 


Ohief  Baron  Bichards  also  answers  :— 

*'  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  transportation 
attended  with  stringent  regulations  might  be  sub- 
stituted ibr  tbe  punishment  of  death.  But  I  oannot 
say  that  I  have  formed  a  very  deoided  opinion." 

Now,  If  nine  years  ago  many  of  the 
Judges  were  doubtful  as  to  the  ezpe- 
dieney  of  inflicting  the  punishment  of 
death,  or  opposed  to  it.  Is  it  likely  that 
they  would  be  less  doubtful  or  less  un* 
favourable  now?  Is  it  not  rather  more 
probable  that  the  Judges  who  have  been 
since  appointed,  and  the  Judges  who  are 
being  appointed  from  time  to  time  may  be 
still  more  disinclined  to  such  a  punish- 
ment ;  just  as  the  Judges  of  the  year 
1847  were  more  disinclined  to  it  than 
the  Judges  of  the  year  1827?  Here, 
again,  is  another  and  an  increasing  ele- 
ment of  uncertainty.  Let  us  now  turn 
to  the  final  tribunal  of  appeal,  the  Home 
Office.  Are  there  no  elements  of  uncer- 
tainty here  ?  Do  not  Members  know  that 
If  a  sentence  of  death  is  impending  In  any 
of  the  towns  they  represent  they  are  fre- 
duently called  on  to  interpose?  Do  not 
aeputations  hurry  up  to  London  f  Are 
there  not  those  who,  resident  in  London, 
on  almost  every  occasion,  exert  themselves 
to  intercept  the  execution  of  the  law  ? 
The  hon.  Member  fbr  East  Surrey  (Mr. 
Drummond)  has  signified  his  intention  of 
endeavouring  to  relieve  the  Home  Score* 
tary  from  &is  assiduity  of  intervention. 
But,  with  great  respect  for  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  think  be  Is  undertaking  nothing 
less  than  the  task  of  the  Danidds.  For 
my  own  part,  I  feel  bound  to  testify,  on 
behalf  of  those  who  make  these  applica- 
tions, their  sense  of  the  ready  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  to  every  fkot 
which  may  tend  to  mitigate  the  sentence. 
Nevertheless,  tho  public  do  not  understand 
on  what  principle  some  criminals  are  exe- 
cuted, alter  appeal  to  the  Home  Office, 
while  others,  apparently  of  equal  guilt, 
escape.  We  all  remember,  a  few  years 
ago,  the  case  of  Annette  Meyer.  There 
appeared  to  be,  in  her  ease,  full  premedi- 
tation of  the  murder.  Yet  she  escaped 
the  punishment  of  death.  Not  long  since, 
the  ease  of  Conriffan,  whose  sentence  was 
remitted,  ealled  forUi  tha  animadvenions 
of  the  press  and  of  the  public.  Still 
more,  the  reeent  case  of  Gelestina  Som- 
ner.  She  coolly  and  cruelly  premedi- 
tated and  prepared  for  the  murder  of  her 
ehildi  Few  instances  of  more  unrelenting 
cruelty  have  been  reoorded.  Yet  she,  too, 
eaoaped.    After  this  and  aitnilar  toasosi  I 
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doubt  rery  mnoh  whether  you  e«i  long 
oontiDue  to  execute  women.  You  may 
tiy  to  bring  ui  beok  to  the  ancient  rigour 
of  the  law.  It  will  be  in  vain.  The  e?il 
lies  not  in  the  adminiBtration  of  the  law,  but 
to  the  nature  of  the  puniahment  awarded 
by  the  law.  Here,  in  my  opinion,  is  the 
■ouroe  and  origin  of  the  eril.  The  power 
of  the  executive  at  the  Home  Offiee  is 
enfeebled  by  the  awful  responsibility  in* 
▼oWed  in  the  punishment.  This  is  in 
itself  an  element  of  unoertMnty.  But 
there  are  others.  Different  Secretaries 
may  be  of  different  minds.  The  pre- 
sent Secretary  may  be  of  a  lenient,  his 
successor  may  be  of  a  severer  cha- 
racter. A  crime  which  would  escape 
the  punishment  ^  death  under  the  one 
would  incur  such  punishment  under  the 
Other.  Again,  the  Secretaries  of  State 
generally  refer  the  case  back  for  recon- 
sideration to  the  Judge  who  tried  it. 
Judges  differ  in  their  characters  as  Se- 
cretaries do.  A  sentence  which  one 
Judge  might  mitigate,  another  Judge 
might  be  determined  to  maintain.  Here, 
again,  arises  another  cause  to  be  added  to 
the  various  causes  I  have  already  cited  of 
the  uncertainty  of  capital  punishment. 

I  have  said  that  an  essential  ingredient 
in  the  character  of  a  punishment  should 
be  its  reversibility ;  its  revocable  or  reme- 
dial nature.  It  is  not  likely  that,  in  these 
times,  the  execution  of  an  innocent  person 
can*oecur.  Nevertheless,  though  not  likely, 
it  is  not  impossible.  For  felonies  inferior 
to  murder,  but  of  an  aggravated  character, 
it  is  easy  to  cite  instances  of  innocent  per- 
sons having  been  punished.  They  have 
been  brought  back  from  transportation, 
and  their  sentences  have  been  revoked. 
I  have  myself  brought  such  cases  under 
the  consideration  of  this  House.  The 
case  of  Elisa  Fanning,  executed  many 
years  ago  for  the  alleged  crime  of  at- 
tempting to  poison  the  family  of  her 
master,  a  crime  of  which  she  was  after- 
wards shown  to  be  innocent,  is  familiar  to 
most  of  us.  But,  more  recently,  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Bateson's  murder,  two  men, 
the  Kellys,  were  twice  or  three  times  put 
upon  their  trial  for  life  for  that  murder, 
under  the  sanction  of  the  most  eminent 
of  the  Solicitors  and  Attorneys  General 
for  Ireland.  The  two  Kellys  were  seen 
to  run  across  a  field  after  the  shot  was 
firedi  they  were  entirely  innocent,  yet 
they  might  have  been  convicted«-and  of 
one  of  them,  it  is  stated  in  an  Irish  paper, 
that  he  has  since  died  of  a  broken  heart 


in  consequence  of  the  prosecution.  Three 
other  men  were  afterwards  proved  to  hare 
committed  the  murder.  A  very  abort  time 
ago  a  man  named  Cummings  waa  executed 
at  Edinburgh.  He  is  now  generally  be- 
lieved to  have  been  innocent.  Sneh  an 
the  dangers  which  attend  an  irremediable 
punishment. 

These,  then,  as  I  have  daased  theo, 
are  the  principal  im|)ediments  to  the  exe- 
cution of  capital  punishment.  The  ques- 
tion naturally  suggests  itself-^wheoee  is 
all  their  i^es  arise  these  impediments  te 
the  lawf  How  comes  there  to  be  this 
consentaneous  restriction  by  jurim,  by 
Judges,  by  the  Home  OAie»  and  the 
public,  to  the  infliction  of  the  aentenee 
of  the  law  ?  I  believe  that  theae  impe£« 
ments  arise  from  two  causes.  Ko  pumsb- 
ment  has  been  found  to  be  an  approved  or 
lasting  punishment  which  eoatsdna  in  it 
the  principle  of  retaliatory  revenge.  We 
know  that  in  the  time  of  Queen  EKzabedi 
the  punishment  of  branding  waa  adopted^ 
it  could  not  be  maintained.  In  the  saaie 
way  the  punishment  of  the  pillorj  and  other 
ignominious  punishments  nave  speedily  or 
gradually  vanished.  In  more  remote  tinee 
we  find  the  prbciple  of  retaliatory  v»- 
geance  carried  to  its  greatest  ezeess.  Yet 
in  those  times,  crimes  abounded*  Capital 
punishment  is  nearly  the  last  trace  whidi 
we  retain  of  the  principle  of  retaliatoiy 
revenge;  and  the  more  we  advaoee  ia 
civilisation,  the  more  deep  our  rei^ions 
feelings  become,  the  greater  wiH  be  oar 
repugnance  to  the  punishment  of  death. 
Another,  and  an  inconqnerable  objecticB, 
arises  from  the  irremediable  nature  of  the 
punishment.  Never,  while  human  nature 
exists,  never  will  you  induce  mankind  to 
view  a  punishment  which  eaanot  be  re- 
mitted or  recalled  in  the  same  light  is 
which  they  view  a  remissible  or  revocable 
punishment.  This  objection,  too,  will  la- 
fallibly  increase  as  society  advances. 

Such  appears  to  me  to  be  the  real  caufiei 
of  the  non-execution  of  the  law. 

But  what  remedies  have  been  proposed! 
A  distinguished  and  rieht  rev.  Prelale  (the 
Bishop  <^  Oxford)  haa  lately  suggested  the 
consideration  of  a  new  mode  of  condoctai; 
executions.  Thev  are  no  longer  to  be  wit- 
nessed by  the  public,  but  by  a  aort  <rf  de- 
putation on  behalf  of  the  public  T^ 
system  would,  no  doubt,  exclude  the  erik 
arising  from  a  vast  congregation  of  the 
people,  their  vmdictiveness,  or  their  indif- 
ference, thdr  profaneness,  their  rerefay, 
and  their  crimes.    Ncr  can  it  bo  dooteed 
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Ihfti  these  e?ib  are  mifgemM  Ij  ihe 
fecilities  of  intereoone  in  modem  times. 
Even  now,  I  am  told,  epeeial  trains  are  an- 
nottneed  in  tbe  newspapers  as  about  to  ran 
to  and  from  Stafera  to  enable  the  pnblic 
to  witness  the  last  moments  of  an  expected 
Tictim.    All  these,  the  mere  external  evils 
of  publicity,  will  be  removed  by  the  change 
proposed.    Bnt  pablicity,  in  modem  times, 
does  not  consist  so  mnoh  in  seeing,  as  in 
reading  an  aeooont  of  what  occurs.   A  few 
thousands  witness  an  execution,  many  mil- 
lions read  cC  it.    You  may  exclude  the 
puUiCy  but  yon  cannot  exclude  die  press. 
The  interest  taken  in  an  execution  will 
continue  to  exist.    It  will  even  be  aggra- 
Tuted   and   stimulated    by   concealment. 
Public  curiosity  wOl  rush  the  more  eagerly 
per  veHtmn  ns/at.    The  most  minute  de- 
tails will  have  to  be  recorded ;  more  mi- 
nute, if  possible,  than  those  which  are 
recorded  now.    By  adopting  this  change 
jou  will  have  only  vmledg  not  remov^, 
the  evil.    Another  system  proposed  is  veiy 
nearly  the  one  prevuling  now  ;  that  of  oc- 
casional executions.     In  the  first  place, 
this  system  abandons  the  princmle  of  a 
fixed  punishment  for  murder.    It  sulMti- 
tatea  a  possibility  of  execution  for  a  cer- 
tainty of  execution.    It  encoumes.a  spe- 
cies of  galnbliog  in  crime.     When  you 
have  arrived  at  occasional  pumshment,  you 
have  abandoned  one  fixed  punishment,  and 
jon  have  not  arrived  at  another  fixed  pun- 
ishment.   This  is  a  most  vague  and  fluc- 
tuating, and  consequently  a  most  impolitic 
and  unjust,  state  of   ihe  criminal  law. 
Now,  what  remedy  do  we  venture  to  pro- 
pose? 

We  suggest  the  substitution  of  a  lesser 
poniriimeut  attended  with  comparative  cer- 
tainty of  execution,  for  a  severer  punish- 
ment attended  with  uncertainty.  And  we 
rest  our  cause  on  those  words  of  the  illus- 
trious Beccarii : 


«< 


The  eertidnty  of  s  more  modermte  punithmeiit 
win  alwirs  produce  a  gnattt  imprwrioa  than  the 
§eBr  of  a  mom  terrible  paniahment,  aooompanied 
witli  tbe  hope  of  impniutjr." 

This  is  our  principle.  We,  not  you,  are 
the  real  friends  of  effective  pnnbhment  for 
crime.  You  call  us  false  philosophersy 
theorists,  and  speculative  reformers :  while 
ire  in  fisct  pursue  a  clear,  practical,  and 
decided  course.  It  is  you  who,  by  lineer- 
ing  in  a  system  no  longer  maintainable, 
enfeeble  the  arm  of  justice  and  promote 
impmiity  for  crime. 

We  have  not  proved  theorists  as  to  the 
irtiter  nunenns  oases  (of  foigeiy,  of  house- 


breaking*  of  stealing  in  dwelling-houses,  of 
cattle-stealing)  for  which  we  have  induced 
you  tardily  and  unwillingly  to  aboUsh  the 
punishment  of  death.  In  not  one  of  those 
cases  can  an  advocate  be  found  for  the 
restoration  of  capital  punishment.  But  we 
also  appeal  to  the  example  of  foreign  coun- 
tries. If  foreign  nations  can  successfully 
abolish  capital  punishment,  why  should  not 
we  ?  The  case  of  Tuscany,  under  Leopold 
II.,  has  often  been  referred  to.  The  suc- 
cessful repeal  of  the  punishment  of  death 
in  Tuscany  (dated  November  30,  1786) 
has  never,  that  I  am  aware,  been  denied. 
And,  though  in  the  first  excesses  of  the 
French  Revolution  capital  punishment  was 
rerived,  it  appears  since  that  time  to  have 
been  gradually  dying  out  in  Tuscany.  In 
1838  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  Judges 
was  required  for  its  infliction.  This  enact- 
ment amounted  almost  to  abolition.  In 
1847,  the  Grand  Duke  abolished  it  in  the 
Duchy  of  Lucca,  and  in  1849  he  sanc- 
tioned the  Decree  of  the  Provisional  Go- 
vernment which  had  suppressed  capital 
punishment  in  Tuscany.  It  appears  from 
the  writings  of  tbe  mv.  Mr.  Townshend, 
that  in  Bavaria,  reformatory  discipline  and 
imprisonment  are  successfully  substituted 
for  the  punishment  of  death.  In  Switxer- 
land,  capital  punishment  has  been  abo- 
lished in  the  cantons  of  Freiburg  and 
Neufchatel.  In  Freiburg,  the  aMition 
took  place  eight  years  ago.  My  informant, 
a  member  of  the  Legislation  of  Neufob&tel, 
assures  me  that  crime  has  not  increased 
there;  while,  in  the  canton  of  Beme»  where 
executions  are  frequent,  great  crimes  are 
frequent  also.  In  NeufcnAtel,  the  repeal 
of  capital  punishment  is  more  recent.  So 
far,  I  understand,  it  has  given  general 
satisfSsction.  Let  us  now  turn  to  Ame- 
rica. From  a  speech  of  Mr.  Andrews, 
delivered  before  a  Committee  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  Massachussets,  March  22, 1&5, 
I  learn  that» ''  Alabama  abolished  capital 
punishment  many  years  ago.*'  He  adds 
"  the  experiment  may  be  considered  to 
work  well  in  Alabama."  The  State  of 
Michigan  led  the  way  in  the  career  of  total 
abolitiim.  The  Secretary  of  State  (as 
quoted  by  Mr.  Andrews)  says,  in  1846» 

"  It  hM  produoed  a  grester  oortatnty  of  oon- 
victkm,  oonaequeiitly  of  ralief  to  tbo  eommunitj, 
loaienisg  the  nmnber  of  aggnTated  offmoes. 
There  is  no  probabilitj  of  s  rotom  to  the  old 
law." 

This  is  the  result  of  an  experiment  of  nine 
years  in  Michigan.  Of  Rhode  Island 
(where  capital  punishment  appears  to  hare 
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SQoh  nimd  strides  it  was  now  impoBBiUe  to 
detect  the  presdnce  of  poiaoii*    Was  that 
a  reason  ftnr  giTing  increased  fadUties  to 
poisoners  f    The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Hadfield)  had  told 
them  that  Judges  sometimes  wept  wlule  pro- 
sonneing  sentence  of  death,  and  both  that 
boa.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dmnfries  called  on  the  House  not  to  sub- 
ject Judges  to  so  disagreeable  a  task. 
However,  both  those  hon.  Members  had 
been  supporters  of  the  late  war.    Where 
were  their  horrors  at  the  dutj  which  the 
generals  engaged  in  that  war  had  to  carry 
out  ?    Were  thej  deurous  of  putting  an 
end  to  war  f    Did  thej  think  that  their 
generals  and  colonels  had  no  feeling  when 
giying  orders  that  doomed  men  to  destruc- 
tion?    Pictures  more  horrible  than  any- 
thing that  could  be  drawn  at  public  eze- 
eutions  might  be  painted  of  scenes  in 
every  way.     He  had  thought  it  right,  in 
answer  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dumfries,  to  put  on  the  paper  a  no- 
tice of  his  intention  to  suggest  that  some 
means  should  be  taken  to  relieve  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  from  the  importunities 
to  which  he  was  subjected  from  persons 
who  sought  to  get  reprieves  for  criminals 
sentenced  to  capital  punishment.    He  (Mr. 
Dmmmond)  haa  been  acquunted  with  the 
late  Sir  Fowell  Buxton,  and  he  had  never 
met  him  but  he  found  he  was  engaged  in 
some  scheme  to  get  off  some  scoundrel 
under  sentence  of  death.     On  the  first  oc- 
casion of  his  meeting  his  late  Friend,  he 
was  on  an  expedition  of  that  sort  to  the 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Sir  Robert  Peel.    He  (Mr. 
Dmmmond)   asked    him  was   there  any 
doubt  of  the  prisoner's  guilt  ?    His  friend 
replied  there  was  not.    He  (Mr.  Dmm- 
mond) then  asked  him  why  he  interfered  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  replied  that  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  interfere.    The  next  time  he 
met  him  he  was  visiting  the  prisons  of 
Rome,  and  he  went  to  the  Pope  to  beg 
some  of  the  prisoners  off.    Now,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Pope  told  him  to  mind 
his  own  affairs.    The  last  time  he  met  his 
friend,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Walpole)  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  the  gentleman  in 
question  was,  with  others,  about  to  wait 
on  him  on  behalf  of  a  criminal  who  had 
committed  an  atrocious  murder  at  Bath. 
In  that  case  the  Judge  had  expressed  his 
approval  of  the  verdict  of  the  jury ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Dmmmond)  refused  to  aoeompany 
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his  fnend  and  others  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  for  which  refusal  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Walpole)  thanked  him  for  not 
countenancing  the  deputation.   The  Hoose 
might  judge  of  the  importunities  to  which 
a  uentleman  in  the  position  at  present 
occupied  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  6. 
Grey)  was  subjected.    Thero  was  at  pre- 
sent a  petition,  to  which  signatures  were 
being  obtained,  and  wluch  waa  to  be  jm- 
sented  to  his  right  hon.  Friend.     In  that 
petition  the  fellows  who  signed  it  stated 
that  th^  were  not  satisfied  with  a  certain 
trial.    How  could  they  be  ?   They  had  not 
been  the  jurors ;  they  had  not  been  the 
Judges — ^bow  could  they  know  anything 
about  the  matter  ?    Then  came  Mr.  Hen- 
path.    He  (Mr.  Dmmmond)  would  not  say 
what  Mr.  Herapath's  opinion  was  about, 
for  it  was  not  worth  much,  unless  he  (Mr. 
Dmmmond)  was  greatly  misinformed.    A 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  present  who 
could  contradict  him  if  he  was  wrong  is 
stating  that  on  a  particular  occasion,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  Seeretaiy 
of  State,  Mr.  Her^iath  importuned  him 
to  stay  an  execution,  because  he  waa  sure 
that  a  certain  drag  had  not  been  used. 
Well,  it  turned  out  that  at  the  very  mo- 
ment when  Mr.  Herapath  was  so  impor- 
tuning the  Secretaiy  of  State,  the  crimi- 
nal was  confessing  to  having  committed 
the  crime.    Was  it  not  heartrending  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  be  put  b 
such  a  position  and  subjected  to  aueh  a 
pressure?     Originally  a  person   tried  in 
the  country  was  left  m  the  custody  of  the 
sheri£Fs,  with  a  mark  opposite  hia  nsme 
if  he  were  to  be  executed,  and  the  aberi^ 
saw  that  the  sentence  was  cairied  iato 
e£Fect.    In  London  the  sentence  was  re- 
ported to  the  Becorder,  who  reported  it  to 
the  Sovereign.   However,  that  system  bai 
since  been  altered.    Now,  what  he  (Mr. 
Dmmmond)  proposed  was,  that  wha  a 
respite  was  sought  for,  reference  should  be 
made  to  a  Commission  to  which  the  Crown 
could  refer  cases  in  nhich  jreconsiderstiw 
might  be  deemed  necessary.    That  hoif 
might  comprise  the  President  of  the  Coo- 
oil,  the  Judge  who  tried  the  ease,  tb 
Lord  Chief  Justices  of  the  Queen's  B<iA 
and  the  Common  Pleas,  and  the  L<* 
Chancellor;   and,  if  it  should  apyetft 
them  that  fresh  evidence  had  neea  i^ 
covered,  then  they  could  advise  the  C^ 
to  interpose.     He  (Mr.  Drummond)' 
not  seek  to  interfere  with  the  pterQ^ 
of  the  Crown.  The  Sov^^gn  might  ^ 
the  whole  regiment  of  HoneGnaras  ^^ 
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his  oim  mm^j  aA  least  iUrty  p^rsous 
Wosgfat  op  to  reoeiFe  a  sentance  of  death 
that  was  never  intended  to  be  carried  out. 
Subsequentlj  the  ceremonj  of  sentencing 
to  deau  in  soch  cases  as  those  to  which 
he  alladed  was  dispensed  with»  and  the 
sentence  morelj  recorded  in  the  books  of 
the  Conrt.  There  had  been  no  ezecntion 
in  the  conntry,  eicopt  for  wilful  murder* 
ssTing  in  one  case,  since  1841.  That  ex« 
eeptional  case  had  been  allvded  to  by  his 
boa.  Friend.  He  (Mr.  Hadfield)  rejoiced 
that  he  was  not  the  nan  with  whom  the 
responsibility  of  Palmer's  death  rested. 
At  the  same  time  he  admitted  that  the 
power  to  reprieve  coold  not  be  placed  in 
better  hands  than  those  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  at  present  filled  the  office  of 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hoine  Depart- 
ment. To  assent  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  W.  Ewart)  wonld 
be  to  follow  the  course  which  was  com- 
menced by  those  great  men,  Sir  Samuel 
Romilly,  Sir  James  Macintosh,  and  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  with  whom  he  would  now 
associate^  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfties. 
The  passing  of  sentence  of  death  frequent* 
ly  gave  rise  to  the  most  painAil  scenes 
in  conrt  There  were  instances  of  mere 
children  baring  been  tried  and  conricted  to 
capital  punishment.  In  one  of  those  cases 
Mr.  Justice  TalAmrd  covered  his  face  with 
hia  handa  and  sank  bad^  upon  his  seat 
with  grief.  It  was  dcairiMe  the  Commit- 
tee  Mould  be  granted  to  ascertain  whether 
the  punishment  of  death  had  been  instru- 
mental in  procuring  that  which  its  advo- 
eatea  auppoaed  to  be  aecomplished  by 
ibia  severe  punishment,  or  whether  it  had 
sot  a  contrary  effsct,  and  a  tendency  to 
iMQtalise  society  at  large.  He  therefore 
teuated  the  House  wouM  grant  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Ma.  DBUMMOKD  said,  he  would  ven* 
iare  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  for  a 
few  minutes-— not  certainly  with  the  pre- 
•vmptuotta  idea  of  interfering  to  conrert 
puUm  <^imi,  beeauae  he  had  not  the 
pteanmmon  to  imagine  that,  in  the  year 
l&56v  nir  the  irst  time  since  the  creation 
^  the  worU,  men  were  about  to  learn  how 
they  shonU  punish  for  crime.  Men  hav- 
ing* through  all  ages  and  at  all  times 
coniinoed  Uie  punishment  of  death,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  numstrous  presump- 
tion to  paas  so  sweeping  a  censure  upon 
all  that  had  been  done  In  former  times. 
The  hon.  Mover  had  stated  that  aa  it  was 
impoasible  to  j^fevent  the  course  of  justice 
iMmg  seaarfsnaHy  impeded  and  the  judg- 


menta  of  tribnnals  defeated,  tharelloM  capi^ 
tal  punishment  should  be  abolished.  A 
Select  Committee  was  asked  for  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  law  imposing  the 
punishment  of  death.  Why,  what  could 
be  the  operation  of  that  law,  if  earried 
out,  but  simply  death  9  That  would  be 
its  c^Mration  if  it  were  aUowed  to  operalef 
but  if  persons  chose  to  intervene  then  ii 
would  not  act  at  all.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  objected  to  the  introdnction  of 
religion  upon  this  matter,  but  nevertheless 
had  the  hardihood  to  declare  that  the 
punishment  <rf  death  was  ecntrarr  to  the 
spirit  and  practice  of  the  Gospel.  But 
surely  there  could  not  be  a  sentence  ex- 
pressed in  plainer  words  than  that  which 
said,  "Whoso  sheddeth  man's  blood  by 
man  shall  his  blood'  be  shed.'^  It  was 
absurd  to  hold  forth  the  BiUe  as  the  re- 
ligion of  Protestants  if  they  were  to  set 
aside  plain  words  which  could  not  be  con- 
troverted, and  upon  whieh  thmr  law  ahould 
be  founded,  It  waa  argued,  however, 
that  the  words  applied  to  a  Jewish  people 
and  not  to  Christians  ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Brummond)  had  heard  of  a  bishop,  some-> 
what  fiimous  in  Christian  history,  who, 
when  a  man  tcdd  him  a  lie,  immediately 
struck  him  dead,  and  so  far  from  repenting 
of  the  act  soon  after  administered  the  same 
punishment  to  that  man's  wife  for  a  simi- 
lar oftnce.  What  would  Exeter  Hall  say 
if  a  bishop  were  now  to  strike  a  man  dead 
for  a  lie  9  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W. 
Ewart)  said  that  the  evil  of  punishment  of 
death  was  its  uncertainty.  Why,  what 
could  be  so  certam  t  The'  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant,  perhaps,  it  was  not  with  cer- 
tainty carried  into  effect.  Was  that  what 
he  meant?  And  he  proposed  to  substitute 
for  this  punishment  <^  oeaih  perpetual  im- 
prisonment. Had  the  hon.  Gentleman  any 
argument  to  show  that  that  punishment 
of  perpetual  imprisonment  would  be  with 
certainty  carriea  into  eflbct  ?  The  same 
argument  on  the  ground  of  uncertainty 
would  apply  against  any  other  species  of 
punishment  as  well  as  against  that  of  capi- 
tal punishment.  The  hon*  Gentleman  had 
appealed  to  the  opinion  of  jurors.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who  acted  with 
him  had  told  juries  to  prepare  themselves. 
That  was  the  effect  or  their  glorious 
teaching }  that  was  the  effect  of  their 
poisoning  the  public  mind.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  promised  them  increased  drili- 
satioD  and  increased  intelligence  if  they 
put  an  end  to  pnnbhment  by  death.  He 
aaid  that  the  sdenee  of  poiaen  had  made 
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opinion  that  it  it  contrary  to  the  Gospel  to 
infliet  capital  panishment  for  any  crime. 
The  hon.  Member  has  two  alternatives — 
either  to  admit  the  theological  grounds, 
and  encounter  those  who  object,  on  al- 
leged scriptural  grounds,  even  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  abolishing  capital 
punishment  for  murder,  or  to  reject  the 
theological  grounds,  and  give  up  the  sup- 
port of  those  who  petition  for  its  abolition 
as  objectionable  and  unlawful,  because  in 
their  view  it  is  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Gospel.  One  other  preliminary  observa- 
tion as  to  these  petitions — a  good  many 
hare  been  presented  for  the  total  abolition 
of  the  punishment  of  death,  and  none  have 
been  presented  against  such  abolition. 
Now,  1  will  admit  that  if  it  were  a  case  of 
an  ordinary  kind,  a  strong  inference  might 
be  drawn  that  public  opinion  ran  strongly 
in  one  direction,  and  that  it  was  the  gene- 
ral desire  of  the  country  that  capital  pun- 
ishment should  be  abolislied.  That  in- 
ference cannot,  however,  be  legitimately 
drawn  in  this  instance.  There  are  num- 
bers of  persons  who,  actuated  no  doubt  by 
feelings  of  humanity,  devote  their  time  and 
their  best  exertions  to  procure  the  abolition 
of  the  punishment  of  death.  They  get  up 
petitions  upon  the  subject.  Many  of  the 
petitions  bear  so  great  a  similarity  to  one 
another  that,  in  fact,  they  are  almost 
stereotyped  in  the  same  terms.  They  ex* 
press,  no  doubt,  the  opinions  of  those  who 
sign  them.  But  a  feeling  of  humanity  in 
men's  minds  deters  them  from  asking  that 
capital  punishment  shall  be  enforced,  and 
thus  it  is  that  in  particular  cases  importu- 
nity is  always  one-sided.  As  long  as  a  man 
is  suspected  of  being  guilty  of  an  atrocious 
murder  the  feeling  of  the  people  is  against 
the  criminal  and  with  the  law.  They  are 
anxious  that  no  means  shall  be  omitted 
which  can  insure  the  conviction  of  the  pri- 
soner, if  he  be  guilty  of  the  crime  of  which 
he  is  charged.  But  the  moment  he  is  con- 
yicted  and  sentenced  to  punishment,  be  it 
death  or  transportation,  a  certain  number 
immediately  sympathise  with  the  criminal, 
look  upon  him  as  an  object  of  pity,  and 
exert  themselves  to  obtain  a  commuta- 
tion or  remission  of  his  sentence;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  no  one  petitions  that 
the  person  on  whom  sentence  is  passed 
shall  not  be  recommended  to  mercy. 
Public  feeling  is  not  expressed  accurately. 
The  opinion  against  remission  is,  in  many 
cases,  strongly  but  silently  entertained. 
Do  not  let  us,  therefore,  suppose  that 
the  real  feeling  of  the  people  is  ex- 
pressed by  petitions  on  this  subject.  One 
Sir  Oeorge  Orey 


other  preliminsry  observation.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Hadfield] 
enumerated  the  names  of  great  men  who 
assisted  benevolent  persons  like  the  boo. 
Member  for  Dumfries  in  their  exertions  to 
mitigate  the  severity  of  the  criminal  law, 
he  mentioned  those  of  Sir  Samuel  Romillr 
and  Sir  Robert  Peel  ;  but  history  and 
Parliamentary  records  prove  that,  althoogh 
they  were  favourable  to  removing  capiul 
punishment  from  a  great  many  crimes,  tbe 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  error  in  aopposing 
they  were  adiong  those  who  ask  that  is 
the  case  of  a  person  guilty  of  the  atrocious 
crime  of  murder  he  shall  not  Buffer  death 
as  the  punishment  of  that  offence.  Uj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dnmfriei 
placed  this  question  on  the  ground  of  ex- 
pediency, and  asked,  is  it  desirable  to  re- 
tain the  punishment  of  death  for  murder  \ 
He  has  defined  what  he  conceives  punish* 
ment  ought  always  to  comprise.  He  said, 
first,  that  it  should  be  effective  for  tbc  re- 
pression of  crime;  secondly,  that  it  shoaM 
be  equal;  thirdly,  that  it  should  be  certain; 
and,  fourthly,  that  it  should  be  revoeable. 
Following  those  points,  relying  chte^y  oa 
the  first — namely,  the  efficiency  of  the  poo- 
ishment,  I  must  express  my  opinion — to 
opinion  which  I  strongly  entertain,  which 
is  confirmed  more  and  more  by  reference 
to  statistical  records,  and  which  rest»  on 
the  inward  conviction  of  every  man's  miad, 
that  is  not  capable  of  being  refuted — tUat 
the  punishment  of  death  is  looked  to  with 
greater  dread  than  any  other  ponisfament. 
and  is  more  effectual  than  any  other  in  r^ 
pressing  crime.  I  observe  that,  at  the 
meeting  hold  in  the  City  yesterday,  from 
which  a  petition  has  to-night  been  pr^ 
sented,  it  was  stated  as  evidence  of  its  in- 
efficiency, that  whereas  all  those  crimen 
with  regard  to  which  the  punishment  of 
death  was  repealed  had  diminished,  tbe 
crime  of  murder,  for  which  it  was  i«taine4 
had  increased.  Now  without  going  into 
statistics,  I  may  state  at  once  that  tbe 
contrary  is  the  fact.  My  hon.  Frievi 
must  give  me  leave  to  state  to  him,  thst 
he  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that  his  sta- 
tistics warrant  the  conclusion  that  the  abo- 
lition of  capital  punishment  baa  caased  a 
diminution  in  the  number  of  those  offences 
to  which  the  penalty  of  death  was  at  cr^ 
time  attached.  Not  only  is  that  not  trae. 
but  the  very  reverse  is  the  fact,  ^e^ 
beries,  burglaries,  and  other  felonies  of  i^ 
secondary  class  have  increased  in  number, 
and  progressively  so,  since  the  punishmeBt 
of  death  has  been  abrogated.  The  eritske 
of  murder,  on  the  contrary,  baa  leoiaiiied 
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about  stationary,  but  stationary,  be  it  re- 
membered,  in    relation    to  a  population 
^'hich  is  rapidly  increasing.     The  number 
of  persons,  committed  not  conricted,  on 
charges  of  murder  in  the  year  1 845,  was 
sixty-five  ;  in  1854  it  was  sixty-two.     The 
difference  is  scarcely  appreciable,  yet  the 
population  had  increased  in  the  interim  by 
nearly  2,000,000.     Some  of  the  interme- 
diate years  show  a  trifling  excess,  but  it  is 
80  very  small  as  scarcely  to  admit  of  its 
being  taken  into  Calculation,  .and  upon  the 
tvhole  we  are  justified  in  estimating  that 
the  crime  of  murder  is  rather  upon  the  de- 
crease than   the.  increase.      This   shows 
that,  let  theorists  say  what  they  will,  the 
fear  of  an  ignominious  death  as  the  punish- 
ment of  murder  does  deter  some  persons 
from  the  perpetration  of  that  awful  crime. 
Kor  let  it  be  supposed  that  there  is  any 
intention  to  exempt    women    frohi    that 
punishment.      During  the  last  ten  years 
fourteen  women  have  been   executed  for 
murder,  and  of  these  I  grieve  to  say  that  ten 
forfeited  their  lives  during  the  period  that 
I  have  held  the  office  of  Home  Secretary. 
In  the  year  1849  no  fewer  than  ^ye  women 
were  brought  to  the  scafibld.     This  being 
the  state  of  the  case,  I  hope  that  no  erro- 
neous opinion  will  get  abroad  that  women 
may  corntuit  milrder  with  impunity.     The 
next  point  on  which  my  hon.  Friend  in- 
sisted  waS}   that   punishment    should    be 
equal,  and  in  this  respect  he  deems  the 
penalty  of  death  defective.     He  told  us 
that   some  criminals   go   to   the   scaffold 
without  appearing  to  feel  their  dreadful 
position — that  they  are  obdurate,  harden- 
ed,  impenitent,  and  were  anxious  to  be 
regarded  as  heroes ;  whereas  others  are  so 
overcome  with  shame  and  terror  that  at 
last  they  lose  motion  and  consciousness, 
and  have  almost  to  be  dragged  to  the  gal- 
Iowa.  But  can  my  hon.  Friend  suggest  any 
punishment,  whether  transportation,  impri- 
sonmenty  or  penal  servitude,  whidh  will  not 
be    liable  to  this  objection  of  inequality  ? 
ir  jou  sentence  to  transportation  a  man 
Aurronndcd  by  all   the   luxuries  of   life, 
having  a  wife,  children,  and  friends,  to  all 
oF     whom  he  is    tenderly  attached,   the 
pnnishment  will  certainly  fall  upon  him 
vv'itb   crashing  severity ;    but  it   will  not 
[lave  the  same  effect  on  a  man  in  humble 
iTo^  who,  unmarried  and  childless,  has  no 
Viends  and  relations  for  whom  he  cares. 
PbiS  objection  of  inequality,  therefore,  is 
»ne    which  applies  with  eqilal  cogency  to 
l11  Icinds  of  punishment  as  well  as  that  of 
leath  ;  therefore,  the  idea  of  an  absolute 
^atxa»lity  of  punishment  is  altogether  Uto- 


pian.    But  then  my  hon.  Friend  urges  the 
argument  of  **  certainty,"  and   contends 
that  the  particular  punishment  annexed  to 
an  offence  ought  in  every  case  to  be  in- 
flicted.     Now,    Sir,   that   is   a   doctrine 
which   would    be    found  very  difficult  of 
application.     The  law  of  itself  affords  a 
very  liberal  discretion  to  Judges  as  to  the 
period  of  imprisonment  or  penal  servitude 
that  may  be  awarded  for  a  stated  off'ence. 
That  which  is  ih  the  eye  of  the  law  the 
very  same  crime  may  be  visited  with  pun> 
ishment  of  very  differetit  degrees  according 
to  the  varying  cireumstances  of  each  par- 
ticular case.     And  so  with  regard  to  mur< 
der ;  it  is  impossible  to  oterlook  the  vast 
difference  in  the  degrees  of  guilt  that 
two  cases  may  present.     We  may  ima' 
gine  a  case  of  the  most  deliberate  and 
cold-blooded  assassination,   and   we  may 
picture  to  ourselves  another  case  where, 
though  the  jury  found  the  prisotier  guilty 
of  murdet*,    his  offence  tras,  in  point  of 
fact,  scarcely  distinguishable  fh>in   man- 
slaughter.    If  by  "certainty,"  then,  you 
mean  that,  without  reference  to  the  dis- 
tinctive circumstances,  the  same  punish- 
ment shall  in  each  case  be  inflicted,  you 
will  lay  down  a  rule  which  will  be  produc- 
tive of  great  injustice.     It  is  no  uncom- 
mon occurrence  that,  even  after  the  trial 
has  terminated,  circumstances  not  known 
at  the  time  come  unexpectedly  to  light, 
which  justify   an   exercise  of  the  Royal 
clemency  on  behalf  of  the  condemned  per- 
son.    If  this  be  an  etil,  will  it  be  feme- 
died  by  substituting  imprisonment  or  trans- 
portation for  capital    punishment  ?     As< 
suredly  not,  for  the  Royal  prerogative  will 
remain  untouched.     My  hon.  Friend  advo- 
cates the  infliction  of  such  a  punishment  as 
imprisonment  for  life  ift  the  case  of  murder, 
making  it  irrevocable  and  irremediable,  and 
yet — strange   inconsistency  ! — he  objects 
to  capital  punishment  for  the  very  same 
reason.     The  theory  is,  that  a  sentence  of 
imprisonment  has  this  adtantage  over  one 
of  capital  punishmetit,  that  it  may  be  re- 
voked in  the  event  of  its  being  discovered 
that  the  verdict  was  unjust ;  yet  my  hon. 
Friend,  fh)m  the  tenor  of  his  arguments, 
would  destroy  that  theory  and  doom  to 
imprisonment  without  hope  of  emancipa^ 
tion.     With  regard  to  juries  it  appears  to 
me  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  rery  much 
over-stated  his  case.     He  would  have  us 
belieye  that  one  of  the  consequences  of 
annexing  capital  ptmishtnent  to  the  criitie 
of  murder  is  that  juries  frequently  refuse 
to  convict,  even  on  the  clearest  evidence. 
There  may  have  been  a  few  such  cases — 
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though  for  my  own  part  I  know  of  none— ^ 
but  I  am  Bure  that  it  is  true  as  a  general 
rule  that*  where  the  OTidenee  is  clear  and 
conclusiYCy  and  when  it  has  been  laid  be- 
fore the  jury  with  that  lucidity,  happily  so 
characteristic  of  the  charges  of  English 
Judges,  juries  return  a  conscientious  ver- 
dict,  and  do  not  disregard   the    solemn 
obligation  of  their  oath  through  a  disin- 
clination to  pronounce  a  verdict  the  con- 
sequence of  which  may  be  death  to  the 
prisoner.     No  doubt  the  knowledge  that 
such  may  be  the  result  of  the  verdict  may 
make  juries  and  even  Judges  more  willing 
to  present  a  case  to  their  own  mind  in  the 
point  of  view  most  favourable  to  the  nc- 
cused,  so  that  they  may  avoid  a  mistake 
that  can  never  be  remedied.     There  have 
been  many  cases  in  which  the  line  between 
murder  and  manslaughter — being  a  very 
nice  one — a  verdict  of  manslaughter,  al- 1 
though  the  evidence  might  have  justified  | 
1^  verdict  of  murder,  has  been  returned ; 
but  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  ends  of 
justice   have   been    defeated    by  such   a 
result.      In   that  event,   the  punishment 
indicted   is   what  my  hon.  Friend   would 
award  in  every  instance — that  of  penal 
servitude,   or    transportation,    and    gene- 
rally for  life.     The  emotion  manifested 
by  Judges  in  sentencing  prisoners  to  death 
has  really  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 
It  must  be  distressing  to  a  Judge  to  doom 
a  fellow-creature  to  an  ignominious  death 
on  the  scaffold ;  but  my  hon.  Friend  has 
failed  to  mention  any  occason  on  which  a 
Judge  has  shrunk  from  the  performance 
of  that  duty,  however  painful  it  may  be. 
With  respect  to  the  office  of  Home  Secre- 
tary, which  I  have  the  honour  to  hold,  I 
admit  with   the  hon.   Member  for  West 
Surrey  (Mr.  Drummond)  that  there  can  be 
no   duty  more  painful  than  that  of  re- 
ceiving the  importunate  applications  made 
for   mercy  between  the  time  of  passing 
sentence  and  that  of  .carrying  it  into  ef- 
fect ;  and  assuredly  there  is  no  duty  which 
requires    to    be    more    firmly   performed 
than  that  which  involves  the  careful  ex- 
amination of  the  grounds  on  which  such 
applications  are  urged.     In  cases  of  this 
nature  the  Home  Secretary,  assisted  by  that 
legal  advice  which  is  always  available,  puts 
himself  in  communication  with  the  Judge 
who  presided  at  the  trial.     In  the  great 
majority  of  cases  there  are  no  difficulties. 
If  the  evidence  at  the  trial  was  incontro- 
vertible, and  if  the  application  does  not 
rest  upon  matters  whicn  have  subsequently 
come  to  light,  but  simply  upon  the  general 
objections  which  certain  well-meaning  per- 
Sir  George  Orey 


sons  entertain  towards  capital  punishment 
in  any  form  and  under  any  circumstances, 
the  course  to  be  taken  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary is  clear  and  does  not  admit  of  doubt. 
Other  cases  there  are,  in  which  the  Judge 
represents  to  the  Government  that  there 
are  circumstances  which  render  it  advisable 
that  the  extreme  penalty  should  not  be 
inflicted,  and  in  such  cases  the  Secretur 
of  State  is  in  a  great  measure  rdiefed 
from  responsibility.  But  no  doubt  the 
duty  and  responsibility  of  the  SecretsTj 
of  State  have  been  much  increased  bj  a 
humane  alteration  of  the  law  made  in  the 
last  year  of  the  reign  of  William  IV., 
when  a  Bill  was  passed  repealing  tin 
law  by  which  it  was  provided  that  in 
cases  of  murder  the  sentence  should  be 
carried  into  effect  on  the  next  day  bit 
one  after  conviction.  At  that  time  there 
were  not  the  same  facilities  of  locomotien 
as  at  present,  and  in  many  instances  tbe 
law  precluded  the  possibility  of  an  appeal 
to  the  Home  Office ;  the  sentence  hanni: 
been  carried  into  effect  before  it  could  be 
known  to  the  Secretary  of  State  to  ba^e 
been  passed.  There  is  now  a  eonsidenble 
interval  between  the  sentence  and  exee*i* 
tion,  during  which  strong  representatioiK 
and  statements  of  facts,  or  alleged  facts, 
are  sometimes  laid  before  the   Secretsrr 

• 

of  State,  even  within  a  few  days  of  tbe 
execution,  and  which,  if  tme,  may  Yost 
an  important  bearing  on  the  guilt  or  inno- 
cence of  the  prisoner.  Such  memorials  are 
referred  to  the  Judge  who  presided  at  tbe 
trial,  with  a  request  that  he  will  send  his 
report  on  the  subject.  An  instance  of  this 
occurred  within  my  own  official  experience. 
Great  difficulty  presented  itself  in  dealing 
with  the  statements  founded  npon  affidavit 
made  to  the  Home  Office,  and  the  conviet 
was  respited  for  a  week,  ati  intimation 
being  given  at  the  same  time  to  the  pri- 
son authorities,  to  be  communicated  tn 
the  convict,  that  this  step  did  not  justtfj 
any  expectation  that  the  sentence  wouU 
be  remitted,  but  was  only  intended  tt> 
enable  the  truth  of  the  repreaentatiess 
made  in  favour  of  the  convict  to  br 
properly  investigated.  In  8(^30  cases  c/ 
that  kind  it  has  turned  ont  that  the  a£- 
davits  were  good  for  nothing,  their  alle^ 
tions  breaking  down  as  soon  as  they  ras^ 
to  be  investigated  before  the  magistva^es 
on  the  spot,  and  tbe  sentence  Iras  there- 
fore executed.  In  some  instances,  bow- 
ever,  statements  of  the  previous  histt^rj  of 
the  criminal,  of  the  peculiar  cireumstaBce» 
under  which  the  crime  was  committed,  ai^C- 
other  considerations  which  cannot  be 
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easily  explained,  have  been  brought  under 
the  attention  of  the  QoTomment,  and  re- 
•eived  that  weight  to  which  they  were  en- 
titled.    Some  deference  must  also  be  paid 
to  public  opinion,  which  cannot  be  wholly 
disregarded  without  enlisting  the  sympathy 
of  the  people  on  behalf  of  the  criminal  and 
against  the  law ;  and  the  rule,  therefore, 
to  be  obserred  is  so  to  administer  the  law 
that  public  opinion  shall  go  along  with  its 
enforcement,  and  that  where  a  prisoner  has 
suffered  the  extreme  penalty  it  may  be 
generally  felt  that  nothing  that  told  in  his 
favour  was  overlooked,  and  that  his  execu- 
tion was  fully  justified.    At  the  same  time, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  can 
suggest  a  mode  by  which  the  responsibility 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  be  lessened, 
he  will  confer  a  very  great  boon  on  the  occu- 
pant of  an  onerous  oflSce.    Tet  I  know  not 
how  that  responsibility  can  be  transferred 
to  other  hands,  and  therefore,  while  I  hold 
my  present  situation,  1  can  only  say  that 
I  shall  continue  to  exercise  the  power  in- 
truited  to  me  impartially,  firmly,  and  to 
the  best  of  my  ability,  with  an  earnest 
desire  to  render  the  law  efficacious  for 
the  repression  of  crime.     My  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  W.  Ewart)  says  that  as  the  science 
of  chemistry  ad?ances  the  difficulty  of  de- 
tecting murder  b}"*  poisoning  will  increase. 
That  is  a  most  dangerous  doctrine;  but, 
Lappily,  it  has  no  solid  foundation.     The 
crime  of  poisoning  by  arsenic  used  to  be 
very  common,  but  it  has  been  checked, 
because  the  progress  of  chemical  research 
enables  it  to  be  discovered  with  certainty. 
Such,  I  believe,  will  be  the  case  with  other 
poisons,  and  I  maintain  that  the  chances  of 
detection  are  infinitely  augmented,  not  di- 
minished, by  the  improvements  of  science. 
I    need  not  touch  on  public  executions, 
aioce  they  do  not  enter  into  the  question 
whether  or  not  the  punishment  of  death 


ought  to  be  retained.     The  objection  that   ticular  year,  the  want  of  occupation  for  its 


executions  are  vindictive,  retaliatory,  and 
revengeful,  if  it  has  any  force,  applies 
equally  to  every  other  mode  of  punish- 
ment.    How  is  there  more  of  a  retaliatory 
spirit  evinced  in  putting  to  death  a  man 
-who  has  taken  away  the  life  of  a  fcllow- 
creature  than  in  immuring  him  in  a  prison 
for  life?    My  hon.  Friend  himself  says  the 
latter  is  the  severer  punishment  of  the  two. 
Jf  that  be  so,  according  to  his  own  argu- 
ment his  substitute  for  the  punishment  of 
death  must  be  more  revengeful.     My  hon. 
Friend  has,  in  my  opinion,  adduced  no- 
thiog  from  the  example  of  other  countries 


is  the  punishment  which  men  most  dread, 
and  that  it  is  the  right  and  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  State  to  inflict  it  for  wilful 
and  deliberate  murder.  On  these  grounds 
1  hope  the  House  will  not  accede  to  this 
Motion. 

Mr.  LIDDELL   said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumfries   had   urged  as  a 
strong   reason,   in  favour  of  his   Motion 
for  a  Committee,  the  difficulty  of  bringing 
public  opinion  to  bear  upon  the  question — 
that  was  to  say,  unanimously ;  but  where 
was  the  country  in  which  free  discussion 
existed  to  such  an  extent,  and  where  could 
public  opinion  be  brought  to  bear  upon  any 
question  by  means  of  an  unshackled  press, 
more  powerfully  than  here?      The  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  have  confounded  pub- 
lic opinion  with  private  judgment,  and  not 
to  have  allowed  the  weight  to  which  they 
were  entitled  to  the  opinions  of  our  law- 
givers, and  to  the  customs  and  usages  of 
the  country  in  reference  to  this  question. 
Now,  Judge  Blackstone,  a  great  autho- 
rity upon  this  subject,  said,  that  when  the 
question  arose  whether  death   might   be 
lawfully  inflicted,  the  wisdom  of  the  law 
had  to  decide  it,  and  that  to  this  public 
judgment  or  decision  all  private  judgment 
must  submit,  or  else  there  was  an  end 
to  the  first  principles  of  all  society  and 
government.      The  onus  pi'ohandi  rested 
on  tho  assailants  of  the  existing  law,  who 
were  bound  to  show  that  some  other  mode 
of  punishment  than  death  would  operate 
as  a  greater  preventive  of  murder.     Those 
who  were  in   favour  of  the  abolition  of 
capital  punish nient  did  so  upon  the  ground 
that  statistics  proved  that  it  did  not  act 
as  a  preventive  of  crime.-    But  the  House 
should  consider,  in  regard  to  these  sta- 
tistics, how  mnny  things  Acted  upon  the 
sources  and  causes  of  crime.    The  circum- 
stances of  a  county,  its  state  in  any  par- 


inhabitants — all  these  things  tended  ma- 
terially to  aflect  the  calendar  of  crime. 
Consequently,  such  statistics  were  not  very 
safe  or  reliable  guides  for  legislation  upon 
the  subject.  After  some  further  obser- 
vations, which  the  continuous  calls  for  a 
division  rendered  altogether  inaudible,  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  stating  that 
he  should  vote  against  the  Motion. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  debate  to  close  without  offering 
his  tribute  of  thanks  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dumfries  for  bringing  this 
subject  again  under  the  consideration  of 


that  should  prevail  upon  us  to  depart  from   the  House.     The  question  was  a  most  im- 
our  eatabliahed  law.     I  believe  that  death  portant  one,  and  although  it  might  not  bo 
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popular  in  that  House,  he  hod  no  hesitation 
in  ayowiDg  it  as  his  conscientious  opinion 
that  capital    puniishroents   were  contrary 
alike  to  the  law  of  God,  the  spirit  of  the 
Christiaa  religion,   and  to  sound  •policy. 
The  object  of  punishment  must  be  either 
to  reform  the  criminal,  make  reparation  to 
society  for  the  injury  done,  or  to  deter 
others  from  the  commission  of  crime,  by 
the  example  affordeil.     It  could  easily  be 
shown  that  capital  punishment  did  not  pror 
duce  any  such  results.    It  was  recorded  as 
a  fact  that  out  of  167  persons  who  had 
been  sentenoed  to  death,  164  had  witnessed 
executions.     Formerly,  men  wero  hanged 
for  forgery  and  many  other  minor  offences. 
The  improTement  in  public  opinion  on  this 
subject  might  be  illustrated  by  a  case  that 
oeeurred  in  the  year  18l4»  when  a  man 
was  executed  at  Ohelmsford,  in  Essex,  for 
cutting  down  a  cherry-tree.     It  was   re- 
ported that  the  Judge  on  that  trial  ob- 
served, that  a  man  who  would  cut  down  a 
tree  maliciously,  would  not  hesitate  to  kill 
a  man.     No  Judge  at  this  day  would  utter 
such  a  sentimept.     He  trusted  that  public 
opinion  would  improve  still  further,  until 
the  punishment  of  death  was  finally  abo- 
lished.    In  his    opinion    it  was    of   the 
greatest  importance  that  the  laws  and  in- 
stitutions of  a  country  should  cherish  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  a  feeling  of  the  sacred- 
ness  of  human  life,  and  he  believed  that  in 
proportion  as  capital  punishments  had  been 
abolished  public  feeling  had  been  improved. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Surrey  made  no  allowance  for  the  improved 
spirit  of  the  age,  and  according  to  his  doc- 
trine,  burning,   hanging,   and    gibbeting 
alive  were  to  be.  sanctioned  because  they 
had  been  practised  in  former  times.     The 
hon.  Member   says,   the   scriptural  com- 
mand, ''Whoso  shcddeth  man*s  blood  by 
man  shall  his  blood  be   shed,*'  is  in  his 
opinion  as  plain  as  words  can   make  it. 
He  (Mr.  Brotherton)  had  the  best  autho- 
rity ifor  declaring  that  that  text  was  not  a 
command  but  simply  a  declaration  of  the 
principle  of  retributive  justice.     That  it 
was  no  more  to  be  taken  as  a  justification 
of  the  punishment  of  death  than  the  words 
of  our  Saviour,  when  he  said,  "  He  that 
takes  the  sword  will  perish  by  the  sword," 
or  **  With  what  measure  ye  mete  to  others 
it  will  be  measured  to  you  again."     If  the 
text  were  to  be  taken  in  the  sense  in  which 
it  was  commonly  understood,  one  pnurder 
would  lead  directly  to  another,  and  in  that 
case  where  was  blood-shedding  to  end  ? 
He  believed  that  if  he  had  the  opportunity 
he  could  show  that  the  text  of  the  Old 
Mr,  Brotherton 


Testament,   on    which  the   advocates  of 
capital  punishment  relied,  might  be  very 
differently   interpreted.     The   sane    God 
gave  the  laws  of  the  Old  Testament  that 
gave  the  laws  of  the  New  ;  and  be  would 
not  contradict  himself,  he  would  act  say, 
"Thou   shalt  not  kill."   and   aRerwaids 
ordain  that  the  disobedient  child,  the  Sab- 
bath-breaker, or,  if  an  ox  killed  a  man  the 
owner  should  be  put  to  death.     **  Putting 
to  death  "  could  not  mean  in  Scriptore  the 
taking  of  the  natural  life ;  in  many  cases 
it  meant  excommunication.     The  erinies 
which  were  formerly  punished  by  death, 
and  which  are  no  longer  ao  pnntsked  ban 
pot  increased,  but  decreased,  since  that 
punishment  was  abolished,  and  he  beliend 
that  there  waa  a  growing  psblic  opinioa, 
that  crime  diminished  in  proportion  to  the 
mildness  of  the  laws.     The    State    hsd 
power  over  the  civil,  but  it  had  no  right  to 
take  the  natural  life.     Man  had  not  the 
right  to  destroy  his  own  life,  and  he  bad 
no  right  to  delegate  that  power   to  the 
State.     Believing    that    many   important 
facts  might  be  brought  before  a   Select 
Committee  proving  that  publio  ezecntioas 
were  demoralising  by  their  example,  sad 
did  not  deter  from^  crime,  he  ahonld  eor- 
dially    support  the  Motion  of    his    hen. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries. 

Mr.  WAKNER  said,  he  most  complais 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,   the  Home 
Secretary,  had  misrepresented  the  Motioa 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  Ewart).     He 
treated  it  as  if  it  had  been  for  the  total 
and  immediate  abolition  of  capital  pnnitb- 
ment.     If  this  had  been  ita  object,  be  for 
one  could  never  have  given  it  his  support 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  pnniahment  of 
death  could  be  abolished  in  the  present 
state  of  society  in  this  country.    He  hoped 
the  time  might  come  when  it  would  be 
still  more  seldom  resorted  to,  or  perhaps 
even  abolished  altogether.     In  the  mean- 
time it  was  most  desirable  to  con«der  of 
the  means  which   were  in  our  power  xe 
provide  a  substitute  in  secondary  pnnifb- 
ments.      At  present  there   was   no  eer> 
tainty  in  our  secondary  punishments.    We 
must  find  means  to  overcome  the  difficult 
connected  with  transportation.     We  most 
be  prepared  to  provide  a  system  of  seres? 
imprisonment.     We  might  not  find  it  s^ 
cessary  to  adopt  imprisonment  for  ]^ 
with  periodical  corporal  punishment,  thssg^ 
he  believed  that  had  been  tried  with  ss^ 
cess  in  some  countries.     But  we  moft,st 
least,  introduce   solitary  confinement  ^ 
life,  without  any  hope  of  pardon.    Tht^ 
were  importaiit  questions  for  a  Conisittc^ 
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to  eoniider.  Perfaape  thej  might  also 
devise  some  improfemeiit  in  the  manoer 
of  oaptCal  puoishments,  as  loog  as  we 
were  eompelled  to  oontinae  them.  He 
did  not  speak  of  pri?ate  execution.  No 
one,  be.helieved,  nad  erer  recommended 
private  execution.  What  had  heen  often 
proposed  here,  and  had  heen  tried  in  some 
States  of  America,  was  executions  within 
the  walls  of  the  prison,  taking  place,  not 
privately,  hut  hefore  a  numerous  jury  of 
witneases.  For  these  reasons  he  would 
support  the  Motion.  He  was  sorry  that 
the  theological  question  had  heen  intro- 
duced into  the  debate.  There  was  little 
foroe  in  the  arguments  from  it  on  either 
aide.  He  maintained,  that  those  who 
possessed  the  Sovereign  power  in  every 
country,  he  they  kings  or  people,  had  the 
power  of  life  and  death  delegated  to  them 
by  Proridence.  They  were  l^und  to  make 
such  laws  as  they  believed  would  best 
secure  the  great  interests  of  the  State, 
and  they  were  responsible  only  to  God 
mnd  to  their  own  cimscienoes.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Legislature  of  this  country,  he 
would  never  consent  to  abdicate  the  right 
and  the  responsibility  which  belonged  to 
it.  If  they  did  this,  they  would  deserve 
to  lose  their  place  among  the  nations,  and 
the  high  character  they  held  for  the  justice 
of  the  laws,  and  the  uprightness  of  their 
administration.  But  there  was  room  for 
inquiry,  how  far  these  laws  could  be  im- 
proved, and  with  that  riew  he  should  give 
hia  vote  for  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put,  "  That 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  Law  imposing 
the  Punishment  of  Death." 

The  House  divided:  for  the  Motion  : — 
Ayes  64 ;  Noes  158 :  Majority  94. 

LtU  of  the  Ayss. 


Adair,  H.  E. 
Aicoek,  T. 
BaniM,T. 
Bell,  J. 
Biggi.  W. 
Bignold,  Sir  S. 
Blakemore,  T.  W.  B. 
Brotheiion,  J. 
BrowD,  W. 
Chambers,  T. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Cogan,  W.  II.  F. 
Cowmn,  0. 
Croetlef ,  F. 
Currie,  R. 
Pe  Vere,  S.  E. 
I>uDcan,  6. 
KwMTi,  J.  C. 
Fagan,  W. 


Ferguson,  J. 
FitzGerald,  Sir  J. 
Foreter,  C. 
Fox,  W.  J. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Greene,  J. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Hey  wood,  J. 
Hindloy,  C. 
Holland,  £. 
Hatohlns,  £.  J. 
Ilutt,  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
Jackson,  W. 
KeUy,  Sir  F. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Langton,  II.  G. 
Laslett,  W. 


i^oe,  w. 
M'Mahon,  P. 
Maguire,  J.  F. 
Meagher,  T. 
Miall.  £. 
Milligan,  R. 
Miobell,  W. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Monti,  G.  F. 
Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 
PeUatt,  A. 
Phillimore,  J.  G. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Raynluim,  Visct. 
Richardson,  J.  J. 
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Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Scholeaeld,  W. 
Scobell,  Capt 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Thompson,  G. 
Tborneljr,  T. 
Tite,  W. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Warner,  E. 
Whitbi^ad,  S. 
WUllams,  W. 

niiUBs. 
Ewart,  W. 
Hadfleld,  G. 


List  qf  the  Noes. 


Aoland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Bailey,  Sir  J. 
BaUlie,  H.  J. 
Baines,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
BaU.  £. 

Baring,  rtbn.  Sir  F.T. 
Baring.  T. 
Barrow,  W.  U. 
Baxter,  W.  £. 
Beaamont,  W.  B. 
Beekeit,  W.  F. 
Bellew,  T.  A. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Berkeley,  F.  W.  F. 
Blaok,  A. 
Blackburn,  P. 
Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Bond,  J.  W.  M'G. 
BouTerie,  rt.  hon.  £.  P. 
Bramley-Moore,  J. 
BnimBton,T.  W. 
Brand,  hon.  H. 
Bruce,  Major  C. 
Buckley,  Gen. 
Burrell,  Sir  0.  M. 
Cardwell,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Castlerosae,  Visot. 
CkMskbum,  Sir  A.  J.  £. 
Collier,  R.  P. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Coote.  Sir  C.  H. 
Oorbally,  M.  E. 
Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W.  F. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Davies,  J.  L. 
Deedes,  W. 
Bering,  Sir  E. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Drummond,  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duff,  G.  S. 
Duff,  J. 

Dnnganran,  Visct. 
Dnnlop,  A.  M. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  £.  C. 
Esmonde,  J. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Farrer,  J. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Sir  J. 
FitzGerald,  J.  D. 
Fitxgerald,  W.  R.  S. 


Floyer,  J. 
Fortescue,  C.  S. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Gallwey,  SirW.  P. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Gladstone,  Gapt^ 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 
Grace,  O.  D.  J. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Groenall,  G. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregson,  S. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Uankey,  T. 
Harcourt,  Col. 
Hastie,  Aiehibald 
Heneage,  G.  H. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Hughes,  H.  G. 
Johnstone,  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
KendaU,  N. 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  C: 
Liddell,  hon.  II.  G. 
Lovaine,  Lord 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Mackie,  J. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
MaoGregor,  James 
M*Taggart,  SirJ. 
Malins,  R. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Monck,  Visot. 
Monaell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morris,  D. 
Mowbray,  J.  R. 
Mnrrough,  J.  P. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Newdegate,  G.  N. 
Nisbet,  R.  P. 
Northcote,  Sir  S.  H. 
O'Brien,  P. 
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O'Brien,  Sir  T, 
O'firieo,  J, 
I'aoke,  C.  W, 
Pakington,  r(.hn.  Sir  J. 
Pftlmerston,  Viaot. 
I'atten^Col.W. 
Peel,  Gen. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Percy,  bon.  J.  W. 
Perry,  Sir  T.  E. 
PoBsonby,  hon.  A.  G,  J. 
Pritobard,  J. 
Pugh.  a 
Aepton,  G.  W.  J. 
Kidiey,  G. 
^bertaon,  P.  F. 
Rutboai,  O. 
llasseU,  F.  C.  H. 
Rust,  J. 
Sandon,  Visot. 
Seymoar,  H.  D. 
Sbiriey,  £.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  bon.  &.  V. 
Smith,  A. 
Smollett,  A. 
Spooner,  R. 


r»  Sir  H.  J. 
Strutt,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Swift,  R. 
ToUeoaaoho,  J. 
Tottenham,  0. 
Tyler,  Sir  G. 
Yanoe.  J. 
Vane,  Lord  II. 
Vernon,  G.  £.  H. 
Vivian.  H.  Q. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Waloott,  Adm, 
Walter,  J. 
Whitmore,  H. 
Wilkinson,  W.  A- 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt  hon.  Sir  0. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wyndham,  Gen. 
Wynn,  Lieut.  Col, 
Wynne,  W.  W,  £. 
Wynne,  rt.  hon.  J. 

TXLUtBS. 

Hayter,  rt  hon.  W.  G. 
Mulgrare,  Earl  of 


ADVANCEMENT  OF  SCIENCE. 

Ma.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  would  beg 
to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
what  public  meaBures  conld  be  adoptecl 
to  advance  Bcience,  and*  improve  the  posi- 
tion of  its  cultivators.  Limdon  was  re- 
markable as  a  great  centre  of  soience,  and 
was  distinguished  hy  many  scientific  so- 
cieties. It  was  with  great  pleasure  he  was 
able  to  say  that  Government  had  given 
considerable  attention  to  the  subject.  In 
the  department  of  geology  it  had  insti- 
tuted a  school,  and  it  had  formed  a  de- 
partment of  science  and  art,  which,  was 
placed  under  the  control  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council.  Science  was  thus 
brought  into  connection  with  the  general 
education  of  the  country.  There  were 
schools  already  established,  of  which  the 
most  important  was  the  School  of  Mines, 
in  Jermyn  Street,  which  was  especially 
intended  to  instruct  persons  who  had  the 
control  of  mining  operations.  Many  per- 
Bons»  be  understood,  had  derived  consider- 
able benefit  from  an  attendance  at  that 
excellent  institution.  The  British  Govern- 
ment had  imitated,  in  this  respect,  the 
conduct  of  other  Governments;  for  i|i- 
etance,  that  of  Saxony,  in  which  country 
great  progress  had  been  made  in  conse- 
quence of  the  establishment  of  a  school 
of  that  nature  at  Freiberg.  He  cout 
stdered  that  we  were  much  indebted  to 
the  gentlemen  who  had  been  placed  at  the  | 
head  of  those  departments,  and,  in  parti- ! 
cular,  he  might  allude  to  the  late  Sir! 
Henry  De  la  Beche,  and  to  Sir  Roderick  [ 
Murchison.    Amongst  other  institutions  of 


this  kind  he  niglii  mentioii  the  Bttkrs* 
School  at  Poplar,  in  whieh  toatnietioQ  of 
a  really  prmctieal  kind  was  given  to  a 
nomber  of  indn«triooa  penooa.  Notwith- 
standing all  this,  however,  there  wea  in 
this  country  a  great  want  of  ecientific  in- 
structioD.  He  believed  tliat  at  Magdaiee 
College,  Oxford,  it  had  been  reeommended 
by  the  Oxford  Commiasioners,  Uiat  a  coo- 
siderable  portion  of  the  eollege  revenaes 
should  be  aot  apart  for  the  reward  of 
science  in  scholarships  and  feHowahipe. 
He  truated  that  the  same  thtn^  weold  be 
done  at  Cambridge.  It  was  obaerred  bv 
Professor  Liebig,  when  in  thia  eoontiy, 
that  England  was  remarkable  for  paying 
no  attention  to  anything  that  had  not  a 
practical  tendency,  and  that  tbej  neglect- 
ed abstract  science,  while  in  Germeny  the 
contrary  was  the  ease.  He  eonsidered 
that  they  had  a  moat  important  dnty 
to  perform  in  endeavouring  to  promote 
scienoe  fM  much  aa  possible.  There  was 
a  scientific  department  which  GoTenunent 
had  established,  in  oonoeetion  with  the 
Board  of  Trade,  under  Captain  Fitaroy, 
which  waa  likely  to  prove  exceedingly 
beneficial,  and  this  waa  done  in  imitation 
of  the  American  Government,  who  bad  a 
similar  I  department  under  Captain  Maniy. 
It  was  to  be  wished  that  the  Tarioos 
scientific  societies  of  London  ahonld  be 
collected  in  one  spot,  and  Grovenunent 
had  purchased  Burlington  House,  whid 
was  to  be  deroted  to  that  object.  It  was 
found  that  the  British  Museum,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  was  orerflowing  in  variooa  depart- 
ments, and  especially  in  natural  hiatorr. 
Tbey  had  recently  placed  Profeasor  Owen 
over  that  department,  and  had  given  diree- 
tions  that  he  should  give  lectures.  Theie 
was  no  lectnre-room  at  the  Muaeum,  and  he 
would  have  to  give  them  in  Jermyn  Street ; 
so  that  the  specimens  would  luive  to  be 
carried  backwards  and  forwards.  He  be* 
lieved  that  the  British  Museum  waa  so 
overflowing  that  it  would  be  to  the  public 
advantage  that  there  should  be  a  diTisioii 
of  its  stores,  and  he  thought  the  natural 
history  department  might  be  removed  to 
the  west  end  of  the  town.  He  waa  exceed- 
ingly anxious  that  scientific  men  ahoold 
have  a  better  standing  in  the  country.  He 
did  not  think  that  their  merits  were  appre- 
ciated by  the  Government  or  the  pnblir. 
He  did  not  wish  to  depreciate  others ;  be 
thought  that,  in  case  of  war,  Geaenls. 
and  Admirals,  and  others  who  distingaisb- 
ed  themselves  ought  to  be  honoured*  but 
scientific  men  were  not  recognised  in  aay 
way.    He  waa  very  much  in  favour  of  some 
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Order  of  Merit  being  establiibed  for  per* 
sons  in  civil  departments.  With  a  ?iew  to 
the  adrancement  of  scienee,  he  would  also 
strongly  urge  the  expediency  of  some  alte- 
ration in  the  system  of  fees  for  taking  out 
pstents*  At  present  a  payment  of  £25 
vas  required  from  any  person  taking  out  a 
new  invention,  and  many  indiyiduali  were 
not  in  a  position  to  command  that  sum, 
and  H  appeared  that  the  Attorney  and  So» 
licitor  Generals  receired  from  that  source 
a  very  large  proportion  of  their  salaries. 
The  salaries  of  those  officers  ought  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
patentees  ought  to  be  charged  a  lower 
sum.  He  thought  it  y^tj  important  that 
a  Committee  should  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  these  points,  end  especially  on 
the  subject  of  education ;  and  without  fur- 
ther detaining  the  House,  he  would  move 
for  tlie  appointment  of  a  Committee  on  the 
aobject  of  science. 

Mk.  TITE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  sppohited  to 
inqnire  what  public  measures  can  be  adopted  to 
advance  Science,  and  improve  the  position  of  its 
cultivators." 

Mb.  MACKINNON  said,  he  was  as  much 
inclined  to  give  every  possible  encourage- 
ment to  science  as  the   hon.  Gentleman 
who   had  brought  forward  this  question, 
but  he  would  ask  the  House  to  consider, 
before  going  to  a  division,  what  would  be 
tbe  result  of  assenting  to  it.     According 
to  an  old  and  trite  saying — Foeta  fuuoitur 
non  JUt  and  certainly  the  men  who  most 
distingnished  themselves  in  any  particular 
branch  of  scientific  inquiry  were  not  those 
upon  whose  education  the  largest  sums  had 
been   expended.     To  be  a  scientific  man 
there  must  be  a  talent  for  science.  A  large 
amount  of  property  was  devoted  in  this  coun- 
try to  the  encouragement  of  the  science  of 
mathematics.     In  the  University  of  Cam- 
brid^^e  especially,  great  mathematical  at- 
taiuments  led  to  fellowships  and  to  livings  ; 
bat,  although  the  University  had  produced 
Professor  Airy»  and  two  or   three  other 
individuals  who  were  sn  honour  to  it  from 
their  seieotific  attainments,  how  few  of  its 
members  had  arrived  at  any  eminence  in 
mathematics,  notwithstanding  the  advan- 
tages they  would  derive  from  proficiency 
ifi    that  science.     If  men  of  emiuence  in 
fDAtbemattcs  could  be  produced  by  bestow- 
Ijig  wealth  upon  those  who  studied  mothe- 
tnaticBf  the  members  of  the  University  of 
Cain  bridge  ought  to  be  the  first  mathema- 
tictaoa  of  the  world.      But  was  that  the 
cane  ?     No.     The  majority  of  them  had 


very  little  mathematical  knowledge,  and 
the  science  of  mathematics  was  cultivated 
to  a  much  greater  extent  in  France  than 
in  this  country.  The  conclusion  he  drew 
from  these  facts  was,  that  science  was  not 
advanced  by  having  a  large  amount  of 
property  devoted  to  its  encouragement. 
The  two  greatest  men  of  science  whom 
this  country  had  lately  produced  were  nei- 
ther of  them  members  of  the  University. 
Neither  Herschel,  the  discoverer  of  the 
Oeorgium  Sidu$,  nor  Brunei,  the  con- 
structor of  the  Thames  tunnel,  belonged 
to  the  University  of  Cambridge,  or  to  any 
great  public  seminary.  They  both  attain- 
ed eminence  by  their  individual  genius 
alone.  Look  at  the  two  discoveries  that 
had  been  lately  made,  and  which  had  rais- 
ed this  nation  to  the  highest  position 
among  the  nations  of  the  world — he  meant 
the  application  of  steam  to  railways,  and 
the  application  of  electricity  to  communi- 
cation. To  whom  were  those  discoveries 
owing  ?  To  men  of  talent,  to  civil  engi- 
neers, several  of  whom  were  Members  of 
that  House,  but  none  of  whom  had  been 
educated  at  public  seminsries ;  but  whose 
ability  and  genius  had  placed  them  in  the 
distinguished  station  in  which  they  now 
were.  An  application  of  the  public  funds 
for  the  purpose  of  the  cultivation  of  science 
appeared  to  him  to  be  perfectly  useless, 
dive  the  public  a  general  education,  and 
those  persons  of  genius  who  especially 
cultivated  it  rose  at  once  to  notoriety. 
Having  been  a  member  for  twenty-five 
years  of  the  Royal  Society,  he  certainly 
did  not  think  that,  as  a  public  body,  it  did 
much  good  either  in  promoting  men  of 
literature  or  of  science.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  society  consisted  rather 
of  men  who  had  already  become  eminent 
in  science  or  other  attainments,  and 
who  had  since  become  its  members, 
than  of  men  whose  knowledge  had  been 
enlarged  or  whose  discoveries  in  science 
had  been  stimulated  by  their  becoming 
members  of  that  society.  There  was  no- 
thing definite  in  the  Motion,  and  it  would 
require  a  great  deal  of  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee. There  would  be  no  harm  in  that, 
to  be  sure,  but  still,  he  objected  to  a  pro- 
posed Vote  to  take  money  out  of  the  pub- 
lic purse  for  the  promotion  of  science. 

Thr  CHANCELLOR  op  the  BXCHB- 
QUER :  Sir,  in  the  object  of  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  which  is  to  advance 
science  and  to  improve  the  cultivation  of  it 
in  this  country,  I  feel  certain  that  there 
is  no  Member  of  this  Hbuso  who  docs  not 
cordially  sympathise.      But    that  is  not 
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^ .^  the  form  in  which  it  presents  i 

itself  to  oar  eoceptance.    The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman does  not  propose  any  speoifio  mea-  ' 
sare  for  that  object,  hot  he  asks  us  to 
assent  to  a  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  ; 
to  inquire  what  poblic  measnres  can  be  ^ 
adopted  to  ad?aoce  science  and  to  improTO 
the  position  of  its  enlttfators.    Now,  Sir, , 
without  explaining  what  is  the  nature  of 
the  measure  he  would  recommend  for  the  . 
promotion  of  that  object,  he  asks  us  to 
appoint  a  Committee^  not  to  oonsider  a 
plan  which  he  is  already  prepared  to  snb*  • 
mit,  but  to  investigate  generally  the  means  j 
that  might  be  adopted  to  accomplish  the ! 
object  he  has  in  view.     In  the  course  of , 
bis    speech    the    hon.    Gentleman    went 
through  a  looff  list  of  institutions  which 
ha?e  been  e^ tablisbed  for  the  promotion  of 
art  and  science.     He,  at  the  same  time, 
showed  that  many  of  them  were  for  the 
promotion  of  certain  scientific  purposes 
and  for  the  facility  of  Tarious  national 
scientific  objects.      The  hon.  Gentleman 
might  most  truly  have  added  that  large 
sums  of  the  public  money  had  at  different 
times  been  expended  on  scientific  Toyages 
and  trafols,  and  that  In  that  manner  the 
pursuits  of  science  had  been  largely  as- 
sisted.   But  the  question  really  reraves 
itself  into  this— whether  it  woold  be  pes* 
sible  for  the  Goremment,  by  a  judicious 
application  of  the  publie  money,  to  gi«^ 
assistance  to  the  cultivation  of  science. 
It  b  true  that  science  does  not  in  general 
afford  any  remuneration  to  those  who  cul- 
tivate it.     It  is  not,  like  many  branches 
of  literature  and  of  art,  a  remunerative 
pursuit.  But  those  who  cultivate  it  do  so  for 
the  love  they  have  for  science,  and  not  for 
the  sake  of  any  pecuniary  gain,  as  making 
that  their  chief  and  direct  object.     But  I 
am  not  aware  that  it  is  possible  by  any 
application  of  the  public  money  to  increase 
the  resources  of  science  beyond  what  are 
already  afforded  by  the  patronage  of  the 
Royal   Society   and  the  numerous  other 
public  institutions  that  exist — such  as  the 
collections  in  all  the  various  departments 
of  soology,  mineralogy,  and  natural  his- 
tory, which  are  under  the  superintendence 
of  Professor  Owen,   whose    original  r^ 
searches  and  application  in  those  depart* 
ments,  together  with  his  development  of 
the  science  of  comparative  anatomy,  are 
known    throughout    the    whole    civilised 
world ;    the  Botanic    Gardens    at    Kew, 
where  there  is  a  collection  of  the  rarest 
plants  for  the  study  of  those  who  feel  an 
mterest  in  the  science  of  botany  ;  in  short, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  want  of 
the  materials  of  science  in  any  depart- 
ment, whether  as  regards  the  eolleetioas 
of  speoimens  of  scientific  objects,  er  of 
works  of  scientific  pursuits.  If  it  ean  be 
shown  that  there  are  other  things  re- 
quired for  promoting  the  cultivation  of 
science,  then,  as  I  understand  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  is  not  merely  the 
diffusion  of  a  knowledge  of  seienee,  hot 
the  cultivation  and  improvement  of  it^ 
I  doubt.  Sir,  very  much  whether  any 
practical  benefit  would  arise  from  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  withooi  some 
more  definite  snbject  of  inqnirj  than  thst 
which  my  hon.  Friend  proposes  for  its 
investigation.  If  he  would  oome  forward 
and  say,  '*  Here  is  a  certain  plan  or  cer- 
tain suggestions  for  the  advaneetMot  of 
seienee  and  the  improvement  of  the  posi- 
tion of  its  cultivators,  whieh  I  enhmit  to 
the  House  and  wish  to  be  made  the  snb- 
ject of  examination  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee*'— that  would  be  matter,  no  doubt, 
which  might  reasonably  demand  oor  as- 
sent; but  when  he  mwely  propoaea  that 
a  Committee  ahould  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider whether  something  cannot  be  fmnd 
for  the  promotion  of  an  object  which  evenr 
one  admita  to  be  laudable  and  uselid,  I 
confess  I  entertain  great  denbta  vhellier 
any  advantage  woold  arise  fitom  aeeeding 
to  bis  Motion.  I  confess  I  rather  agree 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  lor  Rve 
(Mr.  Mackinnon)  who  spoke  eeeond  in  ^ 
debate,  and  which  speech  appeared  to  be 
delivered  for  the  purpose  of  ahowing  the 
impropriety  of  the  Motion.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  trust  that  my  hon.  Frieod 
(Mr.  Heywood)  will  not  think  it  neeeasary 
to  press  this  Motion  to  a  division,  ontil  he 
is  able  to  propose  something  definite  to 
the  House,  but  that  he  will  eonuder  ^s 
object  sufficiently  attained  by  the  dis- 
cussion that  has  taken  place. 

Mb.  TITB  said,  he  wiahed  tiie  Howe 
should  thoroughly  understand  the  ehjeei 
of  the  Motion.  It  originated  with  the 
British  Association  for  the  Advancement 
of  Science,  who,  when  they  met  at  Glss- 
gow,  expressed  a  strong  desire  that  tbe 
question  should  be  considered,  and  they 
had  twice  referred  the  subject  to  a  Cem- 
mtttee  in  the  very  terms  of  the  MotHs 
now  before  the  Hooae.  On  the  part  ei 
the  British  Association  he  distinctly  pie- 
tested  against  the  impression  that  moaev 
was  the  thing  wanted ;  what  was  waited 
was  some  means  of  advancing  seieaee. 
On  this  subject  Professor  Liebig  observes. 
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in  a  letter  to  Professor  Faraday,  dated 
Febmary,  1845,  and  cited  ia  Li^Vm  TtOt 
veU  in  North  America-^ 

"  What  rtniek  me  most  in  England  was  tbe 
peroeption  that  only  thiMe  works  that  haT«  a 
practical  tendency  pMtikfi  pttteotion  and  oommand 
respect ;  while  the  purely  scientific,  which  possess 
far  greater  merit,  are  almost  unknown.  And  yet 
the  latter  are  the  proper  and  true  source  from 
which  the  others  flow.  Practice  alone  can  never 
lead  to  the  diseoyery  of  a  truth  or  a  principle. 
In  Germany  it  is  quite  the  coiitrwy.  Here,  in 
the  eyes  of  scientific  men,  no  value,  or  at  least  but 
a  trifling  one,  is  placed  on  the  practical  results. 
The  enrichment  of  science  is  alone  considered 
worthy  of  attention.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  tha^ 
this  is  better,  for  both  nations  the  golden  medium 
would  certainly  be  a  real  good  ^rtune." 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  asked  that  some  distinct 
plan  should  he  suggested.  Well,  in  the 
pamphlet  which  he  held  in  his  hand, 
which  was  the  Report  of  the  Parliamen- 
tary Committee  of  the  British  Associa- 
tion, the  plan  was  distinctly  shown.  It 
required  that  a  Board  should  he  constitut- 
ed, which  Board  should  consist  of  all  the 
leading  men  of  science  in  this  country,  and 
before  whom  all  plans  should  he  hrought 
that  might,  he  proposed  for  its  advance- 
ment. This  Report  also  stated  that  the 
Royal  Society  might  not  be  in  itself  suffi- 
cient to  answer  the  questions  that  constants 
ly  arose  in  connection  with  science,  though 
it  was  well  known  that  hitherto  the  Royal 
Society  had  met  all  the  matters  submitted 
to  them  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  public  ;  but  still  a  larger 
body  in  the  nature  of  a  Council  of  Science 
was  required  to  meet  the  increasing  wants 
of  science,  and  the  main  object  of  this 
Motion' was  to  promote  the  establishment 
of  such  a  body.  Questions  were  continu- 
ally occurring  where  such  a  body  would  he 
eminently  useful.  It  could  be  established 
without  any  unreasonable  expense;  pro- 
bably it  would  only  require  the  mere  ex- 
penses attached  to  keeping  up  the  office  of 
a  paid  secretary ;  and  when  so  established, 
it  ahould  be  the  quarter  to  which  every 
scientific  question  should  be  addressed,  and 
to  which  the  Government  should  have  ac- 
cess at  all  moments.  Mr.  Tite,  in  con- 
dnaion,  deprecated  the  idea  that  men  of 
eoience  were  anxious  for  merely  decorative 
^tatinctions.  On  this  subject  he  entirely 
Agreed  with  Dr.  Faraday,  who,  after  speak- 
ing of  the  distinctions,  both  national  and 
/oreign,  which  may  even  now  be  earned, 
wwrttes — 

'*  I  cannot  say  that  I  have  not  valued  such 
^Sistlsetions;  on  tiie  contrary,  I  eiteem  them  very 


highly,  but  I  do  net  think  I  have  ever  worked  ibr 
or  sought  after  tiiem." 

liOBl)  STANLEY  said,  as  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  House  was  not  inclined  to 
enter  fully  into  the  subject  at  present,  his 
observations  should  be  very  brief.     He  be- 
lieved that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  force 
in  the  objection  of  the  right  hon^aronet 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,*  hat  the 
hon.  Member  who  iatrodueea  this  subject 
had  no  specific  measure  to  propose.     As 
far  as  his   (Lord   Stanley's)   experience 
went,  he  did  not  believe  that  an  inquiry 
could  be  well  conducted  by  a  Committee, 
unless  there  was  some  distinct  proposition 
submitted  for  approval  or  rejection.      If 
the  House  appointed  a  Committee  merely 
on  the  principle  of  asking  all  the  scientific 
men  who  could  be  collected  together  to  give 
generally  their  opinions  as  to  what  was 
best  to  be  done  for  science,  a  risk  would 
be  run  of  having  a  very  vague  and  indefi- 
nite inquiry.     There  was  also  another  ob- 
jection to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
now.     The  middle  of  June  was  at  hand, 
and  the  Session  was  far  advanced,  but  an 
inquiry,  of  the  nature  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  to  be  pro- 
ductive of  any  useful  result,  ought  to  be 
conducted,  not  in  haste,  but  in  a  manner  so 
that  the  whole  country  might  have  ample 
notice  of  it.      Such  being  the  case,  he 
rather  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  press  his  Motion  at  present,  but  take 
the    opportunity  of   the    coming  recess, 
which  doubtless  was  not  far  distant,  to 
consult  with  the  most  eminent  scientific 
men  as  to  the  exact  nature  of  the  mea- 
sures which  they  might  think  desirable  to 
be  adopted,  and  submit  them  in  a  substan- 
tive Motion  to  the  House.     That  was  all 
he  should  have  said  but  for  one  or  two  re- 
marks which  had  been  thrown  out  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  and  which  appeared 
to  him  to  rest  on  misconception.     He  quite 
allowed  that,  in  the  case  of  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  there  could  not  be  a  better 
mathematical  education,  up  to  a  certain 
point,  than  was  there  given.     He  agreed 
also  in  the  remark,  that  in  point  of  the 
practical  application  of  science  to  mechanics 
and  such  matters  this  country  equalled, 
and  probably  exceeded,  other  nations.  But 
between  these  two  points  there  lay  a  wide 
intermediate  space,  which  was  not  touched. 
The  mathematics  of   the  University  as 
taught    were,    generally  speaking,    pure 
science,  and  not  applied  science.     Then  it 
was  said  that  a  mathematical  genius  or  an 
inventive  genius  could  not  be  made  by  any 
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amount  of  MtroDage.  That  oertainlj  was 
true  ;  but  be  thouffbt  that  tbere  was  some 
confuMon  as  to  tbe  distinction  between 
original  invention  and  the  diffusion  and  ap- 
plication of  knowledge  already  existing. 
As  regarded  original  inTontion,  he  allowmi 
that  uey  could  not  hope  by  the  application 
of  GoTemment  funds  very  greatly  to  in- 
crease the  amount,  though  OTon  in  that 
respect  there  was  probably  a  number  of 
men  qualified  for  scientific  pursuits  who 
were  proTcnted  from  following  them,  prin- 
cipally in  conseouence  of  the  want  of 
means  for  obtaining  that  early  education 
which  was  necessary.  But  in?ention  was 
one  thing,  and  the  diffusion  and  application 
of  knowledge  already  attained  another. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  am  sure. 
Sir,  the  House  will  believe  that  any  Go- 
vernment must  be  anxious  to  promote  the 
diffusion  and  advancement  of  science,  be- 
cause that  is  an  object  so  eminently  con* 
nected  with  the  best  interests  of  a  country 
^-its  intellectual  progress,  its  material 
prosperity,  and  its  commercial  advancement 
— that  no  man  who  had  found  his  way  to 
high  office  in  the  State  could  be  insensible 
to  the  advantages  derived  from  the  further- 
ance of  such  an  object.  The  difficulty, 
however,  lies  in  determining  how  that  ad- 
vancement of  science  is  to  be  promoted, 
and  I  confess  I  do  not  think  that  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  such  a  Committee  as  is  now 
proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hey- 
wood),  particularly,  as  was  suggested  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley),  at 
this  late  period  of  the  Session,  would  be 
likely  to  lead  to  any  such  result.  Two 
modes  of  accomplishing  the  desired  end 
have  been  indicated  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion.  One,  which  was  immediately 
disclaimed,  is  by  a  grant  of  money  from 
the  Government.  It  has  been  said  that 
money  is  not  wanted.  But  money  is  wanted 
in  a  certain  way  ;  that  is  to  say,  there  are 
men  of  science  zealously  pursuing  their  in- 
vestigations, but  who  have  not  the  means 
of  pcoviding  instruments  or  books  from 
their  own  funds,  and  of  properly  following 
these  researches.  To  men  of  that  sort 
there  is  no  doubt  that  any  aid  afforded 
through  the  Royal  Society  or  other  channels 
must  prove  of  great  service,  and  that  tbe 
interests  of  science  are  thereby  advanced. 
Then  it  has  been  suggested  that  a  Board 
of  scientific  men  should  be  established,  to 
which  questions  connected  with  doubtful 

?otnts  of  science  might  be  referred.    Now, 
confess.  Sir,  that  I  have  great  doubts  in 
my  own  mind  of  the  advantage  of  corpo- 
Zord  Stanley 


rate  bodies  with  reference  to  iniellectoal 
improvements.  If  there  is  one  department 
of  intellect  in  which  a  corporate  body 
might  perhaps  be  more  expedient  than 
another,  it  would  be  in  that  of  painting, 
because  such  a  body  might  collect  models, 
encourage  the  study  of  those  models,  pro- 
vide lectures,  and  afford  great  advantsge 
to  those  who  practise  the  art.  At  the 
same  time  it  is  well  known  that  there  exists 
a  diversity  of  opinion  even  upon  that  point, 
and  I  have  great  doubts  whether  tbe  esta- 
blishment of  a  Board  of  scientific  p^^cas 
would  be  productive  of  any  great  advao- 
tsge  ia  the  promotion  of  science.  A  re- 
mark made  by  Professor  Liebig  has  beea 
ouoted,  to  the  effect  that  there  is  a  grest 
difference  between  England  and  Germsnj 
in  this  respect— nameJy,  that  while  hvt 
we  look  to  tbe  practical  application  of  sci- 
ence, in  Germany  they  look  more  to  the 
theoretical  advancement  of  the  principles 
of  science.  Well,  but  it  seema  to  me. 
Sir,  that  this  is  a  contrast  more  striking 
in  words  than  in  things,  because,  how  art 
yon  to  carry  forward  to  any  great  extent, 
and  to  any  successful  results,  the  practiesl 
application  of  science  if  you  do  not  make 
advances  in  the  theory  upon  which  thst 
pitkctice  is  to  be  founded  ?  Practice  with- 
out theory  is  only,  in  other  words,  theory 
without  tbe  grounds  upon  which  theory 
should  be  founded  ;  and,  therefore,  I  thiok 
Professor  Liebig 's  observationa  have  not 
the  force  which  my  hon.  Friends  behind  me 
would  attribute  to  them.  We  are  certainly 
an  eminently  practical  nation,  and  we  stody 
the  theory  of  science  not  with  a  view  sim- 
ply to  abis tract  reasoning,  but  wiih  a  view 
to  its  application  to  the  purposes  of  life 
and  to  the  material  interests  of  the  conn- 
try.  I  can  only  say  that  the  Government  will 
be  at  all  times  most  thankful  to  any  per- 
sons who  can  suggest  to  them  anything 
within  the  competence  of  Government  to 
propose  or  within  the  scope  of  Parliament 
to  entertain,  which  can  tend  really  to  Uie 
advancement  of  science  ;  but  I  think,  as 
my  hon.  Friend  has  drawn  the  attention  i^ 
Parliament  to  the  subject  by  his  speech, 
and  has  elicited  the  opinions  which  have 
been  expressed  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate, he  will,  perhaps,  think  he  has  done 
enough,  at  all  events  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  that  it  would  not  be  advisabis 
to  press  his  Motion  to  a  division,  the  res&b 
of  which  would  be  to  involve  the  appesr- 
ance  of  a  difference  of  opinion  where  th«ie 
really  exists  no  difference  at  all. 
Mb.  HEYWOOD,  in  reply,  said,  he  d^ 
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not  wish  to  divide  the  House  npoa  tbe  sub- 
ject. He  would  have  brought  the  question 
earlier  before  the  House  if  an  opportunity 
had  offered  itself.  With  regard,  however, 
to  the  fees  paid  for  obtaining  patents,  he 
must  point  out  that  the  present  system 
was  a  gross  injustice  to  those  individuals 
who  followed  scientific  pursuits.  That 
was  a  great  impediment  in  the  way  of 
science.  The  great  proportion  of  the  fees 
paid  went  into  the  pockets  of  the  Attorney 
and  Solicitor  Generals,  and  that  might  in 
aomc  degree  be  the  reason  of  the  repeated 
attempts  that  had  been  made  to  count  out 
the  House  that  evening.  He  therefore 
hoped  the  salaries  of  those  officers  of  the 
Crown  would  be  put  upon  a  better  footing. 
He  would  now  beg  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Motion,  and  would  endeavour  to  bring  it 
forward  at  an  earlier  period  in  the  next 
Session. 

Motion,  by  leave,  teiikdravm. 

RIGHTS  OF  MARRIED  WOMEN. 

Sir  ERSKINE  PERRY  said)  he  rose 
pursuant  to  notice,  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  present  state  of  the  law 
with  regard  to  the  rights  of  married  wO" 
men.  The  subject  was  one  which  had  ex- 
cited considerable  interest  out  of  doors, 
and  during  the  Session  no  less  than  seventy 
petitions  had  been  presented  complaining 
of  the  law  as  it  aflfected  the  property  of 
married  women.  Some  of  those  petitions 
bore  the  signatures  of  the  most  thoughtful 
portion  of  society ;  the  most  marked  one 
of  the  whole,  perhaps,  was  tbe  one  which 
he  presented  before  Easter,  which  was 
signed  by  3,000  women,  amongst  whom 
were  ladies  who  had  made  the  present 
epoch  remarkable  in  the  annals  of  Htera- 
tare.  It  was  only  by  accident  that  these 
ladies  had  entrusted  him  with  the  charge 
of  presenting  their  views  to  the  HousOi 
At  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Law  Amend- 
ment Society,  he  spoke  a  few  words  on  the 
subject  of  the  rights  of  married  women, 
and  those  observations  coming  to  the  no- 
tice of  the  memorialists,  they  determined 
to  entrust  their  petition  to  his  hands. 
Neither  was  it  upon  any  sudden  impulse, 
or  without  due  meditation,  that  lie  had 
ventured  to  bring  this  question  forward ; 
for  in  the  judicial  situation  which  he  had 
had  the  honour  to  hold,  the  question  had 
often  forced  itself  upon  bis  mind.  Hav- 
ing, then,  had  every  opportunity  for  con* 
sidering  the  question,  and  having  most 
carefully  looked  into  it,  he  could  unhesi- 
tatingly pronounce  his  solemn  conviction 


that  the  law  of  England,  as  it  affected  the 
property  of  married  women,  was  not  only 
discreditable  to  the  age,  but  that  it  de- 
manded immediate  alteration.     By  the  old 
English  law  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
a  wife  succeeded  on  equal  terms,  with  wo- 
men of  other  nations,  to  the  common  pro- 
perty of  her  husband ;  she  was  entitled  to 
one- third  of  the  land,  and  one^third  of  the 
personal   property.     The  decrees  of  the 
legal  tribunals  of  the  country,  however, 
had  abrogated  this  old  English  law,  and 
deprived  married  women  of  their  rights, 
while  the  husband  had  acquired  the  right 
from  the  same  source,  of  dealing  with  the 
property  of  his  wife  just  as  be  thought  fit. 
The  law  had  not  been  changed  bjr  any  act 
of  the  Legislature,  but  solely  by  the  dect* 
sions  of  the  Judges.     According  to  the 
dictum  of  the  common  law,  a  married  wo- 
man had  no  right  to  personal  property,  but 
the  Equity  Courts  recognised  and  acted 
upon  the  very  opposite  principle.    Equity 
dealt  with  the  personal  property  of  a  wife 
as  though  she  were  a  single  woman,  but 
the  common  law  held  that  it  belonged  to 
the  husband.     These  diametrically  oppo- 
site views  of  the  law  had  arisen  out  of  tbe 
decisions  of  different  Judges,  and  the  ob- 
ject of  his  bringing  the  question  now  be* 
fore  the  House  was  to  elicit  an  opinion  as 
to  which  of  the  two  principles  was  the 
sound  one,  as  applicable  to  the  ease  of 
married  women.     The  rule  which  enabled 
families  to  settle  property  upon  females 
before  marriage  was  a  correct  one — it  was 
founded  in  justice,  and  useful  to  sodety; 
but  while  the  Legislature  admitted  the  ex- 
pediency of  that  law,  it  was  equally  incum- 
bent upon  them  to  reconcile  the  conflicting 
principles  of  law  and  equity  which   now 
prevailed  with  regard  to  the  rights  of  mar- 
ried women.     Now,  to  what  did  this  con- 
flict between   tbe  two  classes  of  Courts 
tend  ?     Why»  to  this,  that  those  who  are 
rich,  and  are  able  to  apply  to  the  Courts  of 
Equity,  have  the  means  of  defeating  the 
stringent  injustice  of  the  common  law.     It 
tended,  also,  to  show  that  for  the  rich  there 
was  one  law,  and  for  the  poor  another; 
i  but  then  that  description  was  not  strictly 
applicable.      It   was  accurate   to   divide 
society  into  two  classes  of  rich  and  poor. 
There  were  a  great  mass,  perhaps  the  bulk, 
of  the  community  who  were  happily  remov- 
ed above  poverty,  but  who  were  not  yet 
rich  enough  to  go  into  the  Courts  of  Equity, 
and  this  class  bad  a  strong  claim  upon  the 
Legislature  to  be  put  in  the  same  position 
with  respect  to  the  rights  of  property  as 
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Ihe  more  wealthy.  It  was  not  neeesaary 
to  deseribe  the  existing  state  of  eominon 
law  with  respect  to  the  property  of  wo* 
men»  as  the  facts  were  familiar  and  of 
erery-day  oocurrenoe.  It  was  iDcambent 
upon  him,  howerer,  to  prove  that  he  was 
not  insisting  upon  a  theoretical  grioTance* 
He  had  been  met  by  the  objection  that 
though  the  rule  might  present  a  hsl^ship, 
yet  practically  it  did  neither  mischief  ttor 
wrong*  lor  where  there  was  property,  set- 
tlements beforehand  might  be  made)  where 
no  property,  settlements  were  unnecessary. 
It  was,  howoTor,  a  serious  practical  griev- 
ance that  he  complained  of;  but  the  proofs 
of  it  would  occupy  too  much  time  for  him 
to  go  fully  into  them  on  the  present  occa- 
tton.  Suffice  it  that  there  was  one  sort  of 
case  which  had  been  reported  to  him  in 
doiens  evw  since  he  had  given  notice  of 
his  intention  to  bring  forwara  this  subject ) 
such,  for  instance,  as  that  of  a  man  who, 
leaving  his  wife,  went  to  live  in  adultery, 
or,  at  all  events,  to  lead  a  life  of  vicious- 
ness,  and  yet  came  in  to  claim  her  pro- 
perty. Instances  innumerable  had  come 
to  his  knowledge  where  the  wife,  so  abused 
and  neglected,  had  been  enabled  by  her 
-industry  to  set  up  in  business,  and  yet  the 
brute  of  a  man  could,  and  did,  come  down 
upon  her,  after  a  few  months'  absence,  and 
seise  the  proceeds  of  her  labour  tinder  the 
sanction  of  the  law.  Now,  he  would  ask 
hon.  Members  if  it  was  fitting  or  just  that 
they  should  any  longer  gpve  the  sanction 
of  law  to  such  iniouities  f  It  oertainly 
would  not  be  difficult  to  frame  a  simple 
remedy.  All  that  would  be  necessary 
would  be  to  abolish  the  artificial  rule  of 
common  law  which  had  grown  up,  and  to 
apply  exactly  the  same  principle  to  the 
property  of  the  wife  as  was  applied  to  the 
property  of  the  husband,  if  no  ante- 
nuptial  contract  was  entered  into,  let  the 

Cperty  of  the  wife  remain  in  her  own 
ids,  and  be  disposed  of  at  her  death  in 
the  manner  she  might  choose  to  direct. 
No  donbt  some  further  rules  would  have 
to  be  laid  down  with  regard  to  the  wife's 
obligation  to  the  support  of  her  children, 
and  to  contribute  to  the  charges  of  the 
joint  household.  Some  alteration,  how- 
ever, should  be  made  with  regard  to  the 
absurd  laws  relating  to  debts  contracted  by 
the  wife  before  marriage — for  absurd  they 
undoubtedly  were.  A  husband,  after  mar- 
riage, was  not  bound  to  pay  any  debt  his 
wife  might  contract  unless  they  were  for 
such  things  as  were  suitable  for  her  sta- 
tion in  life;  and  yet  he  was  responsible 

Sir  Erikine  Perry 


for  any  debts  whatever  that  she  might 
have  contracted  before  marriage,  although 
he  might  never  have  so  much  as  dreamt  of 
their  existence.  The  diflference  of  the 
two  rules  was  itself  enough  to  demonstrate 
that  one  of  them  was  absurd,  and,  neces- 
sarily, that  one  of  them  onght  to  be  alter- 
ed. In  Conclusion,  he  ventured  to  appeal 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney Oeneral,  whom  he  knew  to  be  a  sound 
law  reformer,  to  apply  his  mind  to  this 
subject,  alid  to  satisfy  himself  whether  the 
Confilct  between  common  law  and  equity 
ought  not  to  cease  f  If  there  must  be 
atiy  diffbrence  between  the  rights  of  hus- 
band and  Wife,  the  woman  ought  to  be  the 
favoured  party,  for  she  was  the  weaker, 
and  assuredlv  stood  more  in  need  of  the 
protection  of  the  law.  Let  it  tiot  he  sup- 
posed that  he  entei^ined  any  novel  or 
theoretical  notions  -on  the  position  which 
women  ought  to  occupy  in  society.  The 
Resolutions  he  t^ished  to  propose  were 
practical  ones,  and  y^ete  intended  to  meet 
a  real  and  practical  grievance.  No  one 
could  recognise  mo^e  clearly  than  he 
the  principle  that  the  fitting  place  for  wo^ 
man  was  not  to  be  engaged  in  a  struggle 
With  man  for  her  bread.  In  tllne  esses 
out  of  ten  the  stronger  sex  must  bear  of 
the  prise.  'He  wished  rather  to  see  her 
enshrined  in  her  own  home,  relieved  from 
the  carking  cares  of  life,  and  enabled  to 
make  her  home,  however  humble,  a  place 
of  light  and  jor  to  her  husband.  But  he 
could  not  overlook  the  fact,  that  in  the 
existing  state  of  society  there  were  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  women  to  whom 
no  such  description  could  apply.  The  laws 
of  property  pressed  most  grievously  npon 
the  interests  of  sttchi  for  those  laws  were 
the  product  of  a  rude  age^  and  applied  to 
a  state  of  civilisation  wholly  different  from 
our  own,  and  ought  to  be  altered  or  modi- 
fiedi  now  that  so  many  women  were  found 
in  the  manufacturing  districts  and  else- 
whefe  earning  the  means  of  subsistence 
by  their  own  labour.  He  might  refei*  to 
the  example  of  a  nation  in  many  respects 
resembling  ourselves,  and  in  jorispfudeDce 
immeasurably  our  superiors.  Originally 
the  Itoman  law  treated  women  as  mere 
chattels ;  but  at  a  very  early  period  thst 
was  altered,  and  where,  in  all  antiqottr, 
could  they  find  women  equal  in  every  ciril 
rirtoe  to  the  matrons  of  the  Roman  Com- 
monwealth? The  Minister  who,  in  the 
present  day,  would  bring  forward  a  com- 
prehensive  measure  to  extirpate  the  erils 
of  which  he  complained  would  not  only 
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effect  »  great  social  improirementt  but 
would  show  himself  fit  to  hold  the  helm 
of  this  country  at  the  present  critical 
period. 

Lord  STANLEY  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

'*  That  the  mlei  of  common  law  which  ^ve  all 
the  pertooal  propertj  of  a  woman  in  marriage, 
and  all  snbfeqoently  acquired  property  and  earn- 
io^,  to  the  husbaDd,  are  unjaat  in  principle  and 
injorioos  in  their  operation." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  cordially  concurred  in  the  Resolution  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  E.  Perry). 
He  quite  agreed  with  him  that  the  rules  of 
the  common  law  were  injurious  and  unjust, 
that  they  were  no  longer  applicable  to  the 
present  state  of  society,  that  the  rules 
acted  upon  by  the  CouHa  of  Equity  were 
much  more  consistent  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  age,  and  that  the  conflicting 
rules  and  principles  of  the  two  systems 
ought  to  be  brought  Into  unison.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  would  urge  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  not  to  press  the  House 
to  adopt  his  Resolution,  for,  if  it  were 
proposed  to  amend  the  law  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  it  would  be  much  better  to  pro- 
ceed  by  introducing  a  Bill  for  that  purpose 
than  by  calling  on  the  House  to  discuss 
an  abstract  Resolution,  which  was,  in  fact, 
making  it  neither  more  nor  less  *than  a 
debating  society.  He  had  communicated 
with  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor 
upon  the  subject,  and  that  noble  Lord 
fully  concurrea  with  him  in  thinking  that 
the  time  had  come  when  the  common  law 
and  equity  ought,  upon  this  point  at  all 
eTonts,  to  be  reconciled.  The  best  atten- 
tion of  the  legal  authorities  connected  with 
the  GoTcmment  would,  during  the  recess, 
be  giren  to  the  subject,  and  he  hoped  that 
in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament  they 
should  be  able  to  introduce  a  more  com- 
prehensive and  more  satisfactory  measure 
upon  the  subject.  He  might  take  that 
opportunity  of  saying  that  he  should  look 
upon  such  a  measure,  if  it  were  passed,  as 
only  a  part  of  a  far  greater  one,  for  which 
the  time  had  fully  arrived,  namely,  the  re- 
moyal  of  the  inconsistencies  existing  be- 
tween common  law  and  equity,  by  making 
the  more  rigid  and  stubborn  maxims  of 
the  common  law  consistent  with  equity-^ 
that  was,  with  reason,  justice,  ana  com- 
mon sense.  He  hoped  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
assurance  which  he  had  given  him«  and 
would  not  press  his  Resolution. 

Ur.  MAL1N3  said,  he  must  deny  that 


the  existing  law  placed  any  diatlnotion  be- 
tween rich  and  poor,  as  the  hon.  and 
leam,ed  Member  for  Devoiiport  (Sir  E. 
Perry)  seemed  to  suppose.  The  rule  of 
Equity  was  a  very  shnple  one.  Before 
marriage  any  woman  might  herself,  and 
after  marriage  her  friends  might  for  her, 
take  steps  to  secure  her  property  to  her 
separate  use.  The  simplest  instrument 
that  could  be  devised  would  be  quite  suf- 
ficient for  that  purpose.  If  all  that  was 
desired  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  to  assimilate  the  rules  of  Law  and 
Equity,  the  proposal  of  the  hon,  and 
learned  Oentleman  should  receive  his  con* 
dial  support ;  and  for  that  purpose  a  very 
simple  enaotment,  he  apprehended,  would 
suffice.  If,  however,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wished  to  go  further  than  that 
— if  he  wished  to  set  up  a  separate  esta- 
blishment in  every  house — ^then  he  must 
resist  it  to  the  utmost  extent  of  his  power. 
If  it  waa  meant  that  henceforth  the  hua- 
band  should  have  his  eatablishment  and  the 
wife  hers,  he  mtiat  regard  the  proposal  as 
contrary  not  only  to  the  law  of  England^ 
but  to  the  law  of  Ood.  The  law  of  Eng^ 
land  with  regard  to  matrimony*  aa  it  at 
present  stood,  was  founded  upon  the 
soundest  principle — upon  the  principle, 
namely,  that  when  a  man  and  woman  mar* 
ried  they  beeame  one,  and  that  th«r  pro- 
perty ought  not,  therefore,  to  be  separated. 
If  a  woman  had  not  full  confldenee  in  a 
man  let  her  refrain  from  marrying  him ; 
but  still,  as  the  law  stood,  she  might,  if 
she  thought  fit,  protect  herself.  If  during 
ooverture  property  devolved  upon  her,  it 
would  no  doubt  beoome  the  property  of 
her  husband,  and  his  receipt  for  it  would 
be  perfectly  good.  That  tras  equally  the 
rule  of  the  Courts  of  Common  Law  as  well 
as  of  Equity.  But  there  waa  this  differ- 
ence between  the  two.  If  a  woman  had 
not  complete  oonfidence  in  her  husband, 
and  if  he  were  a  bankrupt,  she  might  go 
to  the  Court  of  Equity  and  press  it  to 
assign  her  a  settlement.  The  usual  rule  in 
such  cases  waa  to  give  her  one  half,  but 
she  might  get  three-fourths,  or  even  the 
whole.  Could  anything  be  more  reason- 
able than  that?  But  it  was  said  a  married 
woman  might  setup  in  business  for  herself, 
and  her  husband  would  have  a  right  to  seixe 
the  fruits  of  her  industry.  If  the  husband 
was  an  assenting  party,  she  might  oontraet 
with  him  that  quoad  the  business  she 
should  be  as  if  she  were  still  a/cmme  sofo. 
Of  course,  except  under  what  was  called  an 
equitable  settlement^  no  contract  between 
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ft  busband  and  a  wife  during  ber  coverture 
would  be  good  as  against  bis  creditors. 
But  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
propose  to  give  a  wife  power  to  set  up  in 
business  in  defiance  of  ber  husband,  and  to 
conduct  it  so  as  not  to  be  liable  for  bis 
debts.  Certainly  be  (Mr.  Malins)  was  not 
prepared  to  go  so  far  as  that.  Indeed ^ 
there  were  some  who  thought  that  the 
whole  equity  doctrine  of  separate  use  was 
based  upon  an  erroneous  principle  ;  and 
he  was  himself  so  impressed  with  the  ne- 
cesaity  of  insisting  on  the  perfect  identity 
in  all  things  of  husband  and  wife,  so  con- 
vinced  of  the  tendency  of  settlements  to 
foster  habits  of  extravagance  on  both  sides^ 
that,  taking  an  enlarged  view  of  the  case, 
he  was  not  satisfied  that  the  doctrine  in 
question  had  not  proved  detrimental  to  the 
best  interests  of  society.  He  most  solemnly 
protested  against  the  new  doctrine  spring- 
ing up»  that  it  was  for  the  interests  of 
society  that  the  wife  should  have  separate 
interests  from  those  of  her  husband.  He 
believed  that  the  interests  of  society  in- 
▼olved  quite  a  contrary  principle,  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  the  House  would 
maintain  the  law  in  that  respect  as  it  now 
stood. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  he  would  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Wallingford 
that  the  necessity  for  an  alteration  of  the 
law  arose  from  the  impossibility  of  a  sepa- 
ration, under  any  circumstances  whatever, 
in  the  case  of  a  poor  man  and  his  wife.  He 
himself  knew  several  instances  in  which 
profligate  husbands  had  squandered  the 
property  acquired  by  their  wives  to  whose 
support  they  did  not  contribute  one 
farthing,  and  he  thought  justice  demanded 
that* when  the  conduct  of  a  man  was  such 
that  his  wife  could  not  live  with  him,  he 
should  not  be  entitled  to  seize  the  fruits  of 
her  industry.  Some  alteration  of  the  law 
was  imperatively  called  for. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  that 
the  real  state  of  the  law  had  not  been  re- 
presented by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Wallingford  (Mr.  Malins)  with  his  usual 
accuracy;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
could  not  congratulate  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Devonport  (Sir  £.  Perry)  on 
the  clearness  of  his  Resolution,  with  re« 
spect  to  the  evil  that  required  to  be  re- 
dressed. The  Common  Law,  on  an  occa- 
sion of  marriage,  made  a  qualified  gift  of 
the  property  of  the  wife,  present  and  fu- 
ture, to  the  husband.  The  qualification 
consisted  in  the  property  being  given  to  the 
husband,  subject  to  the  obligation  of  main- 
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taining  the  wife ;   but   the  defect  of  the 
Common  Law  lay  in  the  circumstance  that 
it  made  no  provision  to  compel  the  husband 
to  perform  that  obligation.     The  true  evil, 
therefore,  was^-^and  it  was  one  that  cried 
loudly  for  a  remedy — that  the  husband, 
abandoning  his  duty,  might  totally  neglect 
the  obligation  of  maintaining  his  wife  trhile 
possessing  himself  of  all  her  property.    In 
that  respect,  if  the  Resolution  of  the  boo. 
and  learned  Member  fof  Devonport  had 
been  properly  worded,  it  would  have  con- 
tained a  proposition  highly  deaerring  the 
attention  of  tlie  House— not  with  ariew  to 
the  introduction  of  a  new  principle  into  the 
law,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Wallingford  supposed,  but  to  enable  the 
law  to  carry  out  its  owti  humane  principle, 
and  to  prevent  that  hardship  which  arose 
from  the  circumstance  that,  while  the  lav 
imposed  an  obligation  in  words,  it  supplied 
no  means  by  which  that  obligation  coald 
be  enforced.  There  was  another  partkoUr 
in  which  there  was  a  difference  between  the 
rules  of  Common  Law  and  those  of  Eqnitj, 
and  in  which  he  thought  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  the  Common  Law  should  adopt 
the  principles  of  Equity.     In  the  case  of 
property  acquired  by  a  wife  daring  mar- 
riage,  when  there  had  been  no  settlemeat 
made  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  obligation 
imposed  by  the  Common  Law,  Equity  iD- 
terposed  when  the  property  conld   be  ^ 
only  through  the  medium  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  refused  to  assist  the  hus- 
band in  obtaining  possession  of  the  pio- 
perty,  unless  he  consented  to  dedicate  part 
of  it  to  the  maintenance  of  his  wife.  Such 
was  one  mode  in  which    the   Courts  of 
Equity  endeavoured  to  secure  that  which  the 
Common  Law  required — the  performance  of 
the  duty  imposed  upon  the  husband  to  pro- 
vide for  the  support  of  the  wife;  and  it 
well  deserved  consideration   whether  that 
rule  should  not  be  made  universal  and  ap- 
plied to  all  property,  whether  obtained  by 
the  husband  through  the  medium  of  Courts 
of  Equity  or  not.     He  confessed,  at  th« 
same  time,  that,  like  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the   Member  for  WaQingfbrd,  be 
had  some  misgivings  with  regard  to  the 
extent  to  which  Courts  of  Equity  had  car- 
ried the  doctrine  of  separatiun  of  interests. 
He  might  mention,  as  an  example,  one  ^«e 
which  occurred  not  long  ago.  On  the  oec^ 
sion  of  a  marriage  a  lai^  property  was  set- 
tled for  the  separate  maintenance  of  thewi^ 
The  wife  ran  away  with  an  adulterer.   Tbe 
husband  obtained  a  divorce  a  viacii/o,  aad, 
although  there  were  several  children  by  the 
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marriage,  all  the  property  settled  for  the 
separate  maiDtenance  of  the  wife  went  to 
the  adalterer,  and  not  one  farthing  could 
be  applied  to  the  support  of  the  children. 
He  should  not  therefore  desire  to  see  that 
general  assimilation  which  seemed  to  be 
suggested  in  the  imperfectly  worded  Reso- 
lution of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
DeTonport.     Bat  the  subject  deserved  the 
most  careful  consideration,  and  when  the 
Bill  which  at  present  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature 
on  the.  subject  of  marriage  and  divorce 
came  down  to  that  House,  it  might  not  be 
impossible  to  insert  a  provision  securing  to 
married  women  who  were  deserted  by  their 
husbands  the  right  of  enjoying  in  safety 
the  fruits  of  their  own  industry.      The 
question  lay  too  much  at  the  foundation  of 
all  our  social  interests,  and  was  too  closely 
connected  with  the   very  constitution  of 
aociety  itself,   to  be  dealt   with  lightly, 
rashly,  or   by  piecemeal.      He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
her  for  Devonport  would  accept  the  assur- 
ance given  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the    Attorney-General,   that   the  subject 
-wrould  not  escape  attention,  and,  enter- 
taining the  hope  that  somethmg  might  be 
done  when  the  Marriage  and  Divorce  Bill 
came  down  from   the  House   of  Lords, 
would  withdraw  his  Resolution,  which  cer- 
tainly was  not  framed  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  put  the  real  question  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly before  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  fully  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  in  thinking  that  there  was  a  loud 
call  for  an  amendment  of  the  law  on  the 
aabject  under  discussion.    He  would  vea- 
tore  to  express  a  hope  that  somebody  might 
appear  with  vigour  and  capacity  to  remedy 
an  evil  so  much  deplored.     The  discussion 
^rhich  had  taken  place  that  evening  show- 
ed  how  important  it  would  be  to  have  a 
3£intster  of  Justice  capable  of  dealing  with 
each  questions,  in  older  that  Parliament 
mi^ht  not  always  be  deploring  the  exist- 
ence of  evils,  but  might  be  in  a  condition 
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[K.  3.  0,  PHILLIMORE  said,  he 
thought  that  some  amendment  was  required 
in  the  law  of  divorce,  but  he  trusted  that 
tbe  Legislature  would  maintain  unbroken 
tlie  ideiJity  of  interest  between  husband  and 
'vriFe.  Nothing  could  surely  be  more  fright- 
ful ^lan  to  teach  wives  that  their  interests 
.^er<B  on  one  side,  and  those  of  th^  hus- 
l>j^xi€l  on  the  other.  He  thought  there  were 
matters  in  which  we  might  usefully 
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follow  the  example  of  foreign  nations  ; 
but,  if  there  was  one  thing  more  essential 
than  another  which  foreigners  might  learn 
of  us,  it  was  the  relations  which  existed 
in  this  country  between  husband  and  wife. 
He  fully  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Melius)  who  thought  that 
Equity  had  gone  too  far  with  the  doctrine 
of  separate  uses  ;  and  when  people  talked 
of  the  sufferings  which  the  law  caused 
women,  what  could  be  more  natural,  what 
more  desirable  for  women  to  know,  than 
that,  if  they  acted  foolishly  and  contracted 
imprudent  marria|;es,  they  must  bear  the 
consequences  f  The  law  of  divorce,  as  it 
now  stood,  was  a  scandal  to  the  country; 
and  he  did  not  anticipate  any  very  decided 
amendment  from  the  measure  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  What  he  would  suggest  was, 
that  when  a  sentence  of  separation  was 
pronounced,  the  same  authority  should  pro- 
nounce a  decision  as  to  the  wife's  property. 
At  present  the  evils  of  the  law  of  divorce 
were  most  strikingly  exemplified  amongst 
the  lower  classes,  especially  in  the  case  of 
bigamy.  The  measure  before  them  was 
of  a  piecemeal  character ;  and  he  thought 
the  evil  could  only  be  met  in  the  way  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General. 

M&.  COLLIER  said,  that  they  could  not 
adopt  any  other  than  piecemeal  measures 
until  there  was  some  officer  in  this  country 
in  the  nature  of  a  Minister  of  Justice, 
charged  with  the  duty  of  proposing  and 
carrying  out  the  necessary  amendments  in 
the  law. 

Mr.  W.  J.  FOX  said,  that  the  oonsola 
tion  which  a  Court  of  Equity  was  enabled 
to  afford  the  wife  for  the  injury  and  the 
privation  to  which  she  was  often  subjected 
at  the  hands  of  her  husband  was  of  a  very 
cold  description  indeed.  He  had  himseif 
seen  mention  made  within  the  last  few 
weeks  of  two  cases  of  a  most  distressing 
nature,  in  which  the  wives  having  been 
deserted  by  their  husbands,  and  having 
been  left  families  to  support,  had  succeed* 
ed  by  their  industry  in  accumulating  a 
small  sum  of  money,  which  had  subse- 
quently been  squandered  by  the  husbands, 
who  had  rejoined  them,  and  who  had  in 
consequence  reduced  these  poor  creatures 
to  a  state  of  the  utmost  destitutioa.  A  hard 
case  had  also  occurred  a  few  days  ago,  in 
which  a  woman  possessing  a  property  of 
£400  or  £500  a  year  had  been  married, 
and  the  entire  of  her  property  had  gone  to 
her  husband's  heir-at-law,  leaving  her  pen- 
niless.    The  late  celebrated  Mrs.  Sidaons 
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hid  by  tlM  MMtlft  trf  h«r  gmit  UleilU 
ie<»atDuUt«i  ft  lurgo  fbrtund ;  butfthebftd 
bMn  bblig^  to  b«g  of  her  huiband  nel  tb 
leav«  ber  d6{Msiidi9Dt  ttpoii  other*  bt  dis^ 
poetng  of  thai  fbrtnbe  t5  Her  ttrejttdieb  by 
bii  will.  Bofei.  Mbmberi  cotild  not  btve 
&iled  to  fte^  ie  the  public  press  freqoobt 
AdfisrtisetiletttB  frotti  tittsbands  attnonbotng 
that  they  would  not  be  responiible  for  the 
debit  #hleh  their  wiyet  lii(ght  eentreei— 'it 
etreemetiuiee  whiehw  taken  tO|pether  with 
the  eases  tb  whieh  ne  had  befbre  alluded, 
eoidd  Qot  fbil  16  show  that  the  htete  ef  the 
lnw  feks  tafibeiing  the  irrfatioiis  ef  husblihd 
ahd  wife  was  mott  linsiitilfbctory,  ftl&d 
demended  atnetidiiietit.  It  Was,  thet^fbl^i 
with  ple&atare  thAt  he  hltd  liBtened  to  the 
slateihedt  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorttey 
Getierai  to  the  effect  thut  the  Government 
would  mke  the  mAtter  into  their  iminediate 
ebnsideratioti. 

Mtt.  t.  GHAltBfeRS  said,  h^  thbtght 
IhAt,  WhAteter  tnighl  be  the.  hiimber  &kid 
pressure  ef  the  gHetanoes  ebmplaihed  bf 
by  hie  hoe.  aba  leArbed  Friend  (Bilr  E. 
Perry)  they  wbuld  beer  nb  eohiparitbb  to 

the  misehiefs  tbal  Wbbld  fellow  froni  the 
Insertion  of  the  vicionH  principle  involTbd 
the  Resolution  belTbHft  thb  Hbuse.     Alt 
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Sm  ERBKIKE  PBRRT  mid*  b»  w^uld 
hife  beeb  delighted  with  the  eeeittMee  of 
hie  bob.  and  Ibartied  Friend  the  Attumey 
OfBbbml  bed  It  hot  been  followed  by  the 
sttbeeh  ef  the  hon.  ibbd  learned  GentlemeB 
the  Boliottof  Oenehil.  He  wae  alMd, 
looking  bt  thilt  speebhi  that  ytsari  might 
ela|>se  befbre  a  si^ilsfaetory  marHagb  law 
would  be  carried  out  \  but  itili  he  had 
soeh  bOttiidebee  ib  bis  bob.  And  leftmed 
Friend  thb  Attertaby  General  thu  be 
would  withdraw  bie  Besblutibtti  And  loek 
forwat€  to  b  speedy  rtMtfieetibkl  bf  the 
ef  ill  whieh  be  bed  tob  fbbUy,  peHiaps* 

poittted  bbl. 
Motieta.  by  Ibhte,  tbitiMhsneii. 


m 


the  etils  to  which  hit  hon.  and  le&iiied 
Friebd  fisferred  arbse  frbm  a  breaeh  of  tbe 
bbligbtiobt  of  religion  bbd  ftioMity  in  the 
married  siate ;  but  the  p^p6sAl  new  before 

Ihe  Hbbie  weutd  give  the  forcd  oi  IbW  te 

bVill  infibitely  greater.  No  dobbt  thb  dVilt 
which  now  existed  required  remedy  and 
ebght  to  bb  attended  te  $  but  to  thtreduce 
lAtb  eteiy  house  in  Bnglend  thb  principle 
bf  seperate  righti^^  teparete  ibterb^ts,  sbd 
«  lieperAtb  legal  btistebee  betWebh  iUkn 
bbd  wifb,  Wbs  lb  hulliry  and  dbstroy  the 
law  of  marribge  allegethe^  Ito  fbr  as  re*- 

garded  Us  tecH^hets  bbd  sbbctity.  Thb 
pUbliebtioh  ef  tubh  bdtertfoem^ntu  at  **  I 
Will  nbt  be  retpobbible  for  the  debts  bf  mjr 
Wifb"  showed  thbt  it  Wat  bbt  atWayft  H  pro- 
ligbtb  bnd  drubken  hbsbabd  Who  ebrnmlt- 
ted  Wh>b^,  bbl  that  IhbHii  Weftid  huftibrdbb 
ibttAhcbt  in  Whibh  a  bibb'e  hbme  Wbs  mbde 
Wretched  by  the  proJiigeey  bf  k  drunkbb 
Wife;  Evils  Withbbt  doubt  bkiiited  bh  both 
sidb^i  bnd  they  spHing  fiN)bi  the  breadh  bf 
the  Uws  bf  bibrblity  bbd  rbligibb )  but  the 
byilb  Whibh  wbuld  spHbg  fVom  the  pro^ted 
bltebatiob  of  thb  IbW  Would  be  fkr  Wbrse, 
lb*  they  would  be  thb  result  oi^  legidatibta. 
He  thbught  the  hon.  bnd  lek)rned  Solibitbr 
Geheritl  tbok  a  right  view  of  the  questibu, 
Hbd  hb  theirefbre  IHIbttSd  thkt  tb  woftld  be 
able  to  effect  a  sufficient  remedy. 
Mr.  W.  J.  Fox 


POStAOB  L1168L6. 

Mn.  WHITESIDE    seid,  hb  ItM  te 

ttoyb  for  thb  appointment  bf   A   B^ect 

Committee  to   ibquire    into  tiib  cifbom- 

sbtbbbt  conbected  With  the  puHfihase  bj 

Government  from  Mr.  A^che^  of  the  itta- 

ehine  bbd  ibVbbtibb  fot  perfbr«ttb^  ^ott- 

bge  Idbelt,  abd  blso  Witk  rbftsMiee  to  this 

pribtlbg  bbd  gbihmtng  pottagb  boA  l:«eelpt 

l&belt.     Hb   Wishbd  to  ]|Mittt  bttt  tkttt  s 

fbw  jkhTB  ago  Mr.  AJHihbr  ibVebted  a  ma* 

chine  fot*   facihtdtibg   the  bep&rAtiob  of 

postbge  Ibbblt,  kA  ibventibil  \iick.  Membos 

could    bot  but  adibit    bf   gtbkb    lililltt. 

Mr;  Aithef  bblibVing  thbt  the  illVentieB 

Wbuld  be  ddbcbssfu),  i^pplibd  tl^  k  t»aUit 

department  with  th^  dbjebt  of  bffl»ctiiigiU 

sklb.     Such  a  trahsbctiob  wbbld  donbSesi 

hbte  bbbd  eMbg^  by  merbkntild  inbb  ia 

b  qubrt^^  d)r  kn  hbbri  bbt  imfbrUibatrij 

Ut  Arehbr  bbd  to  deal  titit  thr^  gresi 

dbi^artttbhtt  bf  thb  Stbtb^thb  Pitot  OiBee, 

thb  Oottimilbibhert  bf  Inland  ReviSAlie,  abd 

thb  T^ea^ury.    No  ohe,  bl  hon.  Members 

muet  be  Well  aWlUi6,  Whe  ikkd  Imything 

tlisefbl  tb  ^j^bpebb  Wk«  HksMVM  ^tK  Avour 

by  bttr  ^dblid    d^baHdlbbll;   ff    6te  bad 

bothlb^  but  his  bhility  t^  fbbbmtnited  hm 

tb^theii'  hotibb.    A  Ibn^hebbd  etfft^pmid- 

btacb  tbok  place  betWbeh  Mr.  At«fae^  and 

thb  bbblib  de^rtmbhlk  HifeM^M  ki,  ao^ 

he  |;Mf.  Whilbtide)   hkd  bfcM  eitMbdr 

bhiuilbd    by  iUtA  ibr^^nclene6»   whkk 

With  gteat  bbiliit  bbd  \ibittlll^t)ii  pme- 

terancb,  bbd  hebn  ebfrilld  od  bbtWeen  t&£ 

intebtbll*  bbd  beriaib  oiltciti  fliMtfebar^ 

for  b  tbftbb  of  yeahs.  it  hbVihg  h^et  f(^ 

biterly  Impobtibib,  bf  bobM;  tb  {^rss^ 

thebl  bf  the  bseiblbbbs  bf  thb  ttroposed 

taikchine.    £Vbbtudlly»  Uii^ugb  tte  ist^- 

tbntibb  6f  Mh  Kbokh,  Sebrbtbry  tb  tb€ 

Bbbrd  of  liitkhd  RbWfab.  Ui  igt^atm 

was  ctelMtdM  H  tUl  etfMl-^ 
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**  Th«  ODmmiBtioa«n  of  laUad  ReTraua  agree 
with  Mr.  Arober  for  the  ^hrohase  of  two  nMohmei 
for  sepArAting  po^ge  Ubols,  on  eonditioD  that  he 
i«  not  to  be  re]pald  the  oost  of  the  same,  or  coId-> 
pftnftated  fbr  his  liiTeiitioh,  until  the  plan  ia 
broQghi  ihto  saoceisittl  operation." 

Wheo  the  tiicceM  of  the  inTdntion  had 
been  deiD0D8tr»ted,  Ur.  Archer  ippUed  to 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  and,  After 
baring  beMolred  tbre^  yeara'  labonr»  and 
expended  41*500  in  perfecting  the  ma- 
ehine^  that  department  ofibred  him  £100 
for  his  Inrentiott.    Afterwarda  thejr  made 
him  another  offer  of  £300;  aad»  gradu* 
ally  increasinir  in  then*  bids,  the  Treasury 
eirentaallj   offered  the  inventor  £2,000. 
KoiTt  after  three  years*  labour  and  the  ex- 
penditure he  had  incurred,  Mr.  Archer  was 
stttbboftt  and  determined,  but  the  public 
departments  were  inexorable.     They  knew 
they  had  to  deal  with  a  mah  who  possessed 
no  political  influence,  and  who  had  nothing 
bot  his  abilities  to  recommend  him,  and 
they  therefore  determined  to  persist  in 
their  iiynstice.     At  last  the  right  hon. 
Member  fbr  the  Unirersity  of  Oxford  (Mr. 
Glad8tone)i  became  Chancellor  of  the  Et- 
isbe^ueiv  and   seeiDg  that  the   invention 
would  be  nsefttl  to  the  ebuntry  he  follow- 
ed np  an  offer  which  had  been  made  by 
kis  predecessor  to  Mr.  Archer  of  £300  a 
jear^  a  share  of  the  proceeds  of  the  post« 
age  kbels  ifei  proportion  to  the  qvantity 
issued,  and  a  sum  ia  hand.     By  offering 
Mr.  Archer  £4,000^  And  after  some  four 
or  Bte  years'  negotiation,  an  arrangement 
was    effected    oa  the  terms    mentioned^ 
which,  according  to    the   words. of   the 
agreement,  related  to  postage  labels  only. 
Mr.  Archer,   boweVer^  fbresaw  that  his 
inrention  Would  be  useful  also  for  per- 
forating be^ikers'  checks,  end    had,  he 
(Mr.  Whiteside)  understood,  entered  into 
eontimots   with   eertain    bankers   in   the 
eity  te  tpply  hie  maehines  to  that  pnr^^ 
pose,  belteWng  that  his  agreement  with 
the  Beard  of  Inland  Revente  extended 
only  to  the  applicatioa  of  the  inventiiNi  to 
postage  labels.     Soon  after  Mr.  Archer 
fisMl  eftcted  hia  anmagement  with  the  then 
Chaoceller  of  the  Bxchequer  (Mr.  Glad^ 
0tono)  that  right  ken.  Gentleman  busied 
liimself  with  the  biTention  of  fresh  modes 
of  taxing  the  community.     The  right  hon* 
CS^entleman  hit  on  the  ingenious  expedient 
«9f  tntrodoeing  a  penliy  receipt  stamp.  This 
xaorelty  complicated  a  question  already  suf* 
fioioblly  eeofneed.    Mr^  Archer's  intention 
•«ooB  mode  the  enbjeet  ef  udditional  lii>- 
^uirio0«  and  the  gentleman  to  whom  the 


question  was  ultimately  referred  for  de- 
cision recommended  that  an  assignment  of 
the  patent  right  should  be  takeui  and  that 
the  machine  should  be  also  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  perforating  the  bankers'  stamps. 
The  Qovernment  then  gave  Mr.  Archer  to 
understand  that  a  gentleman  in  the  city  had 
made  experiments  upon  his  maohiooi  and 
that  £500  had  been  expended  in  attempts 
to  improve  it>  which  sum  they  insisted 
upon  deducting  from  the  £4»000  agreed 
to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Archer.  .  In  vain  did 
Mr.  Archei*  reo^nstrate.  He  was  told 
once  for  all  that  before  he  received  a  shil- 
ling from  the  Qovernment  he  must  giye  a 
guarantee  to  pay  the  £500  to  the  gentle- 
man in  the  city ;  and  what  aggravated 
the  difficulties  of  his  poeition  was  that  the 
gentleman  in  question  refused  to  accept 
the  security,  and  decl&red  thet  he  must  be 
paid  in  monejf-^^-a  demand  With  which  Mr. 
Archer  wes  unable  to  comply.  About  this 
time  the  gentleman  who  conducts  the  legal 
affairs  of  the  Treasury  began  to  interfere 
in  the  business*  and  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  no  licence  to  perforate  bankers'  stamps 
should  be  mnted  to  Mr.  Archer,  and  that 
the  use  of  his  patent  for  all  purposed  whet- 
soever  should  be  transferred  to  the  Trea- 
sury. In  vain  did  Mr.  Archer  protest^ 
remonstrate,  resist,  and  threaten  an  ap« 
peal  to  Parliament.  The  Treasury,  of 
course,  were  too  strong  for  him.  They 
got    the    assignment    from    him    of   hie 

?atent  right  and  reti^in  it  to  this  day. 
!hey  not  only  refused  nim  a  licence  to 
perforate  receipt  stamps,  but  they  also 
declined  to  allow  him  any  additional  con- 
sideration for  the  services  of  his  machine 
in  that  respect.  Nothing,  he  would  ap- 
peal to  the  Uouse»  could  be  more  illiberal, 
more  ungenerous,  ^an  each  treatment. 
But  their  infustice  did  not  end  there.  Tbe^ 
would  not  allow  him  to  superintend  the  ope- 
ratioiis  which  his  tender  originally  contem- 
plated-'-those  of  engraving,  prtoting»  end 
gumming,  as  well  ae  of  j^orating^ut 
they  committed  all  those  matters  to  other 
handsi  and  the  cbnseqoence  wea,  that  the 
texture  of  the  postage  labels  was  coarse* 
their  colour  bad*  there  was  much  difikul^ 
in  separating  them,  and^  in  a  word^  the 
Bnglish  poblic  had  the  worst  orticle  of  the 
kind  in  all  Eurdpe  at  the  very  dearest 
price.  Had  the  arrangements  been  con« 
fided  to  Mr.  Ardier,  the  person  best 
qualiSed  to  superintend  the  forking  ef  hie 
own  invention,  the  peatage  labels  would 
have  been  strttk  off  b/  a  plocebs  \>t  sur- 
face-printing eimilar  to  that  Qwd  in  the 
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Bank  of  England,  and  a  superior  descrip- 
tion of  gum  would  have  been  employed, 
instead  of  the  filihj  poisonoos  stuff  that 
was  now  provided  for  us  by  the  parental 
kindoess  of  the  Treasury.  But  the  health 
of  the  people  as  well  as  the  claims  of 
jastice  were  disregarded  to  faoilitate  the 
perpetration  of  a  disreputable  little  job. 
The  conseqvence  was  that  an  article  was 
produced  which  was  a  reproach  to  art  and 
a  disgrace  to  the  country.  He  would 
leave  it  to  the  candid  decision  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury 
to  say,  whether  the  postage  label  used  in 
England  was  not  greatly  inferior  to  any- 
thing of  the  same  kind  in  France,  or, 
indeed,  in  any  other  country  of  the  world. 
In  order  to  understand  the  unfair  manner 
in  which  Mr.  Archer  had  been  treated  it 
would  be  necessary  to  refer  to  the  cor- 
respondence that  had  taken  place  between 
him  and  the  Treasury.  On  the  30th  of 
April,  1851,  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Keogh  to 
say  that  he  was  willing  to  undertake — 

"  In  coijiuietion  with  Mr.  Branston,  who  for 
many  yean  held  the  appointment  of  engrayer  to 
the  late  CommiBsionert  of  Excise,  to  engrave, 
nrint,  gum,  and  perforate  the  iheets  of  postage 
labels,  and  to  And  and  prepare  all  the  neeessary 
printing  maohinerj,  plates,  and  apparatus,  and 
also  all  perforating  maohiiies  that  may  be  re- 

Jinired  (except  the  present)  for  the  sum  of  i\i, 
or  every  1,000  stamps.** 

As  this  proposal,  howerer,  referred  to  a 
mode  of  engraving  and  printiog  materially 
differing  from  the  one  then  in  use,  Mr. 
Archer  proceeded  to  make  some  remarks 
in  reference  to  the  comparative  merits  of 
the  two  systems,  and  having  doue  so,  con- 
cluded his  letter  by  stating  that  should — 

"  The  Commisiioners  deem  it  advisable  not  to 
change  the  present  mode  of  engraving  and  print- 
ing the  labels,  he  was  prepared  to  undertajLe  to 
engrave  and  print  the  same  according  to  the 
existing  plan,  and  also  to  gum  and  perforate  them, 
and  to  find  all  the  necessary  printing  machinery 
and  plates,  with  all  the  usual  guarantees  required, 
for  tfato  sum  of  0d.  for  every  1,000  stamps;  so 
that,  even  according  to  the  latter  proposal,  the 
Commissioners  would  be  enabled  to  save  the 
Post  office  £1,500  per  annum." 

The  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  had  this 
letter  in  their  hands  on  the  16th  May, 
and  mark  how  they  proceeded.  Instead 
of  putting  themselTCS  in  communication 
with  Mr.  Archer,  or  offering  the  contract 
to  public  competition,  they  took  a  most 
disingenuous  course,  for  on  that  very  day 
the  solicitor  to  the  *'  Board,"  wrote  to 
Bacon  and  Fetch,  their  old  engravers, 
stating  that  a  tender  had  been  made  to 
print  the  labels  at  5d.  (which  was  not  true, 
Mr.WhiUnde 


for  the  tender  was  to  print,  perforate,  and 
gum  them  at  that  price)  per  1,000,  and 
asking  if  they  would  abate  their  price  from 
Id.  to  6d.  per  1,000.  Of  course  thej 
assented ;  and  without  any  notice  to  Mr. 
Archer,  the  contract  was  concloded  with 
them  for  five  years  to  do  the  printing  at 
6(2.  per  1,000,  he  baring  tendered  to  do 
the  printing,  perforating,  and  gnmming, 
at  bd,  per  1,000.  The  Committee  who 
had  sat  upon  the  subject,  and  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Munti) 
was  a  member,  had  expressed  their  opinion 
upon  this  transaction.  They  had  passed 
a  Resolution — 


"That  the  tender  having  been  made  by  Mr. 
Archer  to  print,  perforate  and  paste  the  labeb  &t 
5<{.  per  1,000,  a  smaller  sum  than  had  been  piid 
for  the  printing  alone,  it  was  inexpedient  to  e«is* 
muntcate  the  terms  of  the  tender  to  the  fonsff 
contractors." 

"Inexpedient!"  —  a  delicate  ezpressioB 
certainly.     He  would  beg  to  translate  \i 
freely,  liberally,  and  to   stigmatise   soeh 
conduct  as   unjust  and   iniquitous.     The 
Committee  further  reported  that,  in  renev- 
ing  the  contract  with  Messrs.  Bacon  and 
Fetch,  it  was  not  necessary,  neither  wss 
it  for  the  interest  or  the  conYenience  of 
the  public,  that  it  should  have  been  made 
for    five  years.      A   discussion   arose  in 
the  Committee  as  to  the  best  mode  of 
printing  the  postage  labels,  and  three  of 
the  most  scientific  witnesses  declared  that 
the  system  of  surface  printing  must  olti- 
mately    prevail.      Tet    the    Goy^mment 
alleg^  that  they  could  not  help  tbem- 
selves,  being  bound  by  their  contract  vitb 
Messrs.  Bacon  and  Fetch  for  a  period  of 
five  years,  and  thus  a  clear  profit  actnallj 
exceeding  the  salary  allowed  to  the  Fnme 
Minister,  or  more  than   £5,000  a  year, 
was  secured  to  that  firm  !     The  contract 
entered    into    with    Messrs.    Bacon    aoii 
Fetch  having  been  printed  by  order  of 
the  House,  a  copy  of  it  was  submitted  br 
Mr.  Archer  to  Mr.  V.  Williams,  whose 
legal  opinion,  together  with  that  of  another 
eminent  barrister,  was,  that  the  compae: 
was  not  binding  on  the  Treasury  for  fiv« 
years.     Still  the  extraTagant  arrangemer.: 
went  on,  aud  enormous  profits  were  pock- 
eted by  the  contractors,  because  eoffip^ 
tition  was  precluded.     The  particulsK^ 
this  job  were  not  yet  exhausted — voni 
still  remained.     Mr.  Archer,  persersrbg 
in  his  views  with  regard  to  surface-priBoai;* 
called  on  Mr.  £.  Hill,  a  secretary  to  o6e<^ 
the  Boards,  and  explained  the  facts  to  biss. 
But  Mr,  £.  Hill  was  so  slow  to  see  the  sspe- 
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rioriiy  of  Mr.  Archer's  process,  that  he 
did  not  see  it  until  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough  (Mr.  Hankej)  had  written  to 
him,  stating  that  the  Bank  of  England 
had   adopted  it,   and  would  before  long 
print  all  their   notes  bj  it,  adding — ''I 
cannot  understand  why  the  process  is  not 
made  use  of  for  the  postage  labels,  since 
ours  are  bj  far  the  most  clumsily  and 
badly  executed."      Well,    two   or  three 
years  after  the  "Board"  had  received 
Mr.  Archer's  tender  to  do  the  whole  of 
the  labels  upon  the  superior  process,  this 
Mr.  £.  Hill  began  to  think  of  securing  it 
for  the  GoTernment.      Admitting,  how- 
ever, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the 
Treasury  yrere  restricted  by  the  contract 
for  five  yearsp  as  far  as  concerned  the 
postage  Labels,  yet  they  might  have  sub- 
jected the  receipt  labels  to  the  open  com- 
petition of   the  trade.      Now,   Mr.  Hill 
was  the  partner  of  Mr.  Delarue,  the  sta- 
tioner, in  a  patent  for  cutting  envelopes ; 
but,  obtaining  an  excellent  Government 
appointment,  he  immediately  sold  his  right 
to  the  patent,  and  managed  to  give  to  his 
former  co-partner,  at  the  modest  price  of 
7d.  per  1,000,  the  contract  which  an  ex- 
pert  man  offered  to  execute  by  a  superior 
process  at  2^d.  per  1,000.     Perhaps  a 
more  monstrous  instance  of  jobbery  had 
never  occurred.     Why  were  they  to  have 
a  bad  envelope,  made  of  paper  so  thin 
tbat  the  writing  may  be  seen  through  it, 
merely  that  a  favour  might  be  conferred 
upon  some  person   who  was   perhaps  a 
friend  of  one  of  the  department?     The 
receipt  stamp,  he  adn^itted,  was  far  better 
than  the  clumsy  article  of  which  he  had 
been  complaining.     Why,  he  asked  as  a 
man  of  business,  were  they  to  have  a  good 
receipt  stamp  and  a  bad  postage  label? 
Tlie  answer  would  doubtless  be,  that  they 
must  fulfil  the  terms  of  the  contract ;  and 
the  system  would  be  continued  unless  the 
House  of  Commons  granted  the  inquiry 
he  now  demanded.     The  respectable  sta* 
tioners  in  the  city  had  no  confidence  in 
the  contract  system  pursued  by  the  Go- 
Ternment,  which   they   averred  was  not 
carried   out   openly  by  public  advertise- 
ment.    In  the  Estimates  which  had  been 
laid  before  the  House  during  the  present 
year,  the  total  sum  required  for  postage 
labels  was   £29,000,  of  which   £8,000 
^waa  for  the  manufacture  of  a  new  postage 
stamp  for  the  conveyance  of  newspapers. 
He  supposed  the  latter  sum  was  for  the 
manufacture  of  a  die  for  the  impression 
of  stamps  upon  newspapers,  and,  if  so,  a 


Tory  handsome  article  of  that  description 
he  was  certain  could  be  procured  for  £50. 
Who,  then,  had  got  the^  £8,000?  He 
wanted  to  find  out  the  whole  truth  if  he 
could,  although  he  would  not  say  that  he 
should  succeed  in  doing  so;  but,  at  all 
events,  if  the  Committee  asked  for  were 
granted,  he  would  rely  upon  the  good 
sense  and  feeling  of  the  Members  who 
composed  it  to  assist  him.  All  the  jus- 
tice Mr.  Archer  had  received  had  been 
from  that  House,  and  not  from  the  de« 
partments.  At  first,  the  departments 
squeezed  from  that  gentleman  the  entire 
right  to  his  patent;  then  refused  him  a 
licence ;  then  deducted  £500  from  the 
£4,000  they  offered  him,  ousted  him 
from  the  contract,  and  yet  made  good 
use  of  his  principle  for  receipt  labels; 
and  then  gave  another  person  nearly  three 
times  the  amount  for  which  he  was  willing 
to  give  them  a  good  and  satisfactory  article. 
He  (Mr.  Whiteside)  would  like  to  inquire 
into  those  matters,  and  doubted  not  but 
that  some  interesting  communication  be- 
tween some  persons  would  transpire,  the 
result  of  which  was  that  one  party  ob- 
tained a  contract  which  was  worth  some- 
thing more  than  the  salary  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  had  brought  forward  the 
subject  upon  no  grounds  of  personal  or 
political  nature,  bnt  simply  relying  upon 
the  good  sense  of  the  House  to  do  justice 
to  an  injured  and  an  ill-used  man,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  but  it  would  give  the  whole 
case  a  fair  consideration,  and  after  hearing 
what  the  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Treasury 
had  to  say  in  reply,  would,  he  hoped,  grant 
him  the  Committee  he  moved  for.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  a  party 
to  the  job,  but  he  hoped  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  attempt  to  defend  that 
which  was  indefensible.  If,  however,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  succeed  in  proring 
to  a  Committee  that  the  departments  were 
free  from  blame,  he  (Mr.  Whiteside)  would 
be  the  first  to  admit  the  validity  of  the 
defence,  and  to  compliment  the  bon.  Gen« 
tleman  upon  his  skill  in  proving  it. 

Mb.  WILSON  said,  that  though  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  bad  exonerated 
him  from  personal  blame  in  respect  of 
many  of  the  transactions  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  he  had  not  gone  on  to  say  who  had 
represented  the  Government  of  the  day  in 
the  Committee  which  had  sat  upon  this 
subject,  and  who  consequently  were  reaUy 
responsible  for  the  Report  of  that  Com- 
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mittee.     That  Committee  sat  in  April  and 
May»  1858,  and  wat  altonded  by  the  Mar- 
qatM  of  Chandoa,  as  the  repreMntaiiya  of 
the  Goveramant  of  Lord  Derby,  and  than 
whom  a  more  painstaking  Member  neyer 
sat  npon    a  Oommitiee ;    therefore,  the 
parties  really  responsible  for  that  Report 
were  Lord  Derby  s  dotemment.    He  (Mr. 
Wilson)  eottld  not  pretend  to  be  cognisant 
of  all  malters  attendant  npon  the  suhjeot, 
bat  he  wonld  remind  the  House  that  they 
had  been  brongfat  before  the  Committee, 
which  had,  in  eonseqnenee,  ftiUyinyesU- 
gated  the  snbjeet.   Hence,  what  had  taken 
plaee  before  the  Oemmittee  sat  was  hardly 
a  question  at  the  present  moment.    The 
Committee    had  eipressed  their  opinion 
after  due  consideration,  and  it  was  there- 
fore  not  to  be  expected  that  after  four 
years  had  elapsed  the  House  would  grant 
a  Committee  again  to  inyeetigate  the  sub* 
jeet.     But,  in  truth,  the  most  importknt 
part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman '^ 
speech  was  that  in  which  he  referred  to 
what  had  taken  place  since  the  Committee 
reported  i  the  ether  hoU  had  only  been 
introduced  in  order  that  he  might  heighten, 
like  a  skilful  advocate,  that  which  was  to 
come.    Now  he  (Mr.  Wilson)  would  take 
the  liberty  of  informing  the  House  what 
had  actually  taken  place  in  consequence  of 
the  recommendation  of   the  Committee. 
The  colleagues  of  the  hen.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Whiteside)  in  pursuance 
of  that  Report,  entered  into  correspond- 
ence with  Mr.  Archer.     They  made  him 
such  offers  as  in  aoeordance  with  their  duty 
to  the  country  they  thought  right,  bat 
those  offers  were  net  agreeable  to  or  at  all 
eyents  did  not  meet  Mr.  Archer's  yiews. 
In  the  year  1853,  as  the  hen.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  stated,  his  (Mr.  Wilson's) 
fight  hon.   Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Uniyersity  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone)  then 
ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer,   reeeiyed  a 
deputation,    urging   upon    him    the    ex<^ 
pedtency  of  purchasing  the  patent  of  Mr. 
Archer.    He  should  state  to  the  House  that 
the  highest  and  most  liberal  offer  of  Lord 
Derby's  Goyemment  had    been   £2,000, 
coupled  with  some  offbr  of  a  commission 
upon  the  sale  of  postage  stamps.     On  the 
24th    of  May,    1853,    he  (Mr.  Wilson) 
found  that  he  made  a  memorandum,  stating 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hay* 
ing  intimated  his  willingness  to  purchase 
the  patent  in  question  for  £4,000,  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  were  pleased  to 
tequeet  their  sirficitor  to  place  himself  in 
eommutticatieli  with  Mr.  Archer,  and  le 

Mr,  Wilion 


take  steps  in  order  to  obtain  a  Ie|;al  aasign- 
ment  of  the  patent  to  Colonel  Maberiy,  in 
trust  for  the  public.     In  censeqneoee  of 
this  the  solicitor  to  the  Treasury  pnt  bim* 
self  into  communication  with  Mr.  Archer, 
and  stated  the  conditions  of  the  bargain  te 
him.     Mr.  Archer  wished,  however,  al» 
though  the  patent  was  to  be  assigned,  tiiai 
there  should  be  an  understanding  that  ha 
might    apply  to  Parilamoit  for  teiher 
compensation.   The  Treasuiy  (acting  upon 
the  adyice  of  their  solicitor)  repUad,  Uiat 
although    they  could    not    prevent    Mr. 
Archer  from  appealing  to  Pariiamaiit,  tibsy 
did  not  think  it  right  to  enter  into  any  sndk 
understanding  as  he  desired.     Mr.  Aieher 
also  made  known  to  the  Treasnry  tlmt 
there  were  seyeral  incumbrances  in  eniet- 
ence  affecting  his  rights,  which  be  had 
incurred  in  the  prosecution  of  hia  inveo* 
tioas.     The  hon.  and  learned  QeaUeman 
the  Member  for  Enntskillen  made  mneb  of 
this,  and  seemed  to  think  diat  the  Trea- 
sury had  taken  the  part  of  these  iaeam- 
hranees.     But  the  fact  was,  that  ikere  was 
a  legal  mortgage  affecting  Mr.  Areker's 
patent,  and  until  that  was  diaeharged  ihe 
interest  in  the  inyention  eenld  sot  be  prs- 
perly  vested  in  the  Goyemment.     On  the 
20th  June,  Mr.  Archer  having  consented 
to  assign  the  patent  without  condition,  the 
Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  wrote    to   the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  stating  that 
fset,  and  enclosing  the  assignment,  the 
original  letters,  and  the  mortgage  to  whi^ 
he  had  already  referred,  and  giving  inatme- 
tions  with  regard  to  the  cloolng  of  the 
transaction.     Those  instrectione  wete  ul* 
timately  acted  upon,  and  the  tfaneaotion 
dosed.     In  the  course  of  the  negotiation 
which  took  place,  Mr.  Archer  at  ooe  lime 
expressed  a  desire  to  limit  the  grant  to  the 
Goyemment  te  the  right  ei  perforatog 
postage  labds  only.     That,  however,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  think 
it  right  to  accede  to,  for  he  eonaidorad  thai 
the  purchase  of  the  patent  should  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public  generally,  ao  that 
while  the  Government  availed  thuBaolves 
of   it    for    the   pnrpcae   of   porferatiof 
postage  stamps,  it  might  be  eqnallj  mvwi- 
able  to  the  puUic  for  all  ether  povpeees. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  bail  also 
made  reference  to  the  eubjeet  of  nvrfoee 
printing,  now  a  matter  not  vetj  fii  for 
public  discussion.     Where  they  were  cai- 
lecting  upwards  of  £8,000,000  of  moacr 
in  sepamte  pennies,  seenrity  was  tbe  iii 
oonsidention.    Three  or  four  jmtm  age, 
the  0#?emflMit  wcfo  indneed  by  nf#i 


129S 


Patiag6 


{Juke  10, 1856} 


LdbAi, 


1294 


sentations  made  to  them  to  attach  great 
ioi|K»rtaoe9  to  the  new  diMovery  of  siurftice 

STiaiiiift  bni  vitk  the  knowledge  aoquired 
J  ejcperimeota  they  nere  disposed  to  oon« 
sider  the  old  style  by  iar  the  safest.  The 
transaetioDS  in  1860  and  1851,  having 
already  been  inqnirad  into  by  a  Seleet 
OoniBiittee,  eonld  netpieperly  be  made  the 
snbjeei  of  another  inTestigation,  nnlesa  it 
oouid  be  aboira  that  they  boye  on  the  poiw 
chase  of  the  patent  right.  He  thonghi  ne 
had  proved  that  the  pavehaae  vas  alto* 
gether  independenl  or  pieviotti  tasaaae* 
tiens,  and  up  te  ihe  psasent  time  he  had 
Dover  heard  of  any  oemplaint  showing  that 
Mr.  Areher  was  mot  'sattsled  with  the 
arrangement.  He  thought  that  the  Souse 
would  net  assent  te  the  Motion  of  tbe  hen. 
and  learned  Member. 

Mn.  QROGAN  said,  that  the  whole  of 

the  ease  eonld  be  condensed  into  a  very 

amall  eompasa.     A  man  of  ability  had 

int^ted  a  maeUne  ef  great  usefulness  to 

the  public — so   useful,  indeed,   that  the 

Goremaent  had  eepsidesod  it  neoesaary 

to  purebMt  tbo  pateut«    Now,  tbo  ot^eot 

of  the  Goremment  at  the  time  was  to 

perfcrate   postage  stamps,    became   the 

perforation  of  cheques  i^nd  bfmkers'  drafts 

was  not  then  ^bought  of,    )£r,  Archer, 

however*  bad  uiterior  objects  in  view*  and 

wished  te  reserve  a  portion  of  his  right 

It  was  true  that  Mr.  Greenwood,  of  the 

Treasury,  teld  him  that  be  did  not  see 

bow  the  Government  could  buy  the  patent, 

and  yet  allow  him  a  right  to  sell  it  to 

bankers;    but  what  Mr.  Archer  wanted 

was,  that  a  power  should  be  given  him  of 

lioenaing  bankers  and  others  who  might 

wish  to  use  tbe  patent  for  tiie  purposes 

alluded  to.     On  that  point  tbo  agreement 

was  not  speeifiei  but  when  Mr,  Aroher 

afterwards  wished  to  exerptse  such  a  power, 

tlia  Goveroment  veftised  to  allow  him  to 

do  so.    Considering  the  enormous  amount 

of  property  which  might  be  saved  to  the 

poblip  were  the  oontraete  re-acyusted,  and 

oooaidering   that   the  existing  oontrnots 

ware  about  ihostiy  to  espiret  he  thought 

the  House  would  be  acting  with  manirasl 

nagleet  of  what  was  due  to  the  eonntry  if 

it  refused  to  grant  the  Oommittae. 

Mr.  LLOTO  DATIXB  said,  he  could 
sot  help  thinking  that  there  was  some 
want  of  grace  on  the  part  of  the  inrentor 
of  tka  patent  in  thus  coming  forward  to 
make  a  claim  upon  the  Govemment,  after 
1m  bid  nnresemdly  aold  his  invention  to 
them  for  a  sum  of  £4,000.  There  oould 
ba  ao  donbt  that  tho  geattanaa  ia  ^aes- 


tion  had  transferred  his  machine  to  the 
Qqvernment,  apd  parted  witd  hia  outir4^ 
iuterei^  in  it  \  au4  with  Fh<^t  gr^of  ooi^Id 
he  uew  dei^^nd  additional  comp^n«iation« 
becauso  ho  found  V\^  inventiqn  w&4  dppljr 
cable  to  othor  purposes  9  Qe,  tbereforo* 
could  not  support  tbo  MoVfon  on  t))o  ground 
<^lQg9d-  M  the  mRo  tin^o  be  thought 
some  explanation  waa  due  qn  tke  p<krt  of 
tbe  QoTomm^o^  m  i^  their  w(\^  7^4. 
for  irhat  th<^  might  got  for  2|ci,  Thii 
part  of  tho  Motion  direoto4  iP  lth«t  poiui 
should  oerioinly  kAve  hi^  4«ppqrt. 

Ma.  MUNT3  said,  thoro  wa«  0O9  pom 
tion  of  tbo  lubject  tbot  OMght  to  \m  \mx^ 
in  mind,  thoft*  kowever  Goverumaoi  bfM} 
settled  with  Mr.  Arqhor.  tkc^r  bad  up( 
settled  vitk  him  in  good  foitb*  They  purt 
qhaaod  tbe  moohioory  and  patent  rigk^ 
merely  for  tbo  porfimtioa  of  poitage» 
stamp«.    That,  however,  v<m  the  sn)allo4ti 

Eart  of  tho  question ;  tho  largest  was,  bow 
ad  the  public  been  dooU  with  in  tbe  ma(M 
tor  %  Tbo  copper-plate  prpoos*  admitted 
of  forgery,  and  in  f^  ooufersatiqn  wkieb  ba 
had  bad  twelve  moatba  ago  witk  the  So^ 
cretaiy  of  the  Treasuryt  that  hpn.  Gentle- 
man  informod  him  tbot  thi^^  wero  going 
to  do  awoy  with  itt  and  adopt  tho  nor* 
face  printing  in  regard  to  poitage-stamp^f 
There  was  also  this  proof  tb#t  they  # pn*^ 
sidered  the  surfaoe  printing  so  superiort 
that  they  bad  adopted  it  iu  the  printing  of 
tbe  reeeipt  atamps.  He  was  at  a  loss  tp 
undemtaaid  tbo  vote  of  J^8,Q0O  fcr  a  stamp 
for  navipapers,  and  thought  the  whole 
matter  ealled  for  tbe  investigotion  of  it 
Committee. 

Thu  CHANCELLOR  or  ths  BXCHSr 
QUBH  saidi  the  qoeetion  wbioh  tbe  hen. 
and  learned  GenUematf  (Mr.  Whiteside) 
had  raised  seemed  to  divide  itself  under 
three  beads,  the  first  of  wbioh  bad  rela- 
tion to  the  romuneration  allowed  to  Mr. 
Arpher  for  his  patent.  Now  the  esplana* 
tion  which  bis  boo.  Friend  (Mr.  Wilson) 
bsd  given  was  perfectly  conclusive  upon 
that  part  of  the  question.  Tbe  negqtia* 
tion*  with  Mr*  Amber  wero  spread  over  % 
ceniidei able  numbee  of  yeors,  and  he  him- 
self, when  Secretary  to  the  TrMkiWryp  bad 
Qommnaioated  to  that  goatlessaa  the  offer 
of  what  was  deemed  bjr  the  tbon  Goverur 
meat  an  adequate  price  for  \A%  pal^nt> 
which  oevtainly  sborod  «ema  ingennity  t 
nevertheless,  ia  the  execntion  of  the  idea, 
Mr.  Aieher,  net  having  suiBcient  know- 
ledge  ol  meebaaieSf  was  greatly  assisted 
by  a  gentleman  ia  one  of  the  public  offioos, 
who  enablo^  Um  to  eonry  eat  hio  viewa 
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more  efFeciaallj.  How,  therefore,  they 
eould  think  of  appointing  a  Committee, 
with  a  riew  of  handing  orer  a  anm  of 
£6,000  or  £8,000,  or  whateyer  som  the 
Kberalit  J  of  Gentlemen  opposite  might  fix 
npon,  surpassed  his  eoraprehension  to  eon- 
eeiTe.  Ho  was  of  opinion  that  the  money 
offered  hy  the  Oovemment  was  a  full 
eqaivalent  for  any  clum  Mr.  Areher  might 
hare  had  npon  the  GoTemment.  That 
gentleman,  however,  refused  to  aoeept  the 
offer ;  the  qoestion  was  therefore  rmrred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  That  Committee 
recommended  a  further  negotiation  with 
Mr.  Archer,  which  was  made,  and  which 
ended  in  an  offer  of  the  most  liheral  terms. 
Mr.  Archer,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all 
the  circumstances,  accepted  that  offer, 
without  any  resenration  whateyer.  The 
money  was  paid  and  receiyed ;  and  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  could 
not  conceiye  what  possible  ground,  at  this 
distant  period  of  time,  there  could  be  for 
reopening  these  transactions,  or  of  in- 
ducing Mr.  Archer  to  make  any  additional 
demand,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  been 
underpaid.  With  regard  to  the  contract 
with  Messrs.  Bacon  and  Fetch,  he  had  no 
yery  clear  recollection  of  the  proceedings 
in  the  year  1852-53  ;  still  the  subject  was 
inyestigated  in  that  year.  And  the  Com- 
mittee concluded  its  Report  with  declaring 
that  they  were  of  opinion  that  in  the  re- 
newal  of  the  contract  it  was  not  necessary 
to  make  it  for  fiye  years,  as  ndther  the 
interests  nor  convenience  of  the  public 
were  thereby  secured.  With  respect  to 
the  question  of  surface  printing  and  cop- 
per-plate printing,  the  question  had  been 
but  recently  investigated  at  the  Treasury, 
in  concert  with  scientific  persons ;  and 
they  were  of  opinion  that,  in  order  to  se- 
cure the  Treasury  against  forgery,  it  was 
desirable  to  have  reoonrse  to  copper-plate 
in  preference  to  surface  printing.  Another 
point  adverted  to  had  been  the  question 
with  regard  to  the  contract  with  Mr.  De- 
larue  as  to  surface  printing,  it  being  stated 
that  the  price  at  which  the  contract  had 
been  completed  was  excessive.  Now,  he 
Itad  no  knowledge  upon  the  subject,  not 
having  heard  the  question  raised  before. 
He  would,  therefore,  only  content  himself 
with  saying  that,  nevertheless,  he  did  not 
think  they  ought  to  delegate  to  Select 
Committees  the  dnty  of  making  Govern- 
ment  contracts.  He  would  cause  the  case 
to  be  investigated,  and  see  whether  there 
were  any  grounds  for  the  statement  of  the 
hon«  and  learned  Member. 

The  ChanceUar  of  the  Eaooheqmr 


Mb.  WHITEBIDB,  in  reply,  satd  tW 
the  complaint  amongst  the  trade  was,  tint 
they  never  got  the  chance  of  offering  for 
this  contract;  but  that  it  was  given  bj 
the  Government  to  Mr.  Ddame.  becson 
he  was  in  some  way  eonneeted  with  peopl« 
in  office.  He  therefore  submitted  tbit  it 
was  a  dear  caae  for  %  Committee,  sad  be 
hoped  that  the  House  would  dedara  it  to 
be  so. 

Mb.  BBLL  said,  that  tbere  was  no  ex- 
idanattbn  given  of  the  iS8,000. 

Ma.  WILSON  said,  with  regaid  to  the 
ohum  for  £500  which  had  been  M^ 
to,  if  not  an  actual  mortgage,  it  wseeos- 
sidered  by  the  solicitor  to  the  Treaeaije 
valid  charge,  and  therefore  oos  whieh  h 
was  necessary  to  take  into  acoomit  is  per- 
chasing  the  machine.  The  £8,000  io- 
eluded  in  the  Votes  of  this  year  wsi  ibr 
the  introduction  of  adhesive  staffl]>s  ie* 
stead  of  impressed  stamps  for  newsps- 
pers. 

Motion  made,  and 


"  That  a  Seleot  Committee  be  appobted,  to  in- 
qoire  into  the  oircumstHioes  of  tiie  psivbMe  of 
the  Maohine  and  Inrention  for  perforating  Poiti^ 
Labels  by  the  GoTemment  ftiai  Blr.  Areber.  tiie 
inventor ;  and  also  into  the  circumstances  vsUff 
which  the  existing  agreements  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Contractors  for  gnmnung  u^ 
printing  the  Postage  and  Beeeut  Labds  va« 
made." 

The  House  dirndei  .-—Ayes  39 ;  Noa 
57 :  Majority  18. 

Mb.  BROTHBRTON  said,  he  BhooM 
now  move  the  adjournment  of  the  Home- 
It  was  nearly  midnight ;  the  House  W 
only  adjourned  at  two  o'clock  that  wm- 
ing,  they  had  to  meet  at  noon  to-nKvnmi 
and  be  thought  it  only  right  that  tbej 
shotttd  not  proceed  further  with  tks  bui* 
ness  on  the  m^per. 

Sib  6B0RGE  GRBT  said,  there  vere 
some  notices  on  the  paper  which  nigbtbe 
disposed  of  without  any  diacuasicn,  woA  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  presi 
his  Motion,  on  the  understanding  tb>t 
only  unopposed  notices  should  be  proeeed- 
ed  with. 

Mb.  BROTHBRTON  sMd,  en  tkateos* 
dition  he  would  withdraw  his  Motion* 

Motion,  by  Iobto,  wUhdnmm. 

FISHERIES  (laELAMO)^ 
Mb.  M*MAH0N  rose,  to  more  for  * 

Select  Committee  to  inTestigate  the  ope- 

ration  of  the  recent  Statntea  idstiogi^ 

the  Fisheries  of  Irehind. 

Sm  OBORGE  GRBT  said,  if  tbe  h» 

and  learned  GentlemaB  petnefeied  in  goi^f 
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OB  wiUi  ihiB  Motion,  he  should  accept  the 
proposiiion  for  adioarnment. 

Mb.  BROTHBuTON  said,  he  must  re- 
remind  the  House  of  the  condition  upon 
which  he  had  just  withdrawn  his  Motion. 

Mb«  M'MAHON  said  that,  as  the  Mo- 
tion for  adjournment  had  been  withdrawn, 
and  he  was  now  in  possession  of  the  House, 
the  hon.  Ckntleman  was  out  of  order  in 
intermpting  him. 

Mb«  SPEAKBR  :  The  Motion  for  ad- 
journment not  having  been  pressed,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qeotleman  has  an  ab- 
stract right  to  go  on  with  his  Motion,  but 
I  must  remind  him  that  that  was  not  the 
uoderstaiiding. 

Mb.  M«MAH0N  said,  he  had  not  been 
»  party  to  the  arrangement,  and  must 
deny  that  he  was  bound  by  it.  It  was  a 
▼ery  early  hour  for  the  transaction  of 
Irish  business   in    the   House  of   Com- 


Notice  taken,  that  Forty  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted;  and  Forty 
Members  not  being  present.  The  House 
WBs  adjourned  at  Twelre  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
WtdnskUnf,  June  11,  1856. 

MsHOTBS.]     Pimuo  Biuji.<~l*  Stock- in-Tnde 
Exemption. 
3^  Insaranoe  on  LiTes  (Abatement  of  Income 
Tax)  CentiniiMice. 

NAWAB  OF  SURAT  TREATY  BILL. 

Upon  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Bill  being  read, 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  he  wished 
to  suggest  a  postponement  of  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Bill  for  a  week.  The 
ngtit  hon.  Gentleman  the  Speaker  had  de- 
cided that  the  subject  was  properly  dealt 
with  in  a  Private  Bill,  and  it  had  been  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  who  hsd 
made  their  Report  in  a  somewhat  unusual 
shape,  by  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  reasons  for  their  decision.  Although 
the  subject  was  treated  of  in  a  Private  Bill, 
yet  many  points  of  a  public  nature  were 
inwolred,  as  the  Committee  themselves  had 
stated.  Questions  of  constitutional  prin- 
ciple would  probably  arise,  and  the  whole 
anhject  would  require  most  careful  consi- 
deration. He  therefore  proposed  that,  as 
the  Committee  had  made  a  special  Report, 
the  House  should  defer  Uie  forther  consi- 
deration for  a  week,  in  order  that  Mem- 
bem  might  make  themselres  fnlly  acquaint- 


ed with  the  evidence  upon  which  the  Re- 
port had  been  founded. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
'*  That  the  Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Com- 
mittee, be  taken  into  further  consideration 
upon  Wednesday  next." 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLT  said,  that  the 
question  to  be  decided  concerned  the  good 
faith  and  honour  of  this  country.  It  was  a 
solemn  appeal  for  justice,  and  involved  the 
character  and  good  name  of  the  nation. 
He  could  not  consent  to  any  po8tp<mement 
of  the  Bill,  as  he  conceived  such  a  course 
would  very  much  endanger  its  success. 
The  claim  of  the  Nawab  of  Surat  was  for 
the  payment  of  an  annuity  which  the  East 
India  Company  had  solemnly  pledged  it- 
self to  pay  to  the  descendants  of  a  native 
prince,  who,  upon  the  faith  of  that  engage* 
ment  had  ceded  to  the  East  India  Com* 
pany  his  territories  and  revennes,  of  which 
the  Company  were  in  possession  up  to  that 
very  period.  Of  the  justice  of  the  claim 
now  made  he  had  no  doubt,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.V.  Smith)  would 
pledge  himself  that,  in  the  event  of  the  de- 
cision of  the  Committee  of  that  House  being 
in  favour  of  the  claim,  the  East  India 
Company  should  render  a  tardy  justice  and 
make  payment  of  the  annuity,  he  (Sir  F. 
Kelly)  would  not  resist  a  postponement  of 
the  consideration  of  the  BilL  He  was 
sorry  to  see  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gave  no  assent  to  that  proposi* 
tion,  and,  therefore  his  only  course  was 
to  proceed.  It  was  now  some  fifty  yeara 
since  the  Nawab  of  Surat  (in  part  co- 
erced by  the  presence  of  a  large  British 
force)  reluctantly  entered  into  a  treaty 
with  the  East  India  Company  for  the  ces- 
sion of  his  territories,  his  army,  and  his 
little  fleet  to  the  Company,  upon  considera- 
tion of  receiving  an  annual  payment,  at 
first,  of  75,000  rupees  and  one-fifth  part 
of  certain  revenues,  and  subsequently  a 
total  annual  sum  of  150,000  rupees  to  be 
settled  upon  himself  and  his  heirs.  The 
annuity  had  been  regularly  paid  to  the 
Nawab*  during  his  life,  and  afterwards  to 
his  son  and  successor.  Upon  the  death 
of  the  latter,  m  1843,  the  office  of  Nawab 
was  claimed  by  Meer  Jaffier  Ali  Khan, 
the  husband  of  the  only  surviving  daughter 
of  the  last  Nawab.  The  Companv,  how^ 
ever,  disputed  his  right  to  the  title,  an«^ 
after  many  delays  they  determined,  e» 
parte^-for  Jaffier  Ali  was  denied  the  op- 
portunity of  being  heard  upon  his  claim— 
they  determined,  on  the  construction  of  the 
treaty,  that  by  reason  of  the  olliee  of  Na- 
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wab  baTing  ceased — which,  be  it  obserredy 
ikey  had  made  t«  cease,  and  might  have 
made  to  cease  at  aay  moment  afiev  the 
trealj  was  signed-^-tbe  sueeesaors  of  the 
Mawab  haying  come  to  an  end,  bia  heirs 
had  no  claim  to  the  annoitj.  It  was  true 
the  Company  had  allowed  to  some  Hembera 
of  the  family  ef  the  late  Narab  certain 
penaioBS  during  their  Uvea ;  but  tbey  in* 
sisted  that  this  was  an  aet  of  generosity 
or  charity,  and  vepudiatad  the  olaim  aa  one 
of  kw  or  jastice.  In  mrder  to  obtain  the 
deeisioA  pf  Parliament  the  case  had  been 
branght  before  tbo  House,  and  it  had  been 
introdueed  in  the  shape  of  a  Private  Bill 
upon  the  authority  of  the  right  hott«  Qen* 
tleman  the  Speidier.  The  object  of  tbo 
Bill  was  to  declare,  that  by  the  terms  of 
the  treaty  the  heirs  and  descendants  of  the 
Nawi^b  of  Sorat  were  now  entitlea  to  the 
annuity  of  150,000  rupees  a  year  as  origin 
nally  granted.  The  Select  Committee  to 
whom  the  Bill  was  referred,  comprising 
the  riflfat  hon.  Oentlemnn  the  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Qardwell),  at  once  a  statesman 
and  a  lawyer,  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dnblin  (Mr.  Napier),  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Weymouth  (Mr.  G. 
Butt),  with  others  of  leaining  and  emi« 
nenoe,  unanimously  pronounced  their  deci- 
sion against  the  Company*  and  declared 
that  according  te  the  legal  iaterpreta^ 
tion  of  the  treaty  the  Indian  Govern* 
men^  was  bound  to  pay  the  annuity  to 
the  beirs-descendants  of  the  Nawab  and 
his  family  for  ever.  And  no  one  could  doubt 
but  that  if  language  similar  to  that  used 
by  the  Company  on  the  occasion  of  the 
orighial  treaty,  was  held  by  any  Gentleman 
in  that  House,  that  he  would  be  compelled 
by  every  court  of  law  in  the  kingdom  to 
act  by  the  interpretation  put  upon  this 
treaty  by  the  Seleet  Committee.  The  ques* 
tion,  then,  to  be  decided  was,  whether  under 
the  terms  of  the  treaty  the  annuity  should 
he  paid  only  to  the  heirs  and  successors  in 
the  o£Soe  of  the  Nawab  of  Surat,  or  to  the 
heirs^deaeeodants  of  that  person.  The 
Select  Committee  entertained  no  »sort  of 
doubt  that,  according  to  the  just  and 
equitable  aa  well  aa  legal  meaning  of  the 
words  in  the  treaty*  the  annuity  was  pay* 
able  to  the  heira  ef  the  Nawab  in  the  ordi« 
nary,  natural,  and  legal  meaning  of  that 
term— the  heirs  of  the  family.  The  Com- 
mittee had*  indeed,  in  their  R^ort  stated 
that  *' questions  of  a  public  nature  had 
been  swised  in  the  course  of  the  inquiry," 
bnt  who  had  raised  them  t    It  was  the 
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East  India  Company  who  had  raised  those 
questions,  and  created  those  diffienkies, 
with  the  aid  of  the  able  counsel  vbo  ap- 
peared for  them  in  the  Committee.     It  was 
said  that  there  was  a  constitutional  ques- 
tion involved,  but  he  had  yet  to  learn  that 
there  wss  anything  in  the  constitution  of 
British  India  which  could  releaae  the  Eaat 
India  Company  from  the  perUammaf  of  a 
solemn  obligation  f  It  must  bo  rensember- 
ed  that  the  treaty  had  been  aluMwt  fsreed 
upon  an  miwilUng  prinoe,  who,  upon  ac- 
ceding to  it|  handed  over  all  hia  posem 
sions,  his  power,  and  aothori^  to  tae  Esst 
India  Company,  and  who  did  so  with  a  fim 
belief  in  the  good  faith  of  those  wiUi  wheii 
he  was  dealing.     The  legal  ooDatmettca 
of  the  treaty,  then,  was  in  £sveiiv  of  tiie 
claim ;    and  if  the  snvronnding  eiiwiim- 
stanees  of  the  case  were  next  eonudered, 
all  doubt  must  be  at  an  end  ;  for  it  wss 
expressly  deoland  and  vsprseentad  to  the 
Nawab  by  Governor  Duncan,  who  n^^ 
tinted    the   treaty,   "  that  it  wonld  give 
seeurity  for  an  honourable  ptovimon  tt 
his  master  and  his  family  and  kis  de- 
scendants from  generation  im  goBoratiee. 
greater  than  he  had  ever  yet  had;  and 
as  the   Company  had  never  failed  in  a 
strict  nerformance  of  th^r  e^gagpements, 
would  oind  them  in  perpetuity  to  the  sup- 
port of  the  Nawab  and  his  family.*'    Soeli 
being  the  language  of  the  Governor  of 
Bombay,  he  could  not  understand  bow  this 
cl^im  could  be  resisted.     If  it  were  said 
that  an  Address  to  the  Crown  was  tbe 
proper  mode  of  obtaining  justice,  his  reply 
was  that,  supposing  the  Govent&Mnt  pre- 
pared to  adrise  the  Crown  to  order  paj- 
meat  they  need  only  say  so,  and  h*  would 
no  longer  occupy  the  time  of  the  Hooae. 
If  the  House  should  sanation  the  R^wrt, 
as  he  confidently  expected,  it  would  be 
found  that  precedent  and  autboritj  were 
likewise  in  favour  c^  the  elaim.     Thirty 
years  ago  the  then  Zemindar  of  Moseed 
obtained  a  lai^e  loan  of  money  by  a  Mr. 
Hodges,  aa  Boglish  gentleman;  thaa  money 
was  advanced  upon  the  seeurity  of  eeitaia 
rillagos  belonging  to  the  Zemindar,  mod  ths 
guarantee  was  recognised  by  the  Baal  IjM£a 
Company.      Subsequently*  howewer,   ths 
territory  of  Noaeed  waa  attached  la  ths 
dependonoiea  of  the  Company,  and  th^ 
refused  to  compensate  Mr.  Hodgea  for  b» 
advancea  te  the  Zemindar.     On  that  Mr 
Hodges  appealed  to  Pariiament«  and  a 
Private  BUI  was  introduced,  which  pasaed 
through  both  Houses^  and  the  Conopaay 
was  compelled  to  make  good  the  oimm 
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of  Ur.  Hodges.  Another  prorision  of  this 
Bill  related  to  the  private  eetatea  of  the 
late  Kawah.  The  claims  of  the  family  of 
the  Nawah  of  Siirat  were  referred  to  a 
Mr.  Freer*  wha  made  aa  award;  and, 
auhseqaently,  an  Aft  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  India  Msumed  to  dispose  of 
those  conflicting  claims.  That  Act  was 
moat  UBOonatitutiQnalt  beoanae  it  took 
awaj  the  right  of  appeal  to  Her  Ma* 
jeatT  in  Ooqndl,  which  was  the  birthright 
of  every  subject  in  India ;  and  he  was  at 
first  disposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  declare 
it  TOtd  ;  hut  all  he  asked  now,  was  to  give 
back  the  right  of  appeal.  He  thanked  the 
Honse  for  the  attention  with  which  they 
had  listened  to  his  statement,  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  their  sense  of  honour,  of  truth, 
and  of  good  faith  to  deal  justly  with  this 
matter,  fie  understood,  as  a  point  of  form, 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  **  that  this  Bill,  as  amended,  be  far- 
ther oonsidered  on  this  day  week,*'  as  an 
Amendment  to  which  he  would  move  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
**  Bill,*'  apd  to  add  these  words,  **  be  now 
read  a  third  time." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  Arom 
the  word  '*  Bill  "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words,  **  be  read 
the  third  time,"  instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  JAMES  HOOG  said,  he  could  not 
understand  how,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  relied  so  confi* 
dentty  on  the  justice  of  the  case,  he  should 
persist  in  seeking  a  decision,  when  no  sin« 
gle  Member  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
informing  himself  as  to  the  merits  or  facta 
of   the  question.     The  House   ought  to 
know  that  the  merits  had  not  been  report- 
ed  upon  by  the  Committee.     They  were 
of  opinion,  in  common  with  himself,  that 
questions  of  State  policy  should  be  left  to 
tne  Executive,  and  to  the  Executive  alone ; 
and,  whatever  might  be  the  determination, 
it  should  be  borne  tn  mind  that  the  par- 
ties were  not  helpless.     If  the  Executive 
did  not  do  their  auty,  or  had  aoted  impro- 
perly, An  Address  to  the  Crown  might  be 
tnoTed*  or  reference  made  to  a  Select 
Committee.     There  were  many  ways  of 
raising  discussions  on  a  public  question, 
but  of  all  ways  the  most  reprehensible  and 
the  moat  opposed  to  justice  was  to  refer  to 
a   private  Committee;  and,  if  proof  were 
roqaired,  it  was  only  necessary  to  quote 


the  concluding  sentence  of  the  Report  of 
this  private  Committee.    They  said  :«-- 

**  Into  other  ooiinder»tion«  of  a  politioml  a«d 
Qonatit«Uoiwl  naturo  yovr  Commits  Iay^  4o- 
cUned  to  enter.  'W^tut  degree  or  weigH  these 
considerations  m&j  bear  your  Committee  havo 
regarded  as  a  question  properly  belonging  to  the 
House  itself/* 

And  so  he  regarded  it,  and  therefore  he 
was  not  prepared  for  a  discussion  of  the 
construction  of  a  treaty  which  was  essen- 
tially a  constitutional  question,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  all  knowledge  of  the  case.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  object  was  to  raise  a 
prejudice  against  the  East  India  Com- 
pany. Besides,  it  was  not  a  subject  upon 
which  loss  of  time  was  important,  for  he 
found  in  the  paper  last  Session  these  no- 
tices : — 

"  Nawah  of  Surat.— Sir  F.  Kelly,— A  BUI  tq 
repeal  so  much  of  the  Act  of  1848  which  takes 
away  the  jnrisdictlon  of  the  Courts  of  Law.*' 

<*  Sir  Sssklno  Porqr,«^To  call  the  attootioa  of 
tht  Houst  to  tba  treaty  betwooa  th^  East  |od>a 
Gom|iapj  and  the  Nawab  of  Burst,  and  the  inter* 
pretfition  put  upon  the  trei^ty  by  the  Cjomp^ny.*' 

Why  did  not  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber §ow  Dew>nport  call  attention  to  the 
treaty  and  i|a  construe tion  ?  The  House 
would  then  hare  had  papers  h^re  it,  and 
eseaped  the  gross  delusions  which  per* 
▼aded  the  atatement  of  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Bast  Suffolk  (Sir  F.  Kelly). 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  this 
unfortunate  Prince,  as  he  called  )iim,  had 
transferred  to  the  Company  the  territo« 
ries  and  rerennes  of  Surat.  He  denied 
it  He  was  not  going  into  a  long  history 
about  Surat,  but  he  would  mention  a  few 
leading  points  which  he  begged  the  House 
to  keep  in  mind,  in  order  to  come  to  s 
dear  understanding  of  the  question.  The 
Bast  India  Company  had  had  eommeroial 
relations  with  Surat  as  long  ago  as  1667, 
but  nothing  of  consequence  ooeurred  until 
political  relations  existed,  which  dated  back 
to  1758.  Prerious  to  that  date  the  ehi^ 
of  that  eity  and  its  dependencies  had  oom« 
mitted  great  acta  of  injustice  on  British 
subjects,  and  refused  redress.  In  conse« 
quence  of  that  refusal*  the  Government  of 
the  day  combined  with  an  individual  named 
Meerjan,  and  expelled  tho  chief  who  had 
previously  ruled  over  Burnt,  and  the  re- 
sult of  the  engagement  with  Meeijan  was* 
that  ha  took  the  territory  and  revenue* 
while  we  took  the  Mogul  castle  and  fleet* 
The  treaty  with  Meerjan  waa  a  peraonal 
treaty,  and  not  a  treaty  with  him  and  his 
suecesaors,  and  on  his  death  it  was  folly 
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competent  for  the  East  India  Company  to  I  gave  an  xMn 
bestow  the  town  and  teititory  of  Siirat 
upon  any  other  individual.  Meeijan  died 
in  1789,  and  upon  his  death,  and  upon  the 
death  of  each  of  his  suocessors,  the  names 
and  claims  of  competitors  for  the  chief 
anthority  were  sent  to  the  English  antho- 
rities,  and,  after  discussion,  the  person 
deemed  the  fittest  sncceeded  by  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  Government  of  India,  and 
certainly  not  by  descent.  In  1790,  so 
completely  was  Sorat  considered  within 
the  control  of  the  Government  of  India 
that  the  Governor  of  Bombay  wrote  to 
Lord  Comwallis  expressing  an  opinion 
that,  as  the  Indian  Government  had  to 
pay  for  external  defence  and  internal  Go- 
vernment, it  was  better  to  do  away  with 
the  mere  form  of  authority  in  the  Nawab, 
At  that  time  the  Mahratta  power  had  a 
claim  of  **  chout "  upon  the  Surat  terri- 
tory, and,  in  terror  of  a  conflict  with  the 
Mahratta  power,  Lord  Comwallis  said  he 
would  not  accede  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  Bombay  Government,  but  wonld 
allow  the  son  of  the  ruler,  who  was  dead, 
to  succeed  to  the  Nawabship.  He  now 
came  to  the  year  1800,  the  date  of  the 
treaty.  He  did  not  want  to  urge  the  House 
to  be  bonnd  by  the  words  of  the  treaty ; 
but  in  construing  it,  the  first  consideration 
should  be  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  the  position  of  the  parties  at  the  time ; 
the  next  should  be  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, the  object  which  they  had  in 
view,  and  the  means  which  they  took  for 
effecting  that  object ;  and  the  last  should 
be,  what  was  said  and  done  by  the  actors 
and  persons  engaged  in  the  treaty  at  the 
time.  While  the  chiefs  of  Surat  had  pos- 
session, there  were  constant  quarrels  with 
the  Company.  The  Company  wanted  them 
to  pay  something  for  defence  and  govern- 
ment. The  chiefs  pretended  poverty,  and 
would  pay  nothing.  Those  disputes  were 
pending  when,  in  1800,  the  Nawab  died. 
Lord  Wellesley,  who  was  then  Governor 
General,  said,  **  Now  is  the  opportunity 
to  place  the  government  of  Surat  on  a 
solid  and  proper  footing."  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  said, 
"  The  object  of  the  Government  of  that 
day  was  to  purchase  from  the  son  of  the 
deceased  Nawab  a  transfer  of  his  territory 
and  revenue,  and  to  pay  for  it."  He  (Sir 
J.  Hogg)  had  previoQsly  shown  that  there .  ,         ^  -  ^^  ^ 

was  no  succession  in  the  family— no  right  I  J?^.»*  ^"P^'^y  "^  ^^  JL''^^  "^  -^^II^^^^ 
f  .  ,      .^  .  i    r     t  Ta      \  Heirs  and  Sucoessors,  for  the  Admmistral^'os  tf 

of  mhentance— and  every  word  of  a  letter  i  the  Government  of  the  city  of  Sunt  and  its  D^ 
of  Lord  Wellesley,  who  made  the  treaty,    peDdenctea." 
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ootradietioo  to  ihe  state- 

ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

In  that  letter  Lord  Wellesley  said : — 

"The  eiigeneiM  of  the  pahlio  eerrioe  dnriof 
the  late  war  in  Mysore,  and  the  neigotiatio&s 
which  succeeded  the  termination  of  it,  would 
have  rendered  it  impracticable  to  your  Govero- 
mont  to  famish  the  mUitary  force  neoenary  for 
effecting  reform  in  the  goverament  of  Suwt,  evet 
if  other  oonetderstioni  had  not  rendercd  ii  ad- 
visable to  ddfer  that  reform  until  the  eompkeu 
establishment  <^  tranquillity  throoghout  India.** 

Lord  Wellesley  distinctly  stated  that  the 
East  India  Government  were  competent 
to  do  what  they  liked  with  the  Nawahship 
and  to  give  it  to  whom  they  pleaaed,  and 
when  he  sent  the  articles  of  agreement  to 
the  Nawab  he  caused  him  to  he  ezpli^tlj 
told  that  his  acquiescence  in  the  articles  w&s 
the  condition  on  which  he  was  to  aooceed 
to  the  Nawabship.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  spoke  from  his 
brief,  and  he  only  knew  as  much  of  the  case 
as  it  was  the  interest  of  the  parties  to  teH 
him»  but  he  could  not  know  anything  of 
this  letter  of  Lord  WeUesley^  which  vu 
the  very  essence  of  the  case.  Lord  Wel- 
lesley expressly  said  that  the  provisioo 
made  for  the  Nawab  was  not  a  provisioc 
for  the  individual  and  his  family,  bat  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  State  and  office  of 
the  Nawab.  Lord  Wellesley  added  that  if 
the  Nawab  chose  to  ratify  Uie  articles  be 
was  to  be  placed  in  the  situation  of  Navab, 
and  if  he  refused  to  do  so»  the  Govemmest 
would  nominate  some  one  else  to  the  office. 
He  had  thus  shown  what  were  the  vievs 
of  the  Government  and  of  Lord  Wellesler 
the  Governor  General  of  India,  and  he  no* 
came  to  the  treaty  itself,  which  was  strietlj 
in  consonance  with  the  letter  of  Lord  Wei* 
lesley.  He  therefore  objected  altogether 
to  the  assumption  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  one  whit  more  anxioas  to 
do  justice  than  those  whose  dnty  it  was 
to  administer  the  government  of  India. 
Lord  EUenborough,  Lord  Hardinge,  and 
Lord  Dalhousie  were  quite  as  deairoos  to 
do  justice  in  this  matter  as  the  hon.  as  J 
learned  Gentleman,  and  they  and  three 
successive  Presidents  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol had  always  taken  that  view  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  discoverei 
to  be  a  gross  injustice.  The  title  of  tU 
agreement  with  the  Nawab  waa  as  fol- 
lows— 
"  Articles  of  Agreement   between   the   £itf 
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The  preamble  set  forth  that  the  EaBt  India 
Company  had  been  tubjected  to  heavj 
ezpeDses  for  the  protection  of  Snrat, 
and  that  the  ezieting  system  of  govern* 
ment  was  inadequate  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property.  That,  he  contended, 
bore  out  the  constraction  that  the  agree- 
ment  was  one  between  the  East  India 
Company  and  the  Nawab  and  his  heirs, 
being  Nawabs.  The  article  on  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  relied  was 
that  in  which  the  East  India  Company 
agreed  to  pay  the  Nawab  and  his  heirs 
and  successors  a  certain  sum  out  of  the 
reyenues  of  Surat.  The  East  India  Com- 
pany contended  that  that  article  applied 
to  his  heirs  and  successors,  being  Nawabs ; 
and  that  whenever  the  Nawab  was  men- 
tioned it  indicated  the  office,  and  not  the 
rights  of  individuals.  He  was  sorry  to 
trouble  the  House  at  such  length,  but  he 
felt  he  had  an  uphill  case.  [Mr.  Mua- 
BOUOH.  Hear,  hear !  ]  Yes,  he  could  tell 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  had  an  uphill 
case,  when  men  by  their  cheers  indicated 
that  they  had  formed  an  opinion  upon  a 
case  of  the  merits  of  which  they  must  of 
necessity  be  ignorant,  and  before  they  had 
the  means  of  knowing  whether  their  opinion 
was  well  or  ill-founded.  A  discussion  sub- 
sequently arose  between  the  Bombay  Oo- 
Temment  and  the  Supreme  Government 
whether  or  not  they  would  allow  the  Nawab- 
ship  to  go  to  a  collateral  heir.  A  person 
called  the  Bukshee  would  in  that  case  have 
been  Nawab ;  and,  if  so,  this  man  and  his 
daughters  would  not  have  got  one  shilling. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  admitted 
that  the  Nawabship  was  gone,  but  yet  he 
contended  that  the  sum  of  150,000  rupees 
a  year  should  go  to  the  heirs  natural  of  the 
last  Nawab.  There  was  not  a  syllable  in 
the  treaty  to  show  that  it  was  ever  intended 
to  limit  either  the  Nawabship  or  the  an- 
nuity to  the  heirs  natural  of  the  person 
with  whom  the  treaty  was  made,  it  was 
said  that  this  man  had  been  deceived,  but 
what  Mr.  Duncan  said  to  him  was,  that 
those  who  preceded  him  had  only  a  per- 
sonal right  and  had  succeeded  by  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  Government  of  India,  but 
that  by  the  treaty  in  question  the  Nawab 
and  his  family  would  succeed  by  the  right 
of  succession.  Mr.  Duncan  used  the  words, 
*'  heir"  and  "family,"  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  contended  that  these 
words  would  not  have  been  used  if  it  had 
not  been  intended  that  his  descendants 
and  family,  whether  they  succeeded  or  not 
to  the  Nawabship,  would  get  the  rupees. 


His  (Sir  J.  Hogg's)  version,  on  the  con- 
trary, of  what  Mr.  Duncan  said  was,  that 
whereas  the  Nawab  had  up  to  that  time 
only  succeeded  by  nomination,  by  the  treaty 
the  Nawabship  would  be  secured  in  the 
family;  and  with  the  Nawabship  would 
be  secured  the  rupees.  Meer  Jaffier  AH 
Khan  in  his  memorial  to  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors, in  February,  1844,  at  first  claimed 
as  successor  to  the  Nawab ;  but  when  both 
the  Government  of  India  and  the  Court  of 
Directors  told  him  it  was  impossible  to 
recognise  his  claim  as  successor,  because 
the  Nawabship  had  lapsed,  he  shifted  his 
ground  and  said  that  the  annuity  had  been 
granted  in  perpetuity,  was  private  pro* 
perty,  and  was  given  irrespective  of,  and 
unconnected  with  the  Nawabship,  Yet 
this  was  the  person  who  only  a  few  months 
before  had  preferred  his  claim  to  the  suc- 
cession. One  of  the  grounds  upon  which 
he  founded  his  claim  to  the  Nawabship 
was  the  assurance  which,  as  he  stated,  he 
had  received  from  his  father-in-law.  Now, 
a  treaty  had  been  set  on  foot  between  the 
Nawab  of  Baroda  and  the  late  Nawab  of 
Surat  with  regard  to  the  marriage  of  the 
daughters  of  the  latter  with  the  sons  of 
the  former,  and  an  arrangement  having 
been  made  that  the  stipend  and  the  Nawab- 
ships  of  Surat  should  go  to  the  sons  of 
the  Nawab  of  Baroda,  the  two  Nawabs 
wrote  and  asked  the  Government  of  India 
to  ratify  that  arrangement.  The  Govern- 
ment refused  its  assent,  but  the  fact  of  its 
having  been  demanded  proved  that  the 
parties  thought  they  had  themselves  no 
right  to  enter  into  it.  Upon  every  occa- 
sion the  Government  had  exercised  a  con- 
trol over  the  stipend,  and  at  the  time  of 
the  marriage  of  the  two  daughters  of  the 
late  Nawab  the  husband  must  have  been 
perfectly  well  aware  that  he  was  not  en- 
titled to  a  farthing.  But  did  the  House 
suppose  that  when  the  grant  ceased  the 
family  of  the  Nawab  would  be  loft  to 
want,  or  even  that  they  would  be  in 
straitened  circumstances  ?  No  such  thing. 
A  calculation  had  been  made  of  the 
amount  necessary  to  keep  un  the  State 
of  Nawab;  that  amount — £4,000— had 
been  deducted  from  the  stipend  of  150,000 
rupees — £15,000  —  and  the  remaining 
£11,000  had  been  divided  among  the  fa- 
mily, not,  he  admitted,  as  a  matter  of 
right,  but  as  a  matter  of  grace  and  fa- 
vour. Now,  he  could  inform  the  House 
that  that  very  claimant,  although  not  en- 
titled, either  by  the  English  or  the  Ma- 
homedan  law,  to  a  single  farthing,  receiTed 
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£2,400  a  year  from  the  liberality  of  the 
Govemment  He  found  that  the  title  of 
the  Bill  had  beeo  ohanged.  It  wee  ealled 
the  "  Nawab  of  Sural  Treaty  Bill/'  in*> 
fttetd  of  the  "Nawab  of  Sorat  Bill." 
Probably  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
thought  the  Houae  Would  be  alarmed  at 
seeing  a  Bill  introdlited  for  the  purpose  of 
enfbroing  righu  olaithed  tinder  a  treaty. 
It  was  his  opinion  that  a  treaty  entered 
into  by  the  Government  of  India  was  dS 
hhiding  upon  the  Govemment  of  Bngland 
and  upon  the  Grown  as  the  treaty  whieh 
had  lately  been  signed  at  Paris,  aud  the 
House  would  have  cause  to  repent  the 
establishment  of  a  precedent  by  which  ih* 
dividuals  who  fancied  they  had  rights 
under  treaties  would  be  enabled  to  come 
to  that  House  and  attempt  to  enfbrce  ^ose 
rights.  Now,  what  he  would  ask  the 
House  was,  what  was  the  definition  of  a 
priTUte  Bill  ?  It  was  a  Bill  wliich  affbcted 
two  or  three  people,  not  the  whole  com* 
munity,  aud  the  result  would  be  most  ea< 
lamitotts  if  private  Bills  were  allowed  to 
deal  with  matters  in  which  important  ques^ 
tioos  of  public  poliey,  like  the  pi^ent 
i|uestion»  were  invoWed.  Why  had  not  the 
hon.  and  leemed  Gentleman »  instead  of 
Introducing  a  private  Bill,  moted  fbr  a 
Committee  br  an  Address  to  the  Ch>wn  f 
He  uow  came  to  a  question  totally  uneou- 
nected  with  th*t  whioh  he  had  hitherto 
been  discussing:  The  petitioner  (Meer 
Jaffier  Ali  Khan)  dwelt  very  little  at  first 
upon  the  question  of  the  treaty,  but  said» 
"  When  the  NaWab  died  you  took  posses* 
aioo  of  the  Govemihent,  aud  you  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  screett  yourselves,  to  withdraw 
the  question  from  \he  Jurisdietion  of  the 
ordinary  Courts,  and  to  take  away  my 
r%ht  of  appeal.*'  That  waft  certainly  an 
aatoUhding  statement  to  those  who  Were 
aet  aequainted  with  India,  but  those  who 
were  acquainted  with  that  country  knew 
that  the  greatest  houour  which  could  be 
eon^itd  en  a  native  wee  to  exempt  him 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  ordinary  UonrtSt 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  288»  not 

Ciuceb,  hut  sirdars,  la  the  Bombay  terH- 
tf  alone,  who  had  a  rtght  to  that  ei[- 
emption.  The  list  was  divided  into  three 
classes,  aud  the  greatest  iujury  that  could 
he  inflicted  upon  a  man  iu  No.  ]  class  was 
to  put  him  into  No.  2,  and  upeu  a  mau  in 
No.  i,  to  put  him  into  No.  3.  At  the  death 
of  the  Nawab  the  Government  had  nothing 
te  do  but  to  see  that  the  estete  went  to  the 
lightM  h^n^  aad  a  kill  wue  passed^  ad 
to  withdraw  it  from  the  ordinary  tribunab, 

Sir  Jimci  Mogg 


but  to  e6nsUtute  a  tribuuftl  fbr  the  a^odiJ 
cation  of  conflleting  rights.  When  the 
Bill  was  published,  Meer  Jafller  Ali  Kfaaa 
thought  It  Was  hot  ettensive  enough*  and 
he  actually  prepaid  an  additional  elause, 
distiuctly  eiempting  himself,  his  family, 
and  Ihe  estate  horn  the  Jurisdiction  of  ^a 
ordinary  tribunals.  Tet  this  much-iajttl«d 
man  uow  ventured  to  complain  of  haviag 
beeu  withdrawn  ftt>m  their  Jurisdiction  and 
deprived  of  his  appeal  to  the  Queen  in 
Council,  having  himself  hecn  not  only  a 
eous^utiug,  but  eteu  %  solieiting,  {AH/  to 
that  withdrawal;  There  was  anothef  fte- 
portaut  poiHt  td  whidh  he  deelrei  to  eall 
the  attention  of  the  Hottsb.  He  cnntend* 
ed  that  this  wus  a  question  of  nublie  policy 
which  ought  to  be  determiuea  by  the  Bx- 
ecutive,  and  could  not  be  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  any  Court  of  justice  \  hut 
if  he  were  wrong  in  that  argument-^lf  the 
question  were  one  fbr  a  Judicial  tribunal^ 
why  had  not  the  petitioner  taken  it  before 
the  Judicial  tHbuudls  of  ludia,  fh>m  whose 
decisiou,  if  It  Were  uusatisfuctoty,  he  might 
hate  appealed  to  the  Queen  in  Cottoell  f 
Although  thb  petitioner  was  Okhmpt  fHm 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  dhliuary  tribunals, 
the  Govemmeni  and  the  Compaby  w«n 
not ;  he  eould  not  be  sued,  but  he  eofdd 
bue  them  in  every  Court  in  Indin.  Why 
did  he  not  take  thut  course  f  Why,  be- 
cause hb  never  thought  of  insisting  en  the 
fights  he  now  claimed  until  he  came  to 
Bngland.  Bdt  he  (Sir  J.  Hogg)  Warned 
the  House  thht  if  they  tuught  the  natives 

of  India  to  look  for  the  ftdrees  «^  thehr 
grievunees,  uot  to  the  local  authorities,  but 
to  the  Bullish  Pariiament,  thet  Would  en- 
tirely  dcsth)y  the  Influence  of  the  Getenr^ 
meut  of  India^  end  they  would  trao^f^r 
V  khsdput  "^^-Hiot  cbrruptron,  hht|  What 
was  still  woi^e,  undue  influentse^Which 
they  had  banished  fh>m  BUTodU  aut  Bom» 
bey,  to  Eugland.  He  Wai  ifstf  mdbh 
astonished  that  nb  papeM  Wern  laid  befbie 

the  House  previous  to  thK  Ihihnluetitn  of 

the  Bill ;  hut^  a  f^W  days  befbre  t  diHeuS* 
sion  upon  it  WHS  likely  to  take  plaee,  his 
hon.  hud  learned  Friend  behind  him  (Sir 
B.  Perry)  hl^d  euppliM  th^  omissien.  and 
the  production  he  now  held  in  hie  naed 
had  been  brought  uudet  their  nntlee  by 
the  petitieuer,  who  had  the  batilihood  to 
style  himself  a  desceudant  ht  the  Meguls, 
a  statemeut  Which  Was  absurd^  beiteuse  it 
was  uoi  true.  Now,  the  reheon  why  the 
Nawab  had  eonseuted  to  the  martii^  ef 

his  dUhght^r  with  Mebr  i^Afllflr  Ak  IhlAI 
was,  that  there  was  a  doubt  as  to  the 
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l6g!t!Ail6y  df  th^ir  tbOthek^.    II  wa«  lb  Odd- 1 
Aequetttte  Of  thAt  fttlgniA  ilflon  the  fUmily 
that  he  t)Ut  tip  with  the  Idvr-borii  tfeef 
Jaffiek"  AH  Ehaii.    Bii*  George  Clerk  Bthted 
that  thel-e  Were  ^reat  joubts  as  to  the  tnAr- 
Hage  of  thii  mothei^  of  the  girld^  but  thei'e 
Was  tie  ddnbt  that  thej  wefe  bom  four 
Yearft  pretlous  ib  the  cereinony,  even  if  it 
bad  taketi  plade.     Sir  George  Olefk  Also 
tk\&  th^t  thid  cooheetiott  Was  fat  below  the 
irailk  of  the  Kalr^b,  diod^  He^r  Jnffier  All 
Khan  wati  df  no  fbidilj  WhAtet^f,  hittiAg 
beeii  the  fcrehll^ct  of  hiA  own  fortuti^B. 
['*  Hear,  he&t ! "]    He  had  not  «i  word  to 
Bay  ftgiiinst  a  iiiab  beiau^e  he  had  been 
the  ah}hiteot  of  hid  otrn  forttittee  $  BtUl» 
tinder  those  eireuihstataOed,  \it  htA  no  Hght 
to  boa^t  that  he  Waft  a  deBOendant  of  the 
Moguls.    8!b  Geofge  Clerk  further  stilted 
that  the  KaWAb  had   dOhSented    tO    his 
daughter's  faidrriage  with  Meer  Jklffier  Ali 
Khan,  ih  ^onsequenbO  df  the  donbt  ti  to 
her  legUimftcV,  and  that,  in  his  opinloi^, 
Me^r  Jaffier  AH  Khah  had  beeh  moUt  li- 
bi3hally  dealt  witk  by  the  Goyerhment*   Hk". 
Willdughby  aU6  condurred  in  the  opinion 
tof    dir  George   Oletk.     Iti    the    pritate 
«etkt^  of  the  N4«riib  the  homO  GOveHl- 
tnent  htid  nb  interest,  iknd  he  wishbd  that 
tfa&t  h&d  goho  bi^Ibre  ttie  Queeti  to  GoUh- 
eil,  bedbuse  tt  was  A  matti^r  bf  jttdieikil  de- 
tfision ;  bht  the  eonstrubtioh  olf  t^tieb  and 
^nesitbtis  of  Stat(&  pbliby  Wbfe  not  matters 
#h!eh  cbuld  bb  Submitted  to  any  judicial 
ttit)and.    fiia  therefbre  hbped  the  Hottse 
irHs  prepii^ed  to  adeede  to  the  MotioA  of 
h\i  ti^ht  hbn.  :^Hetld  [VLt.  Y.  dttiith)  fbr 
thd  anibumih(9ht  6f  the  cbdiiidei^tttioh  bf 
the  Bill.    Befoil^  bittinjr  dowh  he  Wbttid 
bbff  to  bortbet  Ah  erroAe  had  fliltbh  intb 
\ti  th^  eoui^sb  of  his  i^peech.   He  foUhd  that 
ihe  pbtitibner  Meet  JAfflet  Ail  Ehlin  de- 
horibed  himiblf,  hoi  as  db^eended  frbte  the 
HoxruU,  bbt  fVofai  a  tiobleo&fih  !h  their  Cobtt. 
Mr.  CARbWfiLL  iaid,  he  iblt  tiufe 
mbt  the  Bbbiib  l^fts  desirbud  of  dbaliog 
l^ith  this  gre^t  bub^tioh  ih  ki  judicial  spirit, 
hhd  bf  giving  &  Just  abd  eqoitttble  decision, 
Ab  th&t  jilatice  might  hot  be  defe&ted 
bithet  \ij  delay  or  by  th^  abiiebcb  bf  bny 
khowledgb  whibh  it  was  dbsir&ble  to  pbs- 
ftbss.     Viewing  the  taiatter  in  that  light, 
he  r^gatded  it  ks  fkthbr  incOntbni'^nt  that 
the  House  was  at  that  moment  discb^sibg 
the  great  merits  of  ttie  qOestiob  bn  k  mo- 
tion Ibl-  d'eldy,  aM  eoiisequently  giving  it 
t  p&rtUl  &bd   incomplete   bonsideratiod. 
The  Hottlt^  ^hobld  determibb  bt  bbee  Whb- 
thdt'  it  ^dhlli  ^0  ihtb  thb  '((bbbtioxl  that  d&y 
or  on  next  Wednesday  with  the  eyidence 


belbt^  it.  &e  hitd  ftou^d  6ti  the,  PHtatu 
Bill  Gbmrntttbil  bn  thib  mbusnrb  with  eoU 
leagues  nbifiimous  in  their  deelsiob>  and; 
as  m^  tk  they  were  oonoerned,  it  Would  be 
kgfee&bld  to  them  that  the  House  iheuld 
be  in  poMeftbion  before  bomihg  to  i^ 
rote,  of  the  gHibnds  on  whieh  thb  Clom«- 
mittee  debided.  Qe  wobld  eiplain  to  the 
Hobsd  hoW  the  Committee  regarded  th^ 
nature  of  their  duty.  Fihding  thM  the 
bbbjebt-^mnttet  in  di^pbte  wan  <rf  d  pub^ 

lie,  ahd  not  pritbtb  biitbrb',  th^  felt 
that  the  altention  bf  the  House  mdbt  be 
Mlled  in  IS  fottnAl  &hd  sblemh  maflhbf  to 
the  rsal  mbriti^  of  the  b6nttt>versy.  Ib  thts 
fiiiit  pldbe^  Aeting  iks  A  PHtate  Bill  Com- 
mittee, they  dealt  With  the  treaty  bf  IBOO 
abcordibg  to  Mi  bon^itrbbtion  ais  it  Written 
dobumebt,  and  according  to  the  rbpfbAbn- 
tatibn^  whibh  appbhted  to  have  bben  madi^ 
at  the  time  it  Was  signed  bud  exbbuted* 
the  Committee  unabimobsly  arrited  at  thb 
conclusion  that  if  the  agrbembnt  had  bbbn 
made  between  private  parties  it  ought  to 
hatb  fdtce  and  validity,  and  eonsei)nebtly 
they  so  reported  the  Bill  to  the  Houto. 
Theh  bamb  the  othet  ((ueMiob  which  the 
Committee  had  defined  ib  theif  R^pbrt  tb 
be  of  aeonstitutional  or  political  charaeter. 
Thb  boniititbtiobal  qnestlob  Was  thi§!^ 
The  charge,  if  enacted  by  PaHiameht, 
Would  be  a  chatgb  upoh  the  pbblib  retebuba 
bf  Ihdia.  A  Bill  breating  a  bhatgb  oh  thb 
refbbues  bf  thib  bobntry  bbbld  not  eome 
befote  thb  Bousb  ih  the  ebbpa  of  the  pre- 
ftent  Bill,  it  bbin^  a  fiked  rblb  bf  thb 
Hobse  that  hb  ibch  Bill  bbbM  ttakb  abjr 
l^tep  Without  a  rbcommendatibh  Dhbto  thb 
CroWb.  Thbte  was,  however,  nb  Standing 
Ordbt  applieable  to  bhartfeb  oh  the  re^ 
Tbnbea  bf  Ibdla$   but  Uie  Cbmmittbe, 

bitting  as  a  Private  Bill  Committee,  did 

hot  think  they  bould  eoAb  to  any  deetfedon 

bh  that  poiht,  Whibh,  if  nbtibbd  at  alt, 
ought,  thby  eobMdbngd,  to  bb  nbticed  by 
thb  £touse  itiself.  They  Aiko  cateb  to 
the  fibme  cobblu^fon  In  ti6feteb6b  to  any 
public  bOnsidbtatton^  tbnttb6ted  With  the 
treaty.  He  WOnld  hbW  vbnttttb  tb  stbtb 
the  bonrsb  whibh  he  thooght  it  Would 
be  bbhVebient  fot  the  Hoose  to  take.  It 
had  bbbb  Jbttty  said  that  this  walh  a  qtteb- 
tiod  in  Which  the  iionbur  of  the  Bridsh 
name  and  the  honour  qf  the  British  CroWh 
Were  cohcemed  —  and  he  thought  the 
HObtid  should  first  hear  th>m  the  consti- 
tuted authoHtiels,  the  hespohsiMe  Ministers 
bf  thb  CrbWb,  what  Wbs  the  bourse  whieb 
they,  taking  a  wide  and  comprenbhili>HB  VibW 
of  the  subject,  were  pt^im  tt  lake  in 
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regard  to  the  Btiptilations  of  the  treaty, 
and  then  the  House  would  he  able  to  judge 
whether  their  view  was  a  right  and  equita- 
ble one,  and  such  as  they  ought  to  sanc- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Control  had  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  till  Wednesday  next ;  and  he  un- 
derstood that  the  hon.  and  leaned  Mem- 
ber for  East  Suffolk  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  was 
willing  to  assent  to  that  arrangement  if  he 
could  be  assured  that  a  decision  would  be 
come  to  next  Wednesday,  that  that  deci- 
sion should  be  taken  to  be  final,  and  that, 
in  case  it  was  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  the 
money  would  be  paid.  It  was  not  for  him 
to  enter  into  that  part  of  the  case,  but  a 
reasonable  course  appeared  to  be  this — 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol should  couple  the  proposition  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  until  next  Wed- 
nesday with  a  promise  that  he  would  then 
be  prepared  to  explain  the  views  and  in- 
tentions of  the  GoTornment  in  regard  to 
the  treaty  of  1800  ;  and  also  with  an  as^ 
surance  that  the  Bill  should  not  be  defeat- 
ed by  being  delayed  too  late  to  receive  a 
second  reading  in  the  Lords  according  to 
the  Orders  of  that  House. 

Ma.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  he  had  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  not  to  defeat 
the  Bill  by  delay,  but  because  he  thought 
it  behoved  the  House,  for  the  sake  of  its 
dignity,  if  not  for  the  sake  of  decency, 
after  having  referred  the  Bill  to  a  Com- 
mittee, to  know  on  what  grounds  that  Com- 
mittee had  come  to  a  decision.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford 
had  asked  whether  the  money  would  be 
paid,  supposing  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill 
should  be  carried.  That  matter  was  not 
in  the  hands  of  the  Executive,  for  they 
could  not  dictate  what  course  the  House 
of  Lords  should  adopt  with  regard  to  the 
Bill ;  but  he  believed  that,  if  the  present 
debate  were  adioumed  till  Wednesday 
next,  there  would  be  no  risk  of  the  Bill 
being  prevented  passing  both  branches  of 
the  Legislature  by  mere  delay. 

Ma.  CARDWELL  said,  he  must  beg  to 
explain  that  nothing  was  further  from  his 
intention  than  to  imply  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  defeat  the  Bill  by 
delav 

Si&  FITZliOT  EELLT  said,  he  wished 
to  have  an  assurance  that  the  evidence 
would  he  printed  by  next  Wednesday,  so 
that  there  might  be  no  further  delay  on 
that  ground. 

Mr.  CardweU 


SiB  ERSEIKE  PERRY  aaid»  that  the 
main  ouestiou  waa  the  validity  of  the  treaty 
of  1800.     Now,  all  the  efidenoe  on  that 
subject  was  already  on  the  table  of  the 
House.     If  the  collateral  evidenee  were  to 
be  printed,  it  could  not  be  got  readj  in 
time.     Meer  Jaffier  All  Khui  had  been 
for  three  years  endeavouring  to  bring  the 
matter  to  an  issue.     The  Bast  India  Com- 
pany was  bound  to  do  him  justice,  said  it 
was  not  because  political  questiona  were 
mixed  up  with  the  question  of  joatioe  that 
justice  was  not  to  be  rendered  to  him.   He 
(Sir  E.  Perry)  asked  for  an  asanranee  that, 
at  all  events,  the  question  would  eome  on 
on  Wednesday  next.     Delay  in  a  ease  be- 
tween a  powerful  Government  and  an  indi- 
vidual imphed  defeat.     If  the  matter  were 
left  to  next  Session  it  would  amount  to  a 
refusal  to  decide  it.    Aa  to  the  eondnaioos 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Honiton  (Sir  J. 
Hogg)  ho  dissented  from  them  from  first 
to  last,  and  should  be  ready  to  prove  evexy 
one  of  the  facts  on  which  he  founded  th«n 
to  be  unfounded.     It  was  taking  the  noiere 
gossip  of  the  country  and  fonnding  grave 
proceedings  upon  it.     One  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  was,  that  Meer  Jaffier 
Ali  Khan,  the  petitioner,  was  a  man  of 
humble  origin,   who  had  married  a  rich 
wife.    Now,  the  fact  waa,  that  he  waa  of 
the  same  family,  that  of  the  Nawab  of 
Baroda,  with  which  he  intermarried.    The 
East  India  Company  itself  had  admitted 
the  legitimacy  of  the  present  petitioiier, 
which  the  Member  had  questbned.     The 
hon.  Member  had  also  stated  that  the  ap- 
pointment to  the  Nawabshtp  of  Snrat  had 
been  made  in  1759  by  the  Eaat  India  C3em- 
pany.     The  fact  was,  that  it  had  been  in- 
dependent for  a  long  time  previously ;  hot 
in  1800,  the  East  India  Company,  for  their 
own  purpose,  chose  to  deprive  the  then 
holder  of  his  office.     The  Nawab  signed  a 
treaty  in  ignorance  of  ita  meaning,  and 
under  a  deceptive  no^on  of  Engliah  law. 
He  thought  he  had  said  enough  to  ahow 
that  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Honiton  was  unfounded,  whidi  he  did  not 
attribute  to  intention,  but  to  his  aangnine 
temperament,  which  led  him  to  take 
thing  according  to  his  own  views, 
trusted  that  a  full  assurance  would  be  given 
that  the  question  would  be  finally  settled 
on  Wednesday. 

Sift  FITZROT  KELLY  said,  he  wu 
not  aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
(Mr.  v.  Smith)  was  not  as  well  able  to  ex- 
press his  views  and  those  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  mere  question  of  the  oooatme- 
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togitiAilfiy  bf  thMr  ttiOthet.    II  Wft«  In  04fi* 
fteqaedee  ttf  thAt  Allgmtk  U^A  the  family 
that  he  put  tip  with  the  Idw-born  Meef 
Jaffier  AH  Ehaii.    8(r  Oeorge  Clerk  BtHted 
that  thel'e  Were  ^reat  doubts  as  to  the  mAr* 
riage  of  thii  mothei^  of  the  girls,  but  thei'e 
l^as  no  donbt  that  they  wet«  bom  four 
TearA  prertous  ib  the  ceremony,  even  if  it 
had  taken  plade.    Sir  George  Olefk  i^lso 
eaid  th^t  thi^  eonneetiott  ^as  fat  below  the 
hkiik  Df  the  Kawdb,  bindtt  He^r  Jnffier  AU 
Khan  wab  of  no  fhniily  WhAtet^f,  huting 
beeh  the  fcfOhltect  of  hi^  oWn  fortunes. 
["  Hear,  beitr  ! "]    He  hud  not  it  wofd  to 
nay  against  a  nmb  becituile  he  had  been 
the  architeet  of  his  own  fbrtUttee^  stUI, 
under  those  cireumstataeed,  h^  had  no  right 
to  boast  that  he  Waft  a  deBOendfint  of  the 
Moguls.    Sil:  Geofge  Clerk  further  stuted 
tbat  the  KaWAb  had   dOhftented    to    his 
datighter's  kndrriage  With  Meet  Jftffier  Ati 
Khan,  ih  Consequence  of  the  donbt  ti  to 
her  legitimftcjr,  and  that,  in  his  opinion, 
Meer  Jaffier  AU  Khafa  had  beeh  ndost  li- 
berally dealt  witk  by  the  QoVerhmetit.    Hh 
Willoughby  aU6  condurred  in  thid  opinion 
of    Sir  Qeorge  Clerk.     lU    the    pritate 
eathte  of  the  N&«rAb  the  home  GOyertt^. 
incnt  hhd  nO  interest,  itnd  he  wished  that 
thAt  h&d  ^ho  beibre  tlie  QuebU  in  Gotth- 
eil,  bednuse  It  was  A  matii^r  df  judieilil  de- 
isision ;  but  the  eonstrubMoU  olf  titties  and 
questibAs  of  Stat^  pblitty  wbte  not  matters 
which  cbuld  be  Submitted  to  any  judicial 
tribund.     fie  iherefbre  hoped  the  HoUse 
trns  prepnted  to  a<Hiede  to  the  MotioA  of 
hiB  right  hbn.  i^Hetld  [VLf.  Y.  dmith)  fbr 
thd  amoUmthetat  6f  the  conttidetetioh  bf 
the  Bill.    Befoil^  bittinjr  dowii  he  WbUld 
beff  to  borf^t  HXl  erroAe  had  fliltbh  into 
Mi  thd  coui^e  of  his  speech.    He  foUhd  that 
the  petitioner  Meet-  Jafflet'  AH  Ehin  de- 
HcHbad  himself,  hot  as  descended  from  the 
Hq£uU»  l^ttt  fVom  a  noblemaM  ih  their  Court. 
Mr.  CARDWfiLb  toid,  he  f^lt  nure 
tbbt  the  Bblifeb  l^fts  flesirbus  of  dealing 
i^ith  tills  gre^t  OudMioh  ih  H  judicisl  spirit, 
ktid  bf  giving  &  just  abd  equitllble  decision, 
do   thlit  jaatice  might  bbt  be  defe&ted 
eitbeb  by  delay  or  by  th^  abseticO  bf  Any 
knowledge  which  it  ^as  dbsir&bto  to  pbs- 
SeBs.     Viewing  the  matter  in  tdat  li^ht, 
ho  regarded  it  ks  tlither  incontenti^nt  that 
the  House  was  at  that  moment  discussing 
the  gteat  merits  of  ttie  question  on  ^  mo- 
tion fbt*  diel&y,  aiid  doiisequently  gifing  it 
it    {)tirtUl  abd   incomplete    bonsideratiod. 
The  Hottl»6  should  determiilb  bt  bbce  Whe- 
th^  it  ^dtld  ^b  itttb  tkb  question  that  day 
or  oa  next  Wednesday  with  the  eyidenca 


be(bt«  it.  &e  huA  ftoted  bn  the,  PHtaHi 
Bill  Codittlttei  bn  thifc  meesnH)  with  eolt 
leagues  nhifiimons  in  theiir  deei»iob>  nttd^ 
as  nr  Al  they  were  oenberned,  it  Would  be 
ligfee&ble  to  them  that  the  House  should 
be  in  poBseftsion  beforb  oomlhg  to  i^ 
rote,  of  the  giDbnde  oil  which  thb  Com** 
mittee  debided.  Qe  would  eiplain  to  the 
Housb  hoir  the  Committee  regarded  th^ 
nature  of  their  duty.  Fibding  thM  tbe 
lubjebt-mntter  in  dispute  wee  <rf  ^  pub^ 
He,  aild  nbt  prittltb  n&tbrb;  they  felt 
that  the  altentiofa  bf  the  House  mUbt  be 
dblled  in  iflk  fottnAl  &hd  tolemii  nlailhbr  lo 
the  real  merits  of  the  b6ntit>Tersy.  Ill  the 
fir^t  pUee^  Acting  As  A  Pfitate  Bill  Com- 
mittee, they  dealt  irith  the  tt^at^  bf  1800 
ebcording  to  ltd  bonstrbbtion  ais  k  Written 
dobiiment,  and  AbcoiNling  to  the  repi^bn<- 
tatibnd  Whibh  bppekred  to  have  bben  madA 
at  the  time  it  Was  signed  bud  exbbuted, 
the  Committeb  nnanimously  krriired  nt  the 
conclunion  that  if  the  Agreement  hkd  bebn 
mbde  between  prirbte  parties  it  ought  to 
hate  folre  bnd  tblidity,  And  cbnfeei)uebtly 
they  so  reported  the  Bill  to  the  Houto. 
Theb  bAmb  the  othei"  (tueHiob  which  the 
Committee  had  defined  hi  theif  R^pbrt  tb 
be  of  aconfetitutionbi  ot  politicAl  charabter. 
The  bottiititbtiottAl  qnestiob  Wae  thilt-- 
The  charge,  if  enacted  by  PAtliAmebt, 
would  be  A  charge  upoh  the  pbblib  retebube 
bf  Ihdik.  A  Bill  breating  a  bhatf^  bh  the 
retbbttes  bf  thiA  ^bntty  bbbld  net  Cbltte 
befok-o  thb  House  ih  the  sbbpA  of  the  pre- 
ftent  Bill,  it  bbing  a  fiked  Me  bf  thb 
Hbbse  that  bb  ibch  Bill  bbbid  makb  any 
l^tep  Without  a  rbcommendatibh  fMa  thb 
Crown.  ThbkiO  was,  howerer,  nb  Standing 
Ordbt*  applieable  to  bhartfeb  oli  the  te^ 
tenueA  bf  Ibdiat  but  Uie  Cbmmittee, 
liitting  as  A  Private  Bill  COniimitteb,  did 
hot  think  they  bbuld  bodib  to  Any  deelfcloti 
bh  that  poibt,  Whibh,  if  nbtlcbd  At  aH» 
ought,  thdy  cotlMdbred,  to  bb  nbticed  by 

the  House  ttbelf.  They  Alko  cAteb  to 
the  Aame  cobblu^fon  In  reference  to  Any 
public  tbnsidbk^tionii  bbnbbbted  With  the 
treaty.  He  would  MbW  venture  tb  stAtb 
the  coursb  Whibh  he  thought  it  Wbuld 
be  bbh>^enibbt  fol*  the  Hobftb  to  take.  It 
had  bben  Juttty  said  that  this  waft  a  quee- 
tiod  in  Which  the  honour  of  the  Bhtish 
name  and  the  honour  of  the  British  CroWh 
Were  cohcemed  —  and  he  thought  the 
Houftb  should  first  hear  fh>m  the  consti- 
tuted AuthbHties,  the  iTBspobftibie  MiniMeirs 
bf  thb  CrbWn,  what  Was  the  course  whibh 
they,  taking  a  wide  and  comprenettlli>HB  VibW 
of  the  subject,  were  pMplfeWl  tt  lake  in 
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in  p<NHi6S8i«ii  of  thai  digaity.  That  was 
assuredly  a  pettifogging  mode  of  proae** 
dure  whioh  the  House  ought  not  to  tole- 
rate. 

Sir  JOHN  FITZGERALD  said,  that 
eyery  appeal  to  that  House  ought  to  he 
most  oarefully  listened  to,  and  it  was  a 
denial  of  justioe  to  delay  granting  redress 
to  an  act  of  the  'most  flagrant  tyranny  on 
the  part  of  the  Bombay  Oovemment. 
The  Bast  India  Company  had  granted 
an  annuity,  and  then  taken  it  away  on 
false  pretenees,  and  it  was  for  redress 
against  such  a  proeeeding  that  the  peti* 
ttoner  appealed  to  that  House. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  that  the  House, 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  Report 
itself,  was  bound  to  accede  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  If  ember  for  Bast 
Suffolk,  What  constitutional  question, 
he  would  like  to  know,  could  stop  the 
obligation  of  fulfilling  the  express  terms 
of  a  treaty?  The  language  was  per* 
fectly  clear ;  and  the  Committee  hi|d  de- 
clared that  it  could  come  to  no  other  con- 
clusion than  that  on  whioh  it  had  framed 
this  Bill.  He  denied,  therefore,  that  there 
was  any  necessity  for  waiting  to  read  the 
evidence*  He  heard  with  great  reluctance 
the  proposal  to  postpone  the  oonsideratioo 
of  the  matter. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  he  could  not  see 
that  there  would  be  any  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Qoremment  to  delay  the 
Bill  beyond  Wednesday,  and  If  they  did, 
the  House,  he  trusted,  would  not  allow  i^. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  ben.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  ought 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  As  to  any 
information  the  House  would  get  im  the 
meantime,  he  did  not  beliere  the  Heuse 
could  possibly  be  put  in  possession  of  any 
foots  to  influence  its  judgment  i  but  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control  had  said  that  on  that  day 
he  should  be  prepared  to  state  the  vtews  of 
the  GoTemment,  he  thought  thai  the  most 
judicious  course  for  them  to  adopt  would 
be  to  wait  till  that  day. 

Mb.  JOHN  MACGRBGOR  said,  that 
there  had  been  frequent  movements  in  the 
country  to  put  down  the  Board  of  Control, 
which  often  interfered  most  improperly 
with  the  functions  of  the  Bast  India  Com- 
pany. The  treaty  that  had  been  so  often 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
had  been  made  in  1800,  and  was  one  of 
the  greatest  frauds  that  had  over  been 
perpetrated.  He  concurred  in  all  that 
xd    fallen  from  the  hon.   and   leaniod 


MomboM  for  Betenpast  and  Basl  BriUk. 
He  thought  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Heaitom  (Sir  J.  Hogg)  utterly 
unfounded.  All  the  clamour  that  had 
been  raised  was  raised  by  intereptad  jper- 
sons  to  attack  the  conduct  of  the  Bast 
India  Company,  when  the  real  foalt*  ha 
believed*  lay  with  the  Board  of  Control. 

Sib  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  the  Qaly 
object  of  the  adjournment  was  to  enable 
the  House  to  sea  the  evidence*  which  he 
understood  from  Mr.  Speaker  would  he 
ready  in  one  or  two  days.  It  was  «ot  le 
suit  the  convenience  of  the  Pfesidant  ef 
the  Board  of  Control,  for  though  ho  had 
abstained  to^ay  from  going  i^to  the 
merits  of  the  case,  he  was  {Mrfeetlj  wdl 
acquainted  with  them,  and  bad  already 
formed  a  judgment  on  the  mattec  Aa 
to  the  resumption  of  the  debate  on  Wed- 
nesday next,  that,  of  course*  would  dapead 
on  the  House.  No  opposition  would  be 
offered  by  the  Govamn^ent  to  the  question 
being  brought  forward  on  that  day,  and 
the  GoTemment  would  be  nrepaiad  thea 
to  state  their  view  of  the  suDJeet.  le  the 
absence,  however,  of  the  evidenoe,  whioh 
was  necessary  to  enable  the  Houae  te  font 
an  opinion  on  so  very  important  a  questioa« 
he  considered  that  it  would  ha  unwiaa  ta 
proceed  to  a  division  that  day. 

Sib  FITZROY*  KELLY  said,  thai  as 
it  was  the  intention  of  Har  Majesty's 
Governmoit  to  state  theur  opinion  oa 
Wednesday  on  this  question,  and  the 
evidence  would  be  so  soon  in  the  hands 
of  Members,  he  would  consani  to  the 
postponement  qff  the  question  until  Wed- 
nesdisy  next. 

A^iendment,  hij  leave,  tvtiMraiSH. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agrmd  Is. 

Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Oamiaittee»  to 
be  taken  into  further  <onaide>|tien  upen 
W^dneidoff  next. 

EAIUi  OF  PERTH  AliD  MSLFQUT'g 
COMPI^KSATION. 

Mb.  FlTZROY  braught  up  the  Reeeit. 

Sia  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
wished  to  be  infomod  what  aaseeet  el 
money  was  involved  in  the  grant  piepeaed 
to  be  made  under  the  Bill. 

Sir  FITZROY  BIBLLY  aaid,  the  stsp 
now  taken  was  merely  to  authepise  the 
bringing  in  of  a  Bill.  Full  explaoatioes 
would  be  given  when  the  Bill  waa  hreaght 
in. 

CopovBL  FRENCH  said,  thai  if  the 
principle  was  admitted,  it  should  also  be 
eztendod  to  Bnglaad  and  Iieiaed. 
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tion  of  tfao  iretty  noifp  as  he  eonld  be  at 
any  foiure  period  ;  and,  as  he  did  not  un- 
derstand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give 
any  pledge,  that  in  the  event  of  the  debate 
being  adjourned  to  Wednesday  next,  it 
would  be  finally  dealt  with  by  the  GoTem- 
ment,  then  he  had  no  other  course  to  adopt 
than  to  press  the  Bill  through  its  present 
stage, 

Mb.  WIGRAM  said,  he  thought  that 

the  question  could  not  be  decided  in  the 

absence  of  the  endence,  and  if  the  Motion 

was  pressed  to  a  division  he  should  vote 

with  the  Goremment.     As  to  the  merits 

of  the  case,  it  was  only  a  Private  Bill  in 

form,  but  public  in  reality,  as  dealing  with 

public  revenues  and  repealing  a  public  le- 

^slative  Act.     The  Bill  ought,  he  was  of 

opinion,  to  have  been  so  framed  as  that 

the  doubtful  question  of  the  annuity,  as  to 

whether  it  was  granted  to  the  Nawab  and 

his  successors  in  office,  or  to  the  Nawab 

and  his  heirs  simply,  should  be  left  open, 

so  as  to  be  decided  hereafter.     Whatever 

the  East  India  Company  might  do,  the 

real  responsibility  ought  to  rest  with  the 

Board  of  Control.     For  that  reason,  he 

thought  that  the  first  provisions  of  the  Bill 

were  unsatisfactory,   as  referring  every* 

thing  to  the  Board  of  Control.     The  so* 

cond   clause  was  equally  unsatisfactory, 

m»   dealing  with  a  matter  which  ought 

only  to  be  settled  by  the  family  of  the 

Nawab,  as  referring  to  the  manner  in 

which  his  estate  ought  to  be  divided,  on 

the  merits. 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  should 
support  the  Motion  for  adjournment,  not 
thinking  that  the  House  was  at  present 
competent  to  arrive  at  any  satisfactory  do* 
ctaion  on  the  merits  of  the  case.  The 
House  had  before  them  the  Report  of  a 
most  competent  Committee,  which  had 
gfi-ren  its  opinion^  on  the  merits  of  the  case, 
as  between  the  two  parties,  intimating 
ho^rever,  at  the  same  time,  that  there  was 
tL  further  and  most  important  question — a 
political  and  constitutional  question — to  be 
taken  into  consideration,  which  they  did 
2ot  ecttceive  to  have  been  referred  to  them, 
»jr,  At  all  events,  which  they  had  not  felt 
t  tlieir  duty  to  report  upon.  Upon  this 
^uesition  it  was  of  the  last  importance  that 
ho  Souse  should  hear  the  opinion  of  Her 
£fl^josty's  GoTomment,  as  represented  by 
bo  right  hen.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
[le  ^Board  of  Control.  He  understood  the 
'\gix^  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  stated  to 
^te  fioQse  that  he  should  be  prepared  to 
iwo  that  opinion  on  Wednesday  next,  and 

VOL.  CXLII,    [thuio  sbbxbs.] 


that  in  all  probability,  before  Wednesday 
next,  the  evidence  which  was  the  ground- 
work of  the  opinion  to  be  formed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House,  as 
to  the  higher  question  of  the  political  and 
constitutional  bearing  of  the  matter,  would 
be  in  the  bauds  of  Members.  That  evi- 
dence, he  was  told,  was  voluminous  ;  but, 
looking  at  the  late  period  of  the  Session, 
it  would  be  a  substantial  denial  of  justice 
if,  on  account  of  its  late  production  or  its 
bulk,  the  decision  of  the  House  were  post- 

?oned  beyond  Wednesday  next.  If  the 
'resident  of  the  Board  of  Control  would 
assure  the  House  that  he  would,  at  all 
events,  be  prepared  to  pronounce  an  opin- 
ion on  Wednesday  next,  and  that  in  the 
meantime  every  exertion  should  bo  used  to 
place  the  evidence  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers, it  would  be  unwise  at  the  present 
time  to  proceed  to  a  division  and  to  carry 
the  present  discussion  further,  therefore, 
in  his  opinion,  was  inexpedient  and  unne- 
cessary. 

Mb.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  his  sole 
reason  for  desiring  an  adjournment  was 
the  absence  of  the  evidence  on  which  the 
decision  of  the  House  must  rest ;  but  he 
was  informed  by  Mr.  Speaker  that  the 
evidence  would  be  ready  in  a  very  few 
days.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had 
asked  whether  he  should  be  prepared  on 
Wednesday  next  to  state  the  course  which 
the  Government  intended  to  take  with  re- 
spect to  this  matter,  even  if  the  evidence 
were  not  printed;  but  that  would  be  a 
question,  not  for  him,  but  for  the  House 
to  decide.  If  the  House  should  next 
Wednesday  be  determined  to  proceed  to 
a  division,  even  without  the  evidence,  of 
course  he  should  then  be  prepared  to  state 
the  view  which  the  Government  took  on 
the  subject. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  assure  him 
that  he  would  be  ready  to  proceed  next 
Wednesday,  with  or  without  the  evidence, 
he  would  agree  to  the  adjournment ;  other- 
wise he  should  take  a  division  that  day. 

Mr.  J.  G.  PHILLIMORE  said,  he 
*mnst  deny  that  the  political  consideration 
ought  to  interfere  with  what  was  clearly 
justice.  An  annuity  had  been  granted 
by  the  East  India  Company  to  the  family 
of  the  petitioner,  which  the  Company  had 
now  taken  away  from  the  petitioner,  on 
the  bare  pretence  that  he  was  not  longer 
a  Nawab,  and  that  the  annuity  was  only 
granted  to  the  family  while  it  continued 
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in  poHMsien  ef  tbat  digaitj.  Thai  wu 
EMuradly  a  Mttifoggtng  mode  of  proac-^ 
dure  whioh  the  House  oaght  not  to  tole- 
rate. 

Sir  JOHN  FITZGERALD  said,  that 
erery  appeal  to  that  House  ought  to  be 
most  earefully  listened  to,  and  it  was  a 
denial  of  justice  to  delay  granting  redress 
to  an  aet  of  the  most  flagrant  tyrapny  on 
the  part  of  the  Bombay  Oovemment. 
The  Bast  India  Company  had  granted 
an  annuity,  and  then  taken  it  away  on 
false  pretenoes,  and  it  was  for  redresa 
against  such  a  proeeedtng  that  the  peti«» 
tioner  appealed  to  that  House. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  that  the  House, 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  Report 
itself,  was  bound  to  accede  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  East 
Suffolk,  What  constitutional  question, 
he  would  like  to  know,  could  stop  the 
obligation  of  fulfilling  the  express  terms 
of  a  treaty?  The  language  was  per« 
fectly  clear ;  and  the  Committee  had  de* 
dared  that  tt  could  come  to  no  other  con- 
clusion than  that  on  which  it  had  framed 
this  Bill.  He  denied,  therefore,  that  there 
was  any  necessity  for  waiting  to  read  the 
evidence.  He  heard  with  great  reluctance 
the  proposal  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  matter. 

Mr.  OTWAT  said,  he  could  not  see 
that  there  would  be  any  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  delay  the 
Bill  beyond  Wednesday,  and  if  they  did, 
the  House,  he  trusted,  would  not  aliow  it. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  hen.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  ough^ 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  As  to  any 
information  the  House  would  get  ia  the 
meantime,  he  did  not  believe  the  House 
could  possibly  be  put  in  possession  of  any 
foots  to  influence  its  Judgment  (  but  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control  had  said  that  on  that  day 
he  should  be  prepared  to  state  the  views  of 
the  Government,  he  thought  that  the  most 
judicious  course  for  them  to  adopt  would 
be  to  wait  till  that  day. 

Mb.  JOHN  MACGREGOR  said,  that 
there  had  been  frequent  movements  in  the 
country  to  put  down  the  Board  of  Control, 
which  often  interfered  most  improperly 
with  the  functions  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany. The  treaty  that  had  been  so  often 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
had  been  made  in  1800,  and  was  one  of 
the  greatest  frauds  that  had  ever  been 
perpetrated.  He  concurred  la  all  that 
aad  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
^r.  /.  Q.  FhiUimorg 


MemboM  for  Devenpoit  and  Baat  Suffolk. 
He  thought  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Men- 
ber  for  Honitoa  (Sir  J.  Hogg)  utUrlj 
unfounded.  All  the  olamoor  that  had 
been  raised  was  raised  by  intoreat^  f^- 
sons  to  attack  the  conduct  ef  tlie  £ut 
India  Company,  when  the  real  fault,  be 
believed,  lay  with  the  Board  of  GontroL 

Sib  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  tbeooij 
object  of  the  adjournment  waa  to  ensble 
the  House  to  sea  the  evidence,  vkich  ks 
understood  from  Mr.  Speaker  would  ba 
ready  in  one  or  two  days.  It  w«a  notts 
suit  the  eonveiiience  of  the  PMaident  »f 
the  Board  of  Control,  for  though  he  ^ 
abstained  to-day  from  going  ii|to  tbi 
merits  of  the  ease,  he  waa  perfeetly  vdi 
acquainted  with  them,  and  bad  alresi; 
formed  a  judgment  on  the  matter*  ii 
to  the  resumption  of  the  debate  on  Wed- 
nesday next,  that,  of  oourae,  would  deps&d 
on  the  House.  No  oppoaitioii  would  te 
offered  by  the  Government  to  tbe  questia 
being  brought  forward  on  that  day,  sod 
the  Government  would  be  pr«pai«d  tha 
to  state  their  view  of  the  aubjeei.  In  tka 
absence,  however,  of  the  evkdenoe,  wiith 
was  necessary  to  enable  the  Houae  to  fona 
an  opinion  on  so  very  important  a  qnestiM. 
he  considered  that  it  would  be  unwise  ts 
proceed  to  a  division  that  day. 

Sib  FITZROY  KELLY  aai<L  that  u 
it  waa  the  intention  of  Her  Majest|*i 
Government  to  state  their  opinion  »& 
Wednesday  on  this  question^  and  tk 
evidence  would  be  so  soon  in  the  hai^ 
of  Members,  he  would  conaeal  to  tbe 
postponement  <yf  the  question  until  Wed- 
aesday  next. 

Amandment,  hj  leave,  wilMrasMs. 

Uain  Question  put,  and  agrf$$d  Is. 

Bill,  as  amended  in  tha  Oonunittee,  to 
be  taken  into  further  oonaideMtMn  upea 
IFednefday  next. 

EARli  OF  PE&DH  AHO  HELFQETfi 
eOlIP^NSATIOK. 

Mr.  FITZROY  brought  up  Am  Repen. 

Sia  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  aaid,  b« 
wished  to  bo  informed  what  aweuat  d 
money  was  inv^olved  in  the  grant  piepssei 
to  be  made  under  the  Bill. 

Sir  FITZROY  KSLLY  aaid,  «hsi*9 
now  taken  was  merely  to  authesiss  tki 
bringing  in  of  a  Bill.  Full  explansti^ 
would  be  given  when  the  Bill  waa  teesi^ 
in. 

00X.OKEL  FRENCH  said,  thai  tf  tS^^ 
prineiDle  was  admitted,  it  should  abs  ^ 
eztenaed  to  Bogbuid  aad  InbmL 
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8m  OSOKOB  GRVT  mM,  ihal  giving 
]«^y«  lo  introdace  the  Bill  would  not  pledge 
the  Hoam  $0  IM  support.  la  astenting 
to  the  petition,  his  nohle  Friend  (Lord 
FalmeratoD)  had  retenred  the  Hffht  of  the 
Gorernmeot  to  oppose  the  Bin,  if  they 
should  see  fit. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  must 
oomplain  that  the  House  was,  h;  this  pro- 
oeediuf  •  oaUed  upon  to  take  a  step  in  the 
dark,  and  be  thought  the  House  ought  to 
h^YO  some  explanation  before  being  ealled 
upon  to  affirm  the  principle. 

CoLOHKi  WILSON  PATTBN  said,  that 
although  the  measure  was  brought  in  as  a 
private  Bill,  it  partook  very  much  of  die 
nature  of  ft  pnblie  Bill  |  and,  perhaps, 
although  it  was  not  usual  in  priyate  Bills, 
it  wodd  be  m  well  that  some  esplana- 
tion  should  be  given,  at  that  stage,  of  its 
purport. 

Sir  FIWROY  KELLY  said,  that  hav- 
ing  charge  of  the  Bill,  he  would  beg  to 
explain  that  the  anoestor  of  the  present 
Earl  of  Pertb,  in  the  reign  of  James  II., 
was  attainted  of  high  treason  and  executed, 
his  estates  and  property  at  the  same  time 
belogf  forfeited  to  the  Crown.  His  wife, 
however,  who  was  ignorant  of  his  supposed 
treasonable  transactions,  was  possessed  of 
private  property  in  her  ewn  right,  and  this 
property  was  iueluded  by  mistake  in  the 
(oniaeation,  although  she  had  committed 
no  crime  against  the  Crown.  The  dor 
icendants  of  the  Earl  and  Countess  had 
recently,  within  the  last  two  or  three 
f  eara,  in  fact,  secured  the  reversal  of  the 
kttaioder,  and  obtained  the  restoration  of 
.he  title,  and  the  object  of  the  proposed 
Bill  was  to  obtain  some  compensation  from 
he  hereditary  revenues  of  Scotland  for  the 
irivate  property  of  the  countess,  which  had 
>een  improperly  confiscated, 

Mb.  LAbOUCHGRB  said,  he  thought 
hat  great  care  should  be  takeq  that  the 
lublic  retenues  should  not  be  voted  away 
ipon  the  application  of  private  individuals, 
.nd  the  House  should  be  cautious  how  it 
ipened  the  door  to  claims  of  this  descrip- 
ion.  He  trusted  that  by  the  vote  which  the 
looae  BOW  gave,it  woiud  not  he  preyented 
rom  fceatowing  most  ample  consideration 
n  the  noeasure  on  a  future  occasion. 

Mr.  HBNLBY  said,  he  quite  concurred 
'ith  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
tinoat  eaution  ought  to  be  observed  with 
»gard  te  these  Compensation  Bills.  Pri- 
ate  Billa  of  that  character  ought  not  to 
e  broujfht  in  af  se  late  a  period  of  the 
ieaaiofif  aad  porhapa  it  wouM  be  as  weU 


that  seme  pusltlve  rai0  ihoald  be  1«id  d^wn 
for  the  future  for  regulating  the  intro< 
duetioA  of  these  b^lf  private,  h(df  pul^liQ 
Bills. 

Lqbi)  harry  VANB  said,  perhaps  it 
would  not  be  out  of  plii^  if  Mr.  Speakor 
w^re  to  explain  the  existing  mode  of  pro-* 
ceeding  in  introduoipg  these  dociblo  ohi^ 
racter  Bills. 

)fR,  8PB AKBB  said,  in  tho  firat  plfMO, 
the  promoters  lodged  i^  petitiop  at  the  Frir 
vate  BUI  Offloe.  which  w^  f^rwiM^df  T^ 
ferred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committoe 
Ut  deteimino  whethor  i%  was  de^irfkbl^  that 
the  Standing  Orders  should  be  dispense4 
with  as  had  oeen  done  in  the  present  ini 
stance.  The  Standing  Orders  being  so 
suspended  the  petition  for  a  Bil)  could  itil) 
only  be  received  by  the  House  on  the  re^ 
commendation  of  the  Crown,  and  when 
that  recommendation  was  given,  the  peti- 
tion was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  because  it  related  to  the 
disposal  of  public  money.  That  ordeal 
the  present  petition  h$d  i^r^dy  gone 
through,  nnd  the  House  wan  now  asked  to 
receive  and  adopt  the  Report  which  tho 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  had  Agreed 
to.  Supposing  the  House  to  agree  to  the 
Uotlon,  the  Bill  founded  upon  it  would  be 
introduced,  and  nfter  the  first  reading  it 
would  be  referred  to  the  Bxaminer  of  Pri- 
vate  Bills,  to  see  if  there  were  apy  Standr 
ing  Orders,  which  it  was  necessary  the 
promoters  should  have  complied  with, 
fiverything  being  found  to  be  in  strict 
order,  the  Bill  would  be  then  read  a  second 
time  as  a  Private  BUI  and  referred,  not  to 
the  ordinary  Private  Bill  Committee,  but 
to  a  distinct  Select  Committee.  The  Bill 
would  then  oome  back  to  the  House  in  the 
shape  of  a  Public  Bill,  when  it  would  have 
to  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  and  in  all  Us  subseqeeut  stages  it 
would  be  treated  in  the  same  manner  as 
though  it  were  essentially  a  public  measure. 

Ths  CHANCELLOR  Of  m  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  could  express  no  ojpinion 
whether  the  Bill  was  founded  in  jusUce  or 
not,  aa  he  was  wholly  uninformed  as  to  the 
precise  grounds  of  the  claim  the  promoters 
asserted.  No  communication  whatever  had 
been  made  to  the  Treasury  upon  il,  and 
under  those  circumstances  perhaps  it  would 
not  be  unreasonable  if  he  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  charge  of 
the  Bill  to  state  now  what  were  the  mate- 
rials upon  which  he  proposed  to  ask  the 
House  to  form  a  judgment  in  diaeussing 
the  second  readiDg  ef  the  BilL 
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d»t  gftftt  nM*  Mr.  Dftrg«ii«  b«  trasfeM 
ihai  th#  HoQie  would  permit  the  BUI  to  b« 
feftd  ft  leeoiid  time  (  and  at  a  fuiore  stage 
he  wenld  introdaee  Amendments  that  weuld 
do  awsj  with  objeetiodst 

Motlen  made»  and  Qoeslioii  prepesedi 
**  Thai  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time/' 

Mb.  J.  D.  riTeaSRALD  Said*  he 
wished  te  sail  speeial  attention  to  the  fael 
that  one  of  the  prottsions  of  the  Bill  pnM 
posed  to  do  away  with  the  practise  ef 
fegisteHng  licences,  the  fees  from  whieh 
prodoesd  £600  a  year.  He  had  not  heard 
that  the  oitiiens  of  Dnblin  were  willing  to 
giTO  up  that  amoont.  The  other  fee  also 
went  to  relief e  taxation*  and  was  also  to 
he  hbandoned.  Then  the  Bill  proceeded 
to  dealt  not  onljr  with  retailers  but  with 
grocersi  whd  might  sell  tiot  less  thiui  two 
qaartSi  net  to  be  eonsumed  on  the  pre* 
mises.  It  might  be  an  important  question 
As  to  placing  groeem  under  the  same  pro- 
▼Isions  as  other  dealers,  but  that  class  of 
traders  ought  ta  be  informed  pretiossly 
whfti  was  in  eontemplstion»  The  other 
important  alteration  hud  reference  to  the 
hours  at  which  pnblis-hottses  should  be 
kept  op^n.  It  might,  perhaps,  be  ef  bene« 
it  to  alter  the  hours  so  Ss  to  make  it  law* 
All  to  keep  oven  after  nine  on  Sundays, 
but  that  eoutd  be  heiwfler  oensideredt 
Thsn,  with  respect  to  altaring  the  mode  of 
granting  licend^s,  there  were  well-founded 
objections  to  the  altaratlon  protK>sed  by 
the  Bill,  and  as  he  could  not  receflsmend 
llie  House  to  agree  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  be  should  advise  the  hon»  Mem^ 
her  to  withdraw  his  measntei 

Mr.  BRADT  saidi  he  waS  net  quita 
satisfied  with  the  force  of  the  objections  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Grentlemaui 

Ma.  GROdAK  said«  he  conceived  that 
eoale  extension  of  the  hours  during  whieh 

{ttblic-houses  in  Dublin  were  pehnitted  to 
6  opeh  Was  reqalsHo  for  the  convenience 
of  tradoy  but  the  Bill  was  clogged  with 
ether  previsions  whish  he  could  not  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  HOBSMAN  said,  he  would  appeal 
to  Mr.  Speaker  whether  the  alterations 
proposed  to  be  effected  in  the  Bill  did  not 
render  its  further  prosecution  irregular. 

Mm.  SPfiAKBR  said,  that  if  the  ope- 
retien  ef  the  measure  was  to  be  limited  to 
e  particular  locality  the  end  in  view  must 
bid  attained  by  means  of  S  private  Bill. 

Mr.  BRADY  said,  he  would,  under 
shcns  drsumstaMMsi  withdraw  th6  BUI» 

Mr,  Brady 


tmstiAg  that  the  Govenunend  wm&d  see 
that  the  needful  changes  were  made* 

Motion,  by  leavci  icilUrouns* 

BVHwiOdrmwrn. 

The  House  adjonned  at  five  mintttss 
baCbre  Six  o'clock. 


HOUAB    or    LORDS, 
2%nrfC%,  /iitic  12, 1856. 

MiNDTss.)  PuBuo  Bixxs. — 1*  InsurmDee  oa  Ures 
(Abatemsni  of  IhoomS  Tltt)  Continuanee. 
8*  Draiti  on  BAskeMk 

RfiFORMAtOat  AND  INDUStRlAL 
SCHOOLS  BILL. 

Lolin  KAYBNElWORI^H  motad.  ^ 
the  Committee  (whieh  stood  appointed  fv 
this  day)  be  pat  off  t6  Tuesday  nett. 

The  BarL  o»  GLANCARTT  asked 
Whether  It  was  intanded  that  ihn  Bfll  ahosM 
ettend  to  IrelAnd. 

Thi  Doke  olf  ARGYLL  inquired  whe- 
ther the  Bill  was  to  embrace  Scotland,  as 
he  feared  thAt  if  it  was,  it  would  clash  witli 
the  pfoHsi<m8  of  anothsr  nl«aanne,  more 
especially  as  regarded  the  removal  of 
children. 

TBt  EAhL  6f  HARDWIGKB  alud,  thst 
Ihe  GoTcmmefit  ought  to  take  k  decided 
course  with  regard  to  theSe  iwfomistoy 
schools,  which  had  becn  left  Ido  tauch,  bs 
thought,  in  the  hands  of  private  ludi?id»k 
The  Goteminent  ought  te  be  pretnrfd  to 
desl  with  the  ittiportatit  questtoti  of  desl- 
injr  with  our  juvenile  cHtnilial  p^ptdatioa. 
He  much  feared  that  the  cdaoating  sad 
clothing  of  young  persons  in  tiies^  re^ 
matorics  otily  off^rOd  a  premium  Co  a  cer- 
tain  class  of  parenta  to  induce  thair  chR- 
dren  te  cotnmit  felonies,  in  order  that  thej 
might  receive  eleemosynary  asBStance. 
The  whole  question  was  in  an  unsatisfse- 
lory  stata,  and  it  had  becoine  a  matter  of 
great  importance  to  determine  how  these 
schoolS'^which  ought  to  be  pHaons— 
should  be  c;onducte<C  OriminiJa,  he  maic- 
tained,  ought  to  be  deilt  With  by  the  Go- 
vemment  of  the  conntiy  itt  wmch  tii«j 
committed  thehr  oiletices. 

TfiB  Earl  olf  HARROWBY  Siid,  ^ 
subject  had  not  been  OTcriooked  by  tk 
Gotemment,  but  the  douclmioft  they  ^ 
come  to  was,  that  this  partiCilUif  prsees 
of  reforming  Jutonile  offenders  would  k» 
best  intrusted  to  pritate  hAnds.  The  m- 
fluence  exerted  over  sueh  oflendtts  mvsi 
bb  the  iilflttell6«  of  kind  hAsris  and  sf 
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•troDf  mMb,  arid  this  tort  of  ifrflafenM 
ifM  dilbull  to  be  obtained  throegh  the 
medium  of  State  maohinerj.  Thirty  or 
fortj  yean  ago  thin  lame  method  Was,  he 
beKeved,  pursiied  with  renrd  to  refuges 
for  the  destitute.  If  the  GoTemment  titi- 
dertook  the  establishment  of  these  refor* 
matory  instltatiotis  great  diffieultieft,  both 
rellgiomi  and  moral)  at  onee  started  np. 
What,  it  would  immediately  be  asked,  was 
to  be  Ike  leligieos  training  adopted  ?  Was 
it  to  be  the  ttaiaing  of  the  Chui^h  of  £ng^ 
latidf  Such  ohjeetidtiA  did  not  iirite  whefi 
these  estabtishmenls  were  left  to  individuai 
etforti  and  he  tnoaghti  under  all  the  eir- 
cumstances,  the  Goyemment  had  done 
wisely  in  deolining  to  interfere  by  lifeless 
State  machinery  in  a  work  whiah  was  at 
present  being  aodvely  and  heartily  earned 
on  throughout  the  whole  oountry.  As  to 
the  noble  Earl's  fears  of  danger  to  society 
from  the  establishment  of  refermetory  in- 
atitutions,  whioh  would  to  a  eertain  extent 
tend  to  the  encouragement  of  orime»  that 
difficulty  was  met  by  a  provision  in  the 
eiisting  law^  which  enabled  the  megia- 
trates«  on  committing  a  child  to  the  refor- 
matory, to  charge  the  parent  with  payment 
of  a  sum  for  his  maintenance.  This  pro- 
vision could  not  be  acted  on  in  every  case, 
but  it  was  very  generally  carried  into  effeot, 
and  would  exert,  he  beliOTOd,  a  wholesome 
iaflaOada  open  parents. 

Lord  RAVENSWORTH  said,  the  db- 
nervatiens  of  his  noble  Friend  and  relative 
(the  Barl  of  Hardwioke)  seemed  to  be  ^U 
reeted  ageinst  the  tery  prifaeiple  of  refbr- 
matory  establishments  rather  than  dgainit 
any  speeial  provisions  proposed  for  adop- 
tian.  Ko#,  whateter  ot>>ttiM*  might  be 
f»rmed  with  regard  tb  these  Institutions, 
it  was  an  undoubted  fact  that  they  formed 
a  part  and  pateel  of  the  institutions  of  the 
oerantry  at  the  present  moment.  There 
WAS  hardly  a  populoot  distrlet  or  a  potio- 
loua  to#n  la  England  iHiieh  had  not  W 
aieged  thD  Home  Otf eu  with  depatiltlonft 
pn^tig  for  the  establishment  of  thesb 
aehools,  and  no  less  than  three  Aeti  of 
Psfcrliament  now  apt^red  on  our  Statute- 
book  wkieh  were  passed  for  the  expfoaa 
yni'poea  of  regulating  reforuiatofiftsi  It 
waa  tbetefore  be^ld^  ihe  queetieu  to  prtf-< 
iaat  agaluM  a  principle  whi^li  had  elready 
beoa  edopiedi  wae  now  In  full  otNMtlou, 
aii4  thb  working  of  which  could  only  be 
ieated  by  ozperieuee:  lu  unswor  to  the 
noble  >arl  behind  him  (the  Bhtl  of  OlAa- 
emr^)  he  b^ged  to  state  that  the  BUI 
M«ld  hxi^  jpoMdUy  be  ft^pKed  to  Ireltthd^ 


inasmuch  as  Ireland  did  not  at  present 

possess  reformatory  institutions.  There 
was  a  measure  upon  the  subject  before  the 
other  House  which  was  being  met,  however, 
with  strentlous  opposition.  Td  ii  certain 
extent;  the  measure  would  be  a]pplieable 
to  Seotland. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  order- 
ed to  be  put  into  a  Committee  on  Tuesday 
next. 

Hotise  hdjonmed  till  To-morrow. 


>«rik««M«M<b«HMMO*> 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Tkmde^,  inuie  IB,  l&56i 

Mdrvtii.]  PuBUC  BiLa.^l°  Dssdi  g9sotl«ad) ; 
Sunrej  of  Great  Britain,  ac* ;  Hospitals  (Dub- 
lin). 

^  AnnuiHea  tUMtoxh|ftion ;  Vhw6e  PhM^rfStMh 
(Inland). 

a' West  India  Loans ;  Aldmrthbt  Oamp. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  QUEEN--THE 
SARDINIAN  LOAN. 

Message  frotn  Hbr  Majsott  hre/i»ghi  tip^ 
and  read  by  Mr.  Sf baub  (all  the  Mdmb^rfe 
being  ttae6vered)t  as  follows  3— 

«  YlCTORU  R. 

"  Has  Ma^stt  thitths  H  right  to  ao- 
qn&ifat  the  House  bf  Comtiions,  that  She 
has  concluded  a  Convention  witli  Bis  Ma« 
jesty  the  King  of  Sardinia^  by  which  She 
has  uadertaken  te  r^ommend  to  Her  Parw 
liameht  to  enable  tier  to  Adtan<^^  by  wny 
of  Ldhn,  td  Bis  Msjdsty  the  king  of 
Sardinia,  a  sum  of  One  Million  t'ounds 
sterlingi  oontemplated  by  a  Conventioa 
made  bettreen  Hot  Majesty  and  His  Ma» 
jesty  the  King  of  Sardibie  on  the  26th 
j'anuary,  1855,  in  like  manner,  instal- 
mentSy  and  proportions,  and  subject  in 
all  respects  to  the  same  oenditions  as  if 
the  late  War  had  net  beea  bi>ottght  to  a 
close  at  th8  ^tptration  of  twd?e  months 
from  ihe  payment  of  the  first  instalment 
of  the  sum  of  One  Million  Pounds  sterling 
under  the  last-tnehtieBad  OonTOntlon* 

"  The  Gottftufeieitt  o^  His  MHjMiy  the 
King  ttt  Sardtniii  ^nf^^ek  io  lU^cept  the 
advance  of  this  additional  sum,  on  the 
same  conditions  ia  all  respeols,  especially 
is  to  the  ^culation  aad  paymedt  off  the 
xntftMt,  to  If  todh  adfaaM  hM  t^fa 
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made  under  the  l«si«ineiitioned  ConTen- 
tioD. 

"Her  Vajestt  has  directed  a  Copy 
of  this  CoDTODtioQ  to  be  laid  before  the 
Hoase  of  Commoos,  and  She  reliea  on 
the  pnblie  spirit  of  the  Honse  of  Com- 
mons for  enabling  Her  to  make  good  the 
engagement  which  She  has  contracted. 

"  V.  R/' 

Committee  therenpon  on  Monday  next. 

THE  PAPER  DUTY.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  MILNER  OIBSON  wished  to  pnt 
a  qaesCion  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
▼ersity  of  Dnblb  (Mr.  G. A.  Hamilton).  The 
hon.  Member  and  his  right  hon.  Colleague 
had  introduced  a  Bill,  entitled  «'  a  Bill  to 
repeal  and  amend  certain  laws  and  statutes 
relating  to  the  Unifersitj  of  Dublin.'*    In 
that  Bill  there  was  a  clause  bj  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  extend  the 
exemption  now  allowed  from  the  Excise 
duty  charged  on  paper  used  in  the  printing 
of  Bibles,  Testaments,  Psalm  books,  and 
books  of  Common  Prayer  to  educational 
books  used  in  the  Unirersity  of  Dublin 
and  printed  at  the  University  press.     The 
extension  of  exemption  from  paper  duty  to 
ednoationid  works  was  a  subject  in  which 
he  had  taken  great  interest.     He  was  Tery 
glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  Members  for  the 
Unitersity  of  Dublin  admitted  by  this  pro- 
posal the  important  influence  which  the 
paper   duty  had  in   the  checking  diffu- 
sion  of  knowledge  and  preventing  educa- 
tion.    He  wished  therefore  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  whether  this  Bill  was  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with,  and  when  ?    And,  further,  he 
wished  to  ask  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  communicate   with  his  right  hon. 
Colleague  and  consider  the  propriety  of 
joining  him  in  asking  the  Goyemment  to 
make  a  larger  concession  than  the  one  he 
proposed,  and  extend  the  exemption  from 
paper  duty  to  educational  works  used  not 
only  in  the  University  of  Dublin,  but  gene- 
rally throughout  the  country,  and  to  school 
books. 

Mb.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  begged  to  state 
that  the  Bill  in  quesUon  had  been  prepared 
in  conformity  with  the  Report  maae  by 
certain  Commissioners  who  were  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  University  of 
Dublin,  and  who  made  their  Report  in  the 
year  1853  ;  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  the 
present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Irelandt  Lord 
Kosse,  and  other  eminent  gentlemen  hav- 


ing been  Members  of  Ae  Cmmniswm. 
The  Commissioners  stated  that  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  possessed^  under  the  2 
Viet.  c.  23 — which  was  but  a  continuation 
of  former  enactments  certain  prirfleges 
with  regard  to  the  duty  on  paper,  and  tl^ 
the  college  was  entitled  to  a  drawback 
upon  all  Latin  and  Greek  books,  aa  w^  as 
religions  books,  printed  by  ih»  University. 
The  Commissioners  added  that-* 

**  If  the  dnfty  upon  paper  should  eontiiiae  m 
foras  that  privUags  oo^t  to  be  erteaded  to  all 
bookB  pobliahed  bj  the  UniTenitj  for  edaeatksti 

Snrposei,  and  that  the  UniTenitj  had  been  very 
beral  in  enoonnging  the  printing  of  edacatmal 
books  by  defraying  a  large  portion  of  the  ezpcan 
from  their  ihnds.'* 

He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  was  sorry  to  say  that  H 
depended  upon  the  Chancellor  of  tiie  Ex- 
chequer whether  thev  could  persevere  witk 
the  Bill ;  but  he  might  state  that  he  ahooM 
certainly  be  very  glad  to  see  the  privilege 
of  the  University  referred  to  bj  the  hoc. 
Gentleman  extended  to  all  books  connected 
with  education. 

8UPPLT— MISCELLANEOUS  ESTIMATES. 

House  in  Committee ;  Mr.  FrtxRoT  is 
the  chair. 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed— 

"That  a  sam,  not  exeeeding  £100,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeetj,  to  dmij  the  Chai^ 
of  Civil  Conttngencies,  to  the  Slst  day  of  KareL 
1857." 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  moved  to  k> 
dnce  the  Vote  to  £30.000.    As  the  Hosks 
was  aware,  the  Vote  for  eivil  contingeiieiet 
might  be  divided  into  two  parte — pajmest 
of   certain  items  of  expeDditure«   which 
were  essentiallj  uncertain,  and  therslbre 
could  not  be  brought  into  estimslew  and 
some  other  small  payments,  a  rstnra  of 
which  for  the  past  year  was  now  on  the 
table  of  the  House  ;  and  also  an  amount 
which  was  employed  in  making  adTaaees  to 
different  departments.     It  frequently  hap- 
pened that  in  the  difierent  departments  of 
the  civil  service,  works  unezpeetedly  ex- 
ceeded the  sums  voted  for  them  ;  and.  in 
order  to  avoid  the    ineonvenienee 
would  attend  on  their  bemg  stopped, 
oourse  was  had  to  the  civil  eontingeneiea. 
He  did  not  argue  that  the  £100,000  «as 
an  unreasonable  amount  for  these  dr3 
contingencies ;  but  he  would  show  thst  s 
much  larger  sum  was,  in  fact,  at  the  dss- 
posal  of  the  Government,  and  he  wisM 
the  Committee  to  be  aware  what  the  Ge- 
vemment  had  already  in  hand  to  aist 
claims  on  this  veiy  aoooont.    He  did  net 
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know  whftt  amonot  had  gone  from  tbeoivil 
contingenciea  in  tho  shape  of  advances. 
AdTanees  were  not  an  nltimate  expenditure. 
What  were  outgoings  one  year  became  re- 
Tenne  when  the  amonnt  was  repaid  ;  in 
point  of  fact,  they  added  the  same  quantity 
to  each  side  of  the  equation  ;  and  the  sides 
balanced  each  other ;  and  the  repayments 
of  the  adTanees  of  last  year  would  he 
pretty  nearly  suffioientto  meet  those  of  the 
oorrent  year.  The  Votes  of  the  civil  oon- 
tingeneieB  were  not  like  the  Votes  of  the 
great  senrices  ;  they  were  not  confined  to 
the  year  for  which  they  were  taken,  and  if 
there  was  a  surplus  in  the  Vote  over  the 
expenditure,  it  did  not  go  back,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  to  the  Exchequer,  as  it  did  in 
the  great  senrices  ;  but  it  accumulated, 
and  was  available  for  the  service  of  the 
next  year.  These  accumulations  existed 
in  the  Treasury,  as  lately  as  Monday  last, 
to  the  extent  of  £100,000.  It  was  now 
proposed  to  take  a  Vote  for  another 
jC  100,000,  making  the  sum  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government  £200,000;  and,  be- 
caose  he  thought  this  sum  unnecessarily 
large,  he  proposed  to  reduce  it.  During 
the  last  six  years  (and  the  case  would  be 
Btill  stronger  if  he  went  further  back) 
there  had  been  Votes  for  the  civil  contin- 

fencies,  of  £100,000  in  each  year.     In 
85 1  •  the  actual  expenditure  was  £65,371 ; 
in  1851-2  it  was  £89.675;    in  1852-3, 
je79,825;  in  1853-4,  about  £70.000;  in 
1854.5,  £72,118;   and  this  kst  year  it 
was  £88,891.     While,   then,   the  Com- 
mittee  had  voted  £100,000  a  year  eaeh 
year  during  the  last  six  years,  the  highest 
expenditure  had  been  under  £90,000;  the 
lowest  had  been  as  low  as  £65,000;  and 
the  average  expenditure— the  actual  ex- 
penditure-—-during  the  six  years,  had  been 
dS77,040,  or,  putting  it  loosely,  the  ex- 
penditure had  been  under  £80,000.     Inas- 
mueb,  then,  as  on  Monday  last  there  was 
in  the  Exchequer  £100,000  to  meet  an 
expenditure  averaging  less  than  £80,000. 
the  Government  oould  well  afford  to  lose 
the  £70,000  which  he  proposed  to  strike 
off*    and    he    should     then    leave    them 
jS  130,000  to  meet  an  expenditure  which 
in     six    years    had  never   amounted    to 
iB90.000.     He    thought  he  had  left  an 
Ample  margin  to  meet  any  possible  chance 
of  excess.      [Mr.  Wilson:    The  balance 
jivtA  made  up  to  the  31st  of  March.]    He 
knew  that ;  hut  he  was  now  arguing  on 
the  facts  as  they  stood  on  Monday  last. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  in- 


formed him,  since  he  had  given  his  notice, 
that  he  had  given  directions  that  £60,000 
should  be  returned  to  the  Exchequer  as 
"savings.*'  He  was  very  glad  of  it;  it  was 
accomplishing  his  (Sir  F.  Baring's)  object 
in  another  way  ;  it  narrowed  the  differ- 
ences between  them  ;  and  he  should  in 
consequence  try  to  effect  his  reduction 
of  £70,000,  by  moving  a  reduction  of 
£10,000  onl^.  He  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  what  his  right  hon.  Friend  wanted 
with  the  £140,0(K)  which  he  proposed  to 
take  by  this  Vote,  added  to  the  surplus  in 
hand,  when  the  expenditure  had  never 
come  up  to  £90,000  a  ^ear  ?  There  had, 
it  was  true,  been  the  illuminations ;  but 
the  surplus  of  £50,000  was  unneoesarily 
large  for  that  purpose.  Last  year  the  ex- 
penditure was  £oO,000,  and  he  felt  sure 
that  the  public  would  be  safe  with 
£130,000  to  meet  the  civil  contingencies. 
Besides  the  unexpended  balances  he  had 
alluded  to,  there  were  other  means  by 
which  thd  funds  for  civil  contingencies 
were  increased.  The  civil  contingencies 
made  loans  to  the  other  departments.  He 
admitted  that  it  was  a  great  convenience, 
and  that  it  was  right  that  the  Government 
should  have  a  fund  with  which  to  meet  any 
unexpended  excess  of  expenditure  by  mak- 
ing advances  to  be  subsequently  repaid. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would  be  most 
inconvenient  to  carry  this  system  an  inch 
further  than  was  absolutely  necessary. 
The  case  was  similar  to  allowances  given 
to  young  men  in  private  life.  When 
an  allowance  was  made  to  a  young  gen- 
tleman, and  it  was  adhered  to  pretty 
strictly,  he  took  care  not  to  exceed  the 
amount ;  but  let  any  one  be  liberal,  and 
give  that  young  man  not  only  his  allow- 
ance, but  money  to  meet  any  excess,  and 
they  must  not  be  surprised  if  there  always 
existed  an  excess.  So,  in  national  mat- 
ters: if  the  Treasury  would  generously 
and  kindly  give,  they  were  pretty  sure  of 
numerous  and  repeated  applications  ;  if  it 
only  made  advances  under  real  difficulties, 
when  parties  got  into  scrapes,  they  would 
be  very  slow  to  get  into  them  ;  they  would 
be  careful  not  to  get  into  a  mess,  if  the 
Treasury  would  not  assist  them  out  of  it. 
In  the  last  six  years  the  Committee  had 
voted  £600,000,  the  Treasury  had  ac- 
counted for  £462,000  odd,  leaving  an  ex- 
cess of  the  amounts  voted  over  the  sums 
expended  of  £137,000.  That  ought  to  be 
in  the  Exchequer.  He  did  not  believe  it 
was.    £100,000  waa  probably  the  excess 
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in  the  Bieb^qtiflr  i  And  tberttcofiieqttetitljr 
I'^miilfted  £37,000  tm&Geotttited  foi^,  which 
he  apprehended  mast  be  either  in  the  hands 
af  the  PiiymiiBter  Genet*al,  ot  else  il  had 
been  advaneed  to  diflferent  depttfttnentd, 
of  which  the  Comtnittee  knew  nothing.  He 
therefore  thooght  th^t  ereh  if  by  dome  re- 
marblible  aeeident  the  amount  to  which  be 
propesedte  limit  the  Vote  for  theeivil  eon- 
tingeneiefl  should  be  fbnnd  te  be  inauffieient 
i^t  the  reqbii>emen(B  of  the  teiir,  if  the 
Athotmt  required  aheuld  be  ^ar larger  than 
eter  it  bad  been  during  the  l&st  §ix  yean» 
the  Treasury  knight  lupply  the  deficieney 
by  exiling  foi*  the  repaymeht  ef  the  ad- 
▼ikuces.  The  Infbhnation  on  whieb  the  Vote 
Was  esked  Was  not  sufflbient;  The  Oom^ 
mittee  had  not  a  statement  of  the  balanee 
in  the  EicheqUer,  they  had  not  the  nmount 
in  the  Pay  Offline,  they  had  not  the  amount 
of  the  iuml  loaned  out  j  and  without  those 
in^i^dients  it  Wtts  quite  impossible  to  de^ 
cide  on  the  amount  Whieh  ought  to  be  toted. 
His  own  impre^siUn  wks  thut  the  Vote 
should  be  tlikeil  differently,  that  they  ought 
to  fix  a  aum  whieh  they  deemed  redsohable; 
and  M  the  eud  ef  the  yeAr,  if  the  QUfem* 
meet  hftd  spent  £80,000  let  the  Oohimitiee 
Ydte  £80,000  to  replace  it ;  bnt^  at  Any 
mte,  let  the  Ooiumittee  kntr^  tbe  amount 
in  hand,  let  them  know  also  what  was  the 
amount  loaned  out  in  the  different  Depart- 
meuts.  He  i<egafded  this  ah  n  tery  im- 
pertlint  question.  He  did  Uot  see  why  the 
amdunt  in  hand  shenld  be  kept  frem  the 
kUowledge  6f  the  Odmmlttee,  or  why  the 
amoenl  loaned,  should  not  be  known.  He 
satr  UO  oecasion  for  secrecy.  He  should 
mote  to  reduee  the  Vote  by  £10,000. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propo^ed--^ 

*'  that  a  sum.  not  exceeding  £90,000,  be 
g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  dtfrkf  th«  Charge 
of  GltU  OontiiigMi^ei,  to  ths  aint  day  sf  Maroh, 
1W7;" 

Mil.  WILSON  cobeurred  in  the  obsert- 
atioUs  ef  the  right  hon.  GentleUian,  as  to 
the  tery  uhsatisfaetory  way  in  whieh  those 
aceeuutft  hud  been  heretefore  kept.  The 
preseut  Board  of  Treasury  was  not)  how- 
e^tr,  responsible;  If  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tl^ifaah  referred  baek  for  a  number  of  years 
he  i^uld  find  that  the  whole  tendency  of 
the  Treasury  was  te  i^uce  the  Vote^  and 
^  the  Charged  on  it.  His  attention  some 
time  aince  had  beeh  called  to  this  Tote, 
and  to  the  unsatisfactory  mode  in  which  it 
steod,  in  regard  to  the  audit  of  accounts. 
Those  aeconntA  had  been  the  subject  ef 
inueh  inquiry,  aiid  it  was  eeniodeted  that 
Sir  Franoii  Baring 


they  sheuld  hate  been  made  mtnih  more 
intelligible  and  satisfactory^  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  but  refer  \m  tbe 
time  when  he  was  Ohaneellor  of  the  Bx« 
chequeri  he  would  find  that  the  aam  toted 
for  citil  contingeiicieB  had  beea  eotisider- 
ably  more  than  double  the  present  anumnti 
If  it  were  possiUe  to  estimate  the  aetsal 
sums  requi^d  there  would  probably  be  ne 
oeoasien  to  take  this  Vote  for  oitil  eootaa* 
geneies  \  but  smee  the  most  wnforesean 
difflcUlties  were  to  be  protided  agmsl* 
they  were  obliged  to  take  a  Vote  eoneiders 
ably  in  excess  of  the  anloufat  that  wenld 
bo  required^  It|  howeter,  by  no  means 
followed  that,  if  they  took  a  Yole  larger 
than  Was  required,  all  the  money  ahoold  be 
eipended.  As  to  the  nature  of  ^e  ad- 
tancea  made  he  had  no  objeotion  to  lay  a 
statement  upon  the  subjeet  on  the  teble  ef 
the  House ;  there  were  some,  howet^, 
whieh  it  would  not  be  altogether  expedient 
to  publish  until  some  little  time  after  they 
were  made*  He  would,  for  example,  take 
one  of  those  adtafaoes  that  was  eeceasary 
fer  the  Ootemment,  with  a  tiew  of  shew- 
ing the  difficulty  of  protidiBg'  in  time  for 
them.  The  €h)temtnent  were  applied  te 
to  adtance  the  funds  necessary  for  the 
trial  of  experiments  in  regard  to  a  nee 
gun,  oalled  the  Lancaster  gun  ;  £20,000 
was  adtaneed  for  that  pnrpoae.  Dnring 
those  experiments  it  would  be  obtiouslj 
inconvenient  to  lay  such  aecoenta  before 
the  House.  Those  adtantes  were,  how- 
eter, neter  made  for  the  purpose  df  ekmg 
out  the  sertice  of  the  year  i  tbey  were 
made  for  sertices  that  eoeld  net  bate  been 
foreseeh  at  the  time  the  Vote  waa  svb- 
mitted  to  Parliament.  There  Wae  an  ad« 
taoce  of  £47.000  made  to  the  eeatts  of 
law.  The  Oeunty  Court  Aot  eentemplated 
that  those  tribunals  shoukl  be  aelf-eoppert- 
ing,  upon  the  presumption  that  the  fees 
reeeited  would  be  suffioient  to  pay  tbe 
salaries  of  the  Judges  and  othdr  necessary 
expehses.  The  Aet^  howeter,  protided, 
that  in  the  eteni  of  those  fees  fUUov  short 
of  the  amount  neeessary  for  thoae  Mjtcts, 
the  Bxoheouer  should  be  aharged  with  the 
payment  ef  the  ameent  deficient^  t^hieh  it 
had  aecordingly  been  obliged  from  time  to 
time  to  make  good.  There  waa  at  the 
present  time  a  Bill  in  the  other  Hetss 
which  proposed  thai  the  charge  ef  thass 
courts  should  in  fhtore  be  pSaeed  ea  the 
Oonsolidated  Fundi  There  wae  also  ths 
Court  of  Chancery  in  Irelandi  whidi  »^ 
tolted  a  <dMarge  on  the  efttU  oeMiageniiii 
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of  £20,000.    The  iuiiors*  fbhd  fell  shm 
of  the  flttotint  nec^tsarjr  to  phy  the  Judges' 
Bftkriee  and  the  other  expenses  ;  the  ex- 
eesfc  WM  made  a  charge  tlbon  the  Bxche- 
qner,  and  b))on  that  scote  tnere  Was  an  ad- 
vane^  ittade  of  £28,000.  In  yarious  serviees 
of  that  kind  advances  out  of  the  Treasury 
were  made  to  the  amouht  of  £158,000. 
KofT,   although  a  grtot  portion  of  this 
xnohey  would  he  i^epaid,  there  Would  he 
other  s^hrices  of  a  sittiiaf  kind  to  Ithsorb 
the  wkole  Vote.    The  fluctuating  uaturd 
of  the  ehafges  was  also  A  inatter  6f  great 
difficulty  to  proTide  fbr.     Thd  Vote  last 
jea^  for  example,  Was  £100,000;  hui 
the  whole  ndtances  to  the  public  sOfvice 
amounted  to  £246,000.    In  the  year  be- 
fore t1)«  advahces  Were  £227.000,  and  in 
the  pHor  year  they  were  only  £83,000. 
Th^  only  Instance  ih  which  any  repajrtnent 
had  as  yet  been  made  in  t'cspect  to  thede 
advances  wa^  £60,000.    He  had  no  hesi- 
tation  in  aaying,  on  oxamining  the  ao- 
eounts  of  the  Comptt'oller  of  the  £!iche- 
quer,  that  there  was  a  balance  in  the  Ex- 
ohequei*  of  aboUt  £100,000.    He  had  had 
a  Dr.  and  Gr.  account  of  these  advances 
and  repayments,  showing  the  balduce^,  for 
the  last  teti  years  drawn  up.  This  adcount 
etiowed  every  shilling  that  had  been  ad- 
Tanced  and  repaid ;  and  it  apoearOd  tbat, 
withofit  inelnditig  the  Iri^h  advances,  the 
whole  amouht  of  the  outstanding  balance 
due  was  only  £1,900.     He  had  also  ^veti 
orders  that  there  shall  be  made  with  the 
Sstioiates  of  each  year,  not  only  aO  ac- 
count of  the  expenditure  of  Oivif  ddtitin- 
genelea,  but  also  a  cash  aecotlnt,  showing 
the  amount  of  the  advances  repaid  ;  and 
in  Cases  where  it  was  not  desirable  to 
mention  the  names  of  the  parties  iu  ques- 
tion, the  particular  depai-tment  to  which 
the  advances  were  tnade  should  be  men- 
tioned.    Under    these    circumstances   he 
trusted  that  the    right   hon.  Oentleman 
virouM  not  deem  it  necessary  to  divide  the 
Committee  Upon  his  Amendment. 

Ma.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  it  appeared 
that  the  eivil  contingencies  aecounts  were 
in  an  ttnslitisfactoiy  state.  He  should  like 
io  kiiow  with  whom  the  fault  rested.  The 
present  Government  had  been  in  otice  for 
neatly  three  years. 

Mr.  WILSON  denied  that  he  stated 
the  civil  contingencies  accounts  wete  in  an 
onaatisfactory  state.  On  the  contrary,  he 
ihooght  that  the  dvU  coutingencies  ac- 
ooonts  were  never  ih  a  more  satisfactory 
Btate.  From  the  years  18S0  to  1840  the 
»6coiintB  ittte  to  eonfUsed  it  waa  quite  im- 


possible to  hiake  anything  of  them.  H6 
did  not  mean  to  blame  any  persons  for  this 
state  of  things,  beeausb  he  knew  that  the 
difficulties  which  had  arisen  duHng  that 
period  Wete  Oalculated  to  eomplieate  t^ose 
accounts. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  :  Well,  then,  the 
system  was  altogether  defective,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  with  what  Govern- 
ment the  blaiue  rested.  He  had  no  idea 
that  the  abuse  was  So  sreat.  This  Seemed 
to  be  a  department  for  Tending  money  i  and 
he  Was  aflraid  thefe  wei'e  a  good  many  bad 
debts  inade.  Prom  what  source  was  the 
money  lent  to  the  iHsh  Contt  of  Chancery 
to  be  repilid  f  They  now  foulid  out  that 
they  had  been  voting  ibcreases  to  the  sala- 
ries of  the  Judges  of  the  county  courts,  im- 
def  the  false  pretence  that  the  fees  of  those 
courts  paid  their  eipenses.  Fbr  several  of 
the  items  ineluded  ih  this  sum  thet-e  ought 
to  have  been  distinct  abd  separate  Votes 
of  the  House.  He  objected  to  the  whole 
system.  More  than  one-half  tbe  items  ih 
last  yeaf's  eipenditufe  might  have  been 
brought  befofe  the  Committee  last  year. 
He  would  like  to  know,  was  the  Commis- 
sion appointed  to  settle  the  boundary  be- 
tween Turkey  and  Petsia  to  be  contiuued, 
or  Was  General  Williams  to  be  succeeded 
by  another  Commissioner  ?  Several  items 
fot  the  travelling  expenses  of  official  peif- 
soUs— one  amountinff  to  £364  10^  9a. — 
seemed  to  him  to  be  exorbitant.  There 
was  an  item  of  £1,700  in  the  case  of  the 
Commission  cofmected  with  the  atfaira  of 
the  University  of  Oxford.  Now,  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Ubitersity  amounted  to  about 
£150,000  a  year,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
why  the  public  should  pay  the  £1,700? 

Mk.  ATSHFORD  WISE  said,  it  was 
a  eonsolation  to  him  that  the  very  objec- 
tions Which  he  had  proposed  to  make,  had 
been  made  by  one,  who,  from  his  expe- 
fieuce  as  a  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer. 
was  80  much  better  able  thati  himself  to 
cope  with  the  difficulties  of  finance.  l*he 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  cleared 
away  some  of  the  mist  that  surrounded 
the  Vote,  ahd,  indeed,  had  rendered  un^ 
neOeSsary  the  remarks  which  he  intended 
to  offer,  by  the  admission  that  the  accouhis 
wefe  in  an  unsatisfactory  state.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  had  gone 
back  six  years,  but,  taking  the  Votes  and 
expeoditure  fo^  ten  years,  he  found  that 
the  first  amounted  to  a  £1,000,000.  and 
the  second  to  £794,549,  leaving  a  balance 
of  £205.451  in  fafour  of  the  l^reasiiry. 
The  explanation  gitei^  waa  not  saiisfac- 
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tory,  «8  the  leaving  thiB  large  sam  loose 
in  the  waistcoat  pocket  of  the  Secretarj  of 
the  TreaBarj  encouraged  loant  and  ad- 
ranees  to  the  various  departments  and 
much  unjustifiable  expenditure,  which  had 
not  been  sanctioned  bj  the  House.  A 
great  abuse  had  sprung  up  of  late  in  the 
multiplication  of  Commissions,  and  no  less 
a  sum  than  £75,000  had  been  expended 
in  that  manner  during  the  last  three  years. 
Commissions  were  now  appointed  on  all 
imaginary  subjects ;  which  was  a  system 
that  ought  to  be  discouragod.  There  were 
in  this  Vote  a  great  number  of  charges, 
such  as  those  for  permanent  Commissions, 
like  the  Fine  Arts  Commission,  which  were 
not  of  an  accidental  character,  and  there- 
fore did  not  properly  belong  to  such  a  Vote 
as  this.  He  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  effect  of  this  Vote  for 
contingencies  on  the  expenditure  for  the 
Diplomatic  Establishment.  By  2  &  3  Wm, 
TV,  c.  116,  the  Government  was  restricted 
to  £180,000  a  year  for  salaries,  pensions, 
and  expenses,  but  that  limit  was  indirectly 
avoided  and  continually  transgressed  by 
these  Votes  for  contingencies.  During  the 
last  ten  years,  in  addition  to  the  salaries 
and  pensions,  there  had  been  paid  £52,973 
in  outfits,  £91,915  in  special  missions, 
£100.000  for  house  rent,  and  £208.099 
for  miscellaneous  expenses.  During  the  last 
twenty-five  years  the  extra  disbursements 
had  amounted  to  £524.545,  and  the  outfit 
to  £157,283.  It  was  commonly  sup« 
posed  that  the  Paris  Embassy  cost  about 
£10,000  a  yesr,  but  the  expenditure  was 
not  less  than  £19,000,  besides  the  main* 
tenance  of  the  Embassy  House  and  the 
interest  of  the  £87,000  that  had  been  ex- 
pended on  that  building.  If  we  were  to 
judge  of  the  future  by  the  past,  he  recom- 
mended the  Committee  to  look  with  an  eye 
of  distrust  on  this  Vote  for  contingencies, 
as  one  that  had  a  tendency  to  increase 
rather  than  to  decrease  the  public  expendi- 
ture, and  had  proved  in  no  way  conducive 
to  economy. 

SiE  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said, 
that  the  sums  voted  under  the  head  ;;of 
*' civil  contingencies*'  during  the  last  six 
years  amounted  in  the  aggregate  to 
£600,000,  and  of  that  sum  £457,000 
had  been  expended.  What  had  become 
of  the  £143,000  balance?  He  would 
like  to  know  why  the  Government  set 
down  the  balance  as  £100,000,  when  it 
was  in  reality  £143,000  ?  The  Committee 
had  been  that  evening  informed  that  the 
department  to  which  this  contingency 
Mr.  Aysl^ard  Wise 


money  was  voted  was  in  the  habit  of  lend- 
ing money.  Now,  was  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  all  those  loan  advances 
were  for  the  future  to  be  set  out  on  a 
paper  to  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House  ?  The  Committee  were  going  to 
Vote  £100,000  for  civil  contingencies, 
while  probably  only  £75,000  would  be 
the  total  sum  expended.  At  what  time 
of  year  were  they  to  have  the  annual  ex- 
penditure for  contingencies  placed  upon 
the  table  of  the  House?  [Mr.  Wilsoi: 
When  the  Estimates  are  presented.]  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Treasury  had  stated  that  there  waa  a  cash 
balance  of  only  £60,000  last  year  ;  but 
he  (Sir  H.  Willonghby)  thought  that  there 
should  be  a  sum  of  £80,000  froin  last 
year ;  and  that  the  gross  balanee  on  the 
six  years  was  £143,000.  Were  the  fire- 
works for  the  peace,  and  the  expenae  of 
the  mission  to  St.  Petersbnrgh,  to  be 
charged  to  "  civil  contingencies  ?  *' 

Captaik  STUART  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  an  item  of  £5,000,  '*  an  ad- 
vance to  J.  B.  Fearon,  on  acconnt  of  bills 
of  costs  as  solicitor  to  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral in  suits  relating  to  eharitiea  ?  "  This 
was  a  large  sum  for  the  country  "to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  for  such  a  purpose. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  observed  on  the  ab- 
surdity of  charging  against  the  civil  oob- 
tingencies  the  expense  of  making  an  expe- 
riment with  a  Lancaster  gnn.  The  item 
ought  surely  to  have  been  inserted  in  the 
Ordnance  Estimates.  The  practice  of  in- 
troducing into  the  Estimatea  of  one  de- 
partment entries  that  properly  belonged  to 
those  of  another  was  to  be  deprecated,  in- 
asmuch as  it  wore  the  reeemblance  of  an 
attempt  to  pass  by  a  side-wind  grants 
which,  if  presented  in  a  regular  manner, 
might  not  easily  obtain  the  sanction  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  SPOONER  wished  to  ask  whether 
any  application  had  been  made  to  the 
Treasury  by  the  Ordnance  Department  for 
money  to  make  experiments  in  Belgium, 
or  to  send  workmen  over  to  that  country 
to  make  experiments?  He  wished,  in  fact, 
to  know  whether  experiments  had  been 
made  in  Belgium  ;  what  those  experiments 
were ;  whether  the  Ordnance  Departmest 
had  sent  over  workmen  to  make  them; 
and  whether  advances  for  such  expeiv 
ments  had  been  made  by  the  Treasarrf 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  found  in  this  esd- 
mate  an  item  of  £105  for  preparing  tk 
"  Oxford  University  Reform  Bill,'*  to  R.  J. 
PhiUimore.     Then  there  waa  an  item  of 
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£48  16f.  id,  "for  reroking  the  office  of 
Master  General  of  the  OrdDance,  and  Test- 
ing the  ciTtl  administration  of  the  Army 
and  Ordnance  in  Lord  Panmnre  ;"  and 
another  of  £39  lis,  **  for  appointing  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  Postmaster  General." 
Was  it  usual  for  the  public  to  pay  for  the 
appointment  of  public  officers,  or  were 
those  two  cases  exceptional  f  There  was 
another  item  which  he  would  wish  to  hear 
explained — a  sum  of  £1,500  "to  the 
Hon.  J.  Plunket,  Second  Commissioner  of 
Bankrupts  in  Ireland,  on  account  of  salary 
for  one  year."  Was  not  that  salary  a 
fixed  annual  amount  ?  If  so,  why  should 
it  be  put  under  the  head  of  "civil  con« 
tingeneies,"  instead  of  under  "law  ex- 
penses  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  would,  in  replying  to  the 
BOTeral  questions  put  by  bon.  Members, 
commence  with  those  asked  by  the  hen. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down.  The  item 
of  £105  to  which  that  hon.  Member  had 
alluded  was  a  sum  paid  to  Mr.  R.  J.  Philli- 
more  for  drawing  the  Oxford  University 
Bill.  With  regard  to  the  items  paid  on 
the  appointments  of  Lord  Panmure  and  the 
Duke  of  Argyll,  the  rule  was  that  the  per- 
8011  who  accepted  an  official  office  paid  for 
his  own  patent ;  but  if  a  person  was  trans- 
ferred from  one  office  to  another,  he  was 
not  called  upon  to  defray  the  cost  of  the  se-' 
cond  patent.  In  this  latter  ease  the  public 
paid  for  the  patent.  With  respect  to  the 
XI. 500  for  the  Second  Commissioner  of 
Bankrupts  in  Ireland,  there  was  no  provi- 
sion by  Act  of  Parliament  for  granting  a 
salary  to  that  officer,  and  therefore  his  re- 
muneration was  included  under  the  head 
of  civil  contingencies.  However,  lu  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  that  would  be 
remedied ;  the  necessary  provision  would 
be  made  for  the  salary  of  the  additional 
Commissioner,  and  the  charge  would  hence- 
forth he  included  in  the  estimates  in  the 
usual  way.  As  to  the  inquiry  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Spooner),  no  payment  of  any  kind  had 
been  made  for  sending  workmen  to  Bel- 
gium ;  nor  had  any  application  been  made 
bj  the  Ordnance  Department  for  an  ad- 
vance for  any  such  purpose.  He  had  made 
inquiry  on  the  subject,  and  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  there  was  no  truth 
in  the  report  that  the  Ordnance  had  sent 
any  workmen  to  that  country.  With  re- 
gard to  the  experiments  with  the  Lancaster 
gun,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  must 
have  misunderstood  what  he  had  said  on 
that  subject.    What  he  had  intended  to 


convey  was,  that  before  such  experiments 
were  made  it  would  not  be  judicious  of  the 
Government  to  come  down  to  the  House 
and  ask  for  a  Vote  for  those  experiments. 
Was  it  not  obvious  that  in  such  cases  the 
House  should  trust  to  the  Executive  ? 
Otherwise  the  country  might  obtain  no 
benefit  from  experiments  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to.  The  whole  of  the  advances 
made  from  the  Vote  for  civil  contingencies 
had  to  be  brought  under  the  review  of  tho 
House  and  voted  before  they  could  be  re- 
paid to  the  account  from  which  they  were 
originally  taken.  The  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  H,  Willoughby)  ssid  he  found  in 
the  last  six  jears  an  apparent  discrepancy 
of  £143,000  between  ihe  sum  expended 
and  that  voted  ;  that  £100,000  remained 
in  the  Exchequer  in  March  last ;  but  no 
account  was  given  of  the  balance  of 
£43,000.  The  fact  was,  that  the  ad- 
vances made  to  the  different  services  last 
year  and  the  year  before  exceeded  those  of 
preceding  years,  and  the  amount  of  reim- 
bursements now  due  to  the  account  of 
civil  contingencies  was  not  £143,000,  but 
£158,000.  In  regard  to  the  cost  of  the' 
fireworks  for  the  peace  rejoicings,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  already 
explained  that  it  was  not  deemed  worth 
while  to  propose  a  separate  estimate  for 
this  item  of  expense,  and  therefore  it  was 
included  in  the  Vote  for  civil  contingencies; 
and  the  expenses  of  the  mission  to  St. 
Petersburg,  being  an  unusual  payment, 
properly  came  under  that  head.  As  to  the 
sums  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  (Mr.  Williams)  as  having  been  paid 
for  the  outfit  of  our  Ambassadors  abroad, 
and  for  "  special  missions,"  it  was  quite 
obvious  that  no  estimate  could  be  formed 
of  such  expenses.  The  sum  of  £364  10«. 
travelling  expenses,  referred  to  by  that  hon. 
Member,  was  for  the  expenses  incurred  by 
Governor  Sir  W.  Denison  for  passage  of 
himself  and  family  from  Hobart  Town  to 
Sydney.  There  was  a  fixed  allowance  to 
colonial  Governors  for  expenses  of  that 
nature,  regulated  by  a  scale  prescribed  by 
Colonial  Office.  As  to  the  sums  paid  for 
Commissions,  the  University  Commission- 
ers had  been  appointed  under  the  Univer- 
sity Act,  and  the  payments  made  were  to 
the  secretaries,  and  on  account  of  general 
charges,  but  the  Commissioners  themselves 
were  not  paid.  The  sum  paid  on  account 
of  the  settlement  of  the  boundary  between 
Turkey  and  Persia  was  a  payment  of  last 
and  not  of  this  year.  As  to  the  question 
of  the  hoo.  and  gallant  Captain  (Captain 
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S(o»rt)»  bis  hoD.  %ui  Utmwi  Vm^i  tha 
AUomoj  General  «m  not  them  pveHBi, 
but  he  would  at  anotber  time  gifa  ap  e*- 
pUnation  of  that  itom  of  iB5,000. 

9m  FRANCIS  BARING  did  not  iu* 
tend  to  give  the  Committee  the  trouble  to 
divide,  but  ia  withdrawing  hia  Motion  bo 
must  aaj,  that  he  was  not  aatiafied  with 
bit  bon.  Friend's  explanation.  Be  should 
be  glad  to  know  fropi  bis  hon.  Friendt  if 
b0  was  prepared  to  give  at  once  a  static 
ment  of  the  advances  made,  and  to  pro* 
duee  the  aoooun^  which  he  said  was  sp 
satisfactory.  There  was  a  peculiarity  in 
the  phrase,  used  by  hia  hon.  Friendi  that 
advances  were  not  made  from  the  civil 
contingencies  to  ehe  out  Votes  of  wbioh 
estimates  had  been  given.  Tabe  the  case 
of  the  Ordnance,  The  Ordnance  was  nfider 
strict  rule  that  every  sispence  of  eipandi* 
ture  should  be  audited,  and  that  entire 
control  should  he  exercised  oTor  its  expen- 
diture, He  did  not  quarrel  with  the  ex- 
penditure, bu^  what  was  the  fact!  The 
Ordni^noe  had  been  expending  in  experi- 
menta  more  than  Parliament  had  Yoted, 
which  sums  were  unaudited  and  uncon- 
trolled. Tha^  was  the  very  example  of  all 
Otbors  to  show  that  the  civil  contingencies 
were  in  an  unsatisfactory  state,  If  his 
hon.  Friend  eould  give  the  House  the 
paper  he  bad  spoken  of,  he  would  be  satis* 
M  «ith  the  JeeO.OOO  he  had  got,  and 
wonld  not  press  the  subject  further. 

Ma.  LLOYD  DAYIES  wished  to  know 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  wbe- 
iber  t^  payment  of  100  guineas  to  the 
bon.  Member  for  Tavistock  (Mr.  E.  Pbilli- 
more)  for  assisting  in  the  preparation  of 
ibp  Oxford  University  Bill  was  made  whilst 
that  bon,  and  learned  Gentleman  was  a 
Member  of  that  Housf  ?  He  did  not  me^n 
io  say  that  the  amount  was  more  than 
adequate  to  the  services  rendered  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  hut  the  question  was,  if 
it  did  not  involve  constitutional  considera- 
tions, and  affect  the  character  of  the  House 
itself.  He  thought  it  desirable  that  an  ex* 
planation  should  be  giren  upon  the  subject. 

Mn.  MOWBRAT  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther any  further  snm  would  be  required 
for  the  fireworks  exhibited  on  the  29th 
vlt.  beyond  the  £8,000  which  had  been 
atated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
as  the  estimated  expenditure  ? 

Mb.  WILSON  said,  that  as  the  accounto 
for  the  fireworks  had  not  yet  been  received, 
ba  could  not  state  precisely  what  wouk)  be 
iJm  expenditure.  Some  expense  had,  of 
aawae,  bcten  ineuned  in  the  prepavation  of 
Mr.Wihon 


the  finweslia  Y^  4^  deputoMnt  it  Wask 
wioh  ;  but  bo  bolieved  the  MMVwnl  wtwiad 
by  tb9  ChaneellQr  of  the  ^xcheqnor  on  a 
fomier  ocpMlon  l^onld  bo  the  sum  Faqnired 
as  an  exira  charge  on  the  public }  ^i  it 
should  be  recollected  that  some  part  of  th* 
expoose  wQuld  ba  bpnia  by  the  Ordnaaee 
Departmeqt  u^d^  wbioh  they  had  beea 
prepared,  and  it.  was  merely  the  coitrana* 
ous  charges  which  woi^ld  bo  defrayed  eat 
of  the  civil  aoptiagencies.  Witb  iwapeet 
to  the  bon*  and  learned  Qentlciman  the 
Mamber  for  Tavtstook.  be  believ^  tlisi 
be  was  a  Member  of  the  Hona#  wliaa  be 
received  the  payment  vafarved  to  b j  the 
hon,  Gentleman  opporite.  With  r^fgaxd 
to  file  observationa  of  the  right  kmi.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Portsmouth,  ha  bad 
to  atate  ibi^  no  advances  had  bMn  made 
to  eke  out  any  Vote  grantod  by  Parlia* 
ment  Jhr  specific  purnoses,  but  that  the 
advances  from  the  civil  f Qntingeneiea  were 
always  made  for  services  and  pwrpcses 
which  cauld  not  be  foreseen,  and  far  vihich, 
tharefore,  no  pnovision  could  be  laade. 
The  ciise  of  the  Ordnaqpe  experiments 
was  of  this  nature.  With  regard  Se  the 
aocomsts  which  he  was  pvepared  to  U^  be> 
fore  the  ^Qnse,  they  had  not  bem  pvepaved 
in  consequence  of  anything  thai  bad  bees 
either  said  or  dona  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, because  the  attention  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  been  for  a  long  period  direeted 
to  the  sttfcgect,  with  the  Tiew  of  preaeQliag 
a  dear  and  satisfsetory  statement  of  the 
expenditure  under  this  head.  He  voald 
m  a  few  days  be  able  to  )i^  ibem  en  the 
table  of  the  House,  They  wonld  ensbmea 
the  total  expenditure,  distingnishmg  #very 
advanae  and  repayment  made  fur  the  last 
fifteen  years,  and  show  the  bahtnoa  in  the 
Sxchequar. 

M9.  LLOTD  DAVI£a  tbo^gbi  t^ 
answer  which  had  been  given  to  bis  ques- 
tion by  the  hon.  Secretary  lo  the  Treaaury 
was  not  at  aU  satisfactory.  He  wbhed  to 
know  whether  the  payment  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  TaTistnak  had 
been  sanctioned  by  the  OoTemment,  and 
he  thonght  it  necessary  ibat  there  should 
be  a  clear  understanding  on  the  aulHeet. 
If  tha  payment  had  been  made  inadver- 
tently, ho  had  nothing  more  to  soy  about  the 
matter,  but  a  constitutional  priueiple  of 
vital  Importanca  was  involved,  for  if  M«bb- 
hers  of  the  House  received  sueb  paymenu 
it  was  impossible  to  doubt  that  their  free- 
dom of  action  must  be  in  some  deforce  in- 
fluenced. He  did  not  bring  forward  ^bk 
qneatha  irtth  any  apeoial  refevauaa  to  lbs 
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hoQ.  «nd  UMnfA  XamW  ft?  T*TitUielF» 
but  simplj  ypon  public  gPQunds, 

M^.  WILSON  said,  it  was  not  for  tbe 
Treasury  to  determino  tbe  oonstitutional 


qaestioQ  to  which  tbe  hon.  Gentlemau  bad 
referred.  A  demand  was  made  upon  the 
Treasury  for  a  sum  for  the  performaaoe  of 
certain  duties,  and  it  was  no  part  of  tbe 
duty  of  tbtt  Treasury  to  inquire  whether 
the  person  who  performed  snob  duties  wa« 
entitled  to  perform  them  or  not. 

Mb.  QLAPSTONf!  submitted  that  the 
question  which  been  pnt  by  the  bon,  Me|o-! 
ber  fnr  Cardigan  waa  one  wbioH  ought  to 
receive  the  most  satisfactory  answer  that 
couid  be  given.    Be  (Ur.  Qladstone)  bad 
thought  this  matter  had  been  settled  long 
ago,  and  he  did  not  know  bow  it  happened 
that  it  waa  now  brought  to  the  npUce  of  the 
Committee.    The  boa.  Member  for  Cardi- 
gan deemed  it  a  dangerous  practice  to  em- 
ploy Members  of  that  House  professionally 
in  tbe  preparation  of  Bills,  and  be  (Mr. 
Gladatone)  thought  tbe  hon.   Oentleqan 
was  quite  justified  in  calling  attention  to 
the  payment  to  whiob  he  had  referred.    It 
was  undoubtedly  expedient  and  necessary 
that  the  attention  of  tbe  I{ouse  should  be 
carefully   fised  upon    payments   of   this 
nature,  and  that  any  tendency  to  n^^ke  a 
practice  of  such  payments  should  be  dis- 
couraged.   It  was  right  that  tbe  Houae 
abould  require  to  be  informed  of  tbe  apeoial 
reasons  which  had   led  to   the  payment 
in  this  particular  instance,  and,  speaking 
from  recollection,  and  therefore  not  with 
perfeot   conftdenee,    be   (Mr.  Gladstone) 
would  endeavour  to  afford  some  explanation, 
Tbe  payment  in  question  had  reference  to 
the  dn^winy  of  the  Oxford  University  Bill. 
He  was  himself  much  concerned,  but  of 
course  not  professionally  or  officially,  in  the 
preparatipn  of  materials  for  that  measure. 
Bis  bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General  was  the  person  wbo«  on  the  part 
of  the  GovemBsent,  drew  the  Bill,  that  was 
to  say,  who  superintended  f^nd  was  respon* 
sible  for  its  drawing  ;  and  officially  it  was 
under  bis    direction  that  the    bon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Tavistock  was  em* 
ployed  in  tbe  preparation  of  the  soteMure. 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not  exempt  him- 
self from  responsibility  pn  that  score,  be- 
cause he  waa  perfectly  cognisant  of  the 
arrangement,  and,  while  he  admitted  that 
apecial  reasons  only  ought  to  Justify  such 
an   arrangement,  he  fully  approved  it  at 
the  time.     The  case  of  the  Oxford  Univer- 
aity  and  its  colleges  was  a  most  peculiar 
eaae  i  and  altheogU  it  would  baye  been 


perfeotly  w^f  to  find  np^Ura  9f  U^m 
wbe  were  ei^pable  of  drawing  bills  upon 
almost  any  other  aubject,  tb^re  were  few 
wbp  pqssessed  sncb  l^nowledge  of  the  his- 
tory of  the  foundations  of  the  Universities 
and  Colleges  as  to  be  capable  pf  drawing  a 
Bill  with  referenpe  to  that  University,  U 
waa  on  thilt  ground,  fmd  heoi^use  it  ap< 
peared  both  to  his  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
and  himaelf  that  the  bon.  and  Ifarned 
Member  for  Tavistock  waa  eapversai)^  w^h 
suob  subjeota,  and  ahla  to  render  valuable 
assiatanoe  vrbicb  tbey  did  not  tbjnk  it 
practicable  to  find  e)aewbere»  that  bia  ppq* 
fessional  services  were  omployed  jn  draWf 
ing  up  tbe  Bill  and  potting  it  into  ^  fpfmal 
and  logai  abspe.  He  tbanbed  the  bon. 
Gei^tleman  opposite  for  drawing  attention 
to  the  subject ;  for  there  could  be  no  doubt 
^  that  tbo  general  r^le  vf as  adverse  to  the 
employment  pf  Members  pf  the  ^o^se  for 
such  purposes.  But  the  bon.  Gentleman 
was  not  to  suppose  that  this  was  the  first 
time  such  a  thing  had  taken  place.  On 
the  contrary,  cases  h^i  ooonrred  from  time 
to  time  in  which  Members  b^d  heen  so 
employed,  and  be  perfectly  agreed  with 
the  bon.  Gentleman  in  thinking  tU^\  \%  wa# 
one  of  those  matters  which  thq  House 
should  be  careful  not  to  overlook. 

I^oun  HOT  HAM :  The  Secreti^ry  to  the 
Treasury  had  observed  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  stating  tblit  tbe  cost 
of  the  fireworks  would  not  exceed  Jp8,0(X) 
must  bp  understood  aa  not  including  in  that 
amount  the  cost  incurred  Ht  Woolwich* 
Now  that  was  not  a  strictly  aopurate  repre- 
sentation of  the  case,  and  be  (Lord  Hotbam) 
waa  oompetent  to  apeak  tipen  tb^  point» 
because  be  bavpened  to  be  the  peraon  who 
had  addreased  the  interrogatory  to  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  on  tbe  anbjept.  Tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  having  previqnsly 
stated  that  the  expense  would  im^onnt  to 
£8,000,  be  (Lovd  Hotham),  on  a  nuhse- 
quenl  day,  adLod  him  if  be  intended  to  lay 
an  estimate  of  the  contemplated  expendi- 
ture incurred  in  the  preparations  made  in 
London  as  tbose  which  were  being  ineurred 
in  tbe  Eoyal  Arsenal  at  Woolwich.  The 
answer  <tf  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  was 
that  the  Govemmept  did  net  contemplate 
laying  an  estimate  upon  the  table ;  that 
it  wns  intended  to  pay  the  expense  out  of 
the  civil  contingencies,  and  he  added  em^ 
phatieally  that  be  waa  informed,  and  be- 
lieved,  that  the  expenditure  would  not  ex* 
coed  £8,000.  Now  an  answer  given  ie 
an  inquiry  made  in  that  way*  referring  to 
tha  expenditvie  in  Londim  and  aA  Woek 
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wieh,  must  snrely  be  taken  by  any  man  of 
plain  understanding,  to  mean  that  the  total 
expense  would  not  exceed  the  sum  men- 
tioned by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  ;  and 
he  confessed  that,  however  surprised  he 
might  have  been  at  hearing  that  the  cost 
would  amount  to  no  more,  he  certainly  did 
consider  and  had  so  stated  to  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  House,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pledged  himself  as 
solemnly  to  the  House  as  one  gentleman 
could  pledge  himself  to  another  upon  any 
subject,  that  £8,000  would  cover  the 
whole  of  the  expense  that  would  be  incur- 
red on  the  occasion. 

Motion  by  leave  vnthdrawn. 
Original  question  put  and  ctgreed  to, 
(2.)    Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed— 

*<Thst  »  mm,  not  exceeding  £151»213,  be 
gnoted  to  Her  Majeaty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoeeaary  to  defray  the  Charge  for  Public  Educa- 
tion in  Great  Britain,  to  the  81  st  day  of  March, 
1857." 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY :  Sir,  I  rise  to 
propose  the  annual  Vote  for  public  educa- 
tion—£151,213,  of  which  £300,000  has 
been  already  voted  on  account;  but,  as 
there  is  a  yery  full  explanatory  minute 
attached  to  the  estimate,  containing  para- 
graphs corresponding  to  each  particular 
item,  it  will  not  be  necessary  that  I  should 
give  any  lengthened  explanation  to  the 
House.  At  the  same  time,  as  the  grant 
proposed  to  be  taken  this  year  is  greater 
than  in  any  former  year,  and  exceeds  by 
£54,292  the  sum  voted  last  year,  and  as 
a  proposal  is  to  be  made  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  reduce  the  amount,  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  past  expenditure  on  account 
of  education,  to  the  appropriation  of  the 
funds  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council  by  Parliament, 
and  particularly  to  the  grounds  on  which 
the  increase  of  this  year  has  taken  place. 
I  am  the  more  desirous  to  do  so  as  I  am 
anxious  to  remove  an  impression  which  I 
am  afraid  prevails  in  some  quarters  that, 
because  there  are  difficulties  in  establishing 
throughout  the  country  a  general  system 
of  combined  education,  therefore  nothing 
can  be  done  by  Parliament  in  aid  of 
the  efforts  made  for  promoting  the  great 
object  of  popular  education  throughout 
the  country.  WhatOTcr  opinions  we  may 
entertain  as  to  the  expediency  of  a  general 
system  of  education — ^however  much  we 
may  regret  the  failure  of  those  attempts 
which  hare  been  made  from  time  to  time 
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by  men  of  influoiee  to  aeeure  tbai  impor- 
tant object,  it  would  be  wrong  o&  <mr  part 
if  we  did  not   acknowledge  that,   these 
attempts    having    foiled,   very   important 
and  very  bene6oial  results  have  been  at- 
tained by  means  of  these  Parliamentary 
grants  that  are  placed  at  the  diaposal  of 
the  Committee    of   Privy-  Couoetl,    and 
which  are  appropriated  by  that  Commit- 
tee in  accorcUuice  with  certain  Minutes 
regulating  the  principle  of  appn^riatioo. 
Since  the  year  1839  a  sum  rather  exceed- 
ing £2,000,000  has  been  placed  by  Par. 
liament,  by  annual  grant,  in  the  hands  of 
the  Committee  of  Privy  Couneil  for  tlie 
promotion  of  popular  education,  and  that 
sum  has  been  expended  in  aid  of  those 
voluntary  efforts   to   which   allosioa    has 
been  mside,  and  very  justly  made,  in  pre- 
vious debates  on  the  subject  of  edocalioe 
— efforts  that  cannot  be  too  higlily  esti- 
mated imd  commended,  but  which,  I  be- 
lieve, have  failed  in  accomplishing  all  the 
objects  sought  to  be  attained   by  them, 
and  which  would  not  have  been  attended 
with  the  success  which  has  aecompanied 
them   had  they  not  been  aided  by  the 
grants  which  Parliament  has  made.     It 
is  a  fact  not  unworthy  of  notice,  that, 
during  the  first  ten  years,  the  aoEMNuii 
placed  annually  at  the  disposal  of  ^ 
Committee  was  never  whoUy  expended. 
There  remained  annually  an  aecomnlafiad 
balance  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee, 
the    applications    for  money  not  having 
exhausted  the  amount.     But  from  that 
time  the  reverse  has  been  the  case,  and 
the    expenditure  has    annually  exceeded 
the  sum  granted  by  Parliament,  the  d^ 
ficit  being  supplied  by  the  unappropriated 
balances  of  the  sums  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment in  the  previous  years.     The  infer- 
ence  we  are  to  draw  from  this  is,  that  the 
discussions  from  time  to  time,  eifhar  on 
Motions  submitted  to  this  House  or  «i  the 
considerations  of   the  annual  Estimates, 
have  given  a  great  impulse  to  Uie  efforts 
made  to  promote  education,  and  that  there 
has  been  a  growing  and  rapidly  inereasiB; 
appreciation  of  the  benefits  derived  froiB 
the  grants  which  have  been  made  by  Pa^ 
liament  in  aid  of  the  voluntary  efforts  t« 
promote  that  important  object.     In  ISB 
the  grant  was  £30«000 ;  last  year  it  wis 
£396,921 ;  and  this  year  the  amonnt  piv 
nosed  is  £451,213,  of  which  £20Q,UUO 
has  been  already  voted  by  the  House.    Td 
show  the  progressive  increase  d  the  ex- 
penditure, I  have  here  a  comparative  table, 
showing  the  amount  expended  in  eaehyesr 
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Ferguson,  J. 
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Fortescue,  C.  S. 

Freestan,  Col. 

Glyn,  6.  C. 

Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 

Greene,  T. 

Gregion,  S. 

Grcnfell,  C.  W. 
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Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 

Gurney,  J.  H. 

Gwyn,  H. 

lUlU  rt.  hon.  Sir  B. 

Hankey,  T. 

Hardy,  G. 

Hastie,  Archibald 

Hayes,  Sir  E. 

Headlam,T.  E. 

Herbert,  hon.  P.  E. 

Heywood,  J. 
Iiorsman,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
Ingram,  H. 
Irton,  S. 
Jones,  D. 

Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Kirk,  W. 

Labouohere,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Langton,  U.  G. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  0. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
MacGregor,  John 
Magao^  W.  H. 
Malins,  R. 
Marjoribanks,  D.  C. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Maaaey,  W.  N. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Moii<|k,  Visct. 
Monoseiff,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Moatyn,  hn.  T.  £.  M.  L. 
Mowatt,  F. 
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Annesley,  Earl  of 
Beresfordy  rt.  hon.  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Brady,  J. 
Braniley>Moore,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bruco,  fl.  A. 
Burrell,  Sir  C,  M. 
CI  in  ton.  Lord  R. 
Codriogton,  Sir  W, 
Coles,  11.  B. 
Conolly,  T. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Deedes,  W. 
Diaraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Duncombe,  T. 

VOL.  CXLIII. 


Mowbray,  J.  R. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Necld,  J. 
Nisbet,  R.  P. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Osbome,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmerston,  Vtsct. 
Patten,  Col.  W. 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Peel,  F. 
Pelbtt,  A. 
Pinney,  CoL 
Ponsonby,  hon.  A.  G.  J. 
Portman,  hon.  W.  H.  B. 
Price,  W.  P. 
Pugh.  D. 

Ramsden ,  Sir  J.  W. 
Reed,  Maj.  J.  H. 
Ricardo,  S. 
Rich,  H. 
Ridley,  G. 
Robertson,  P.  F. 
Rolt,  P. 
Russell,  F.  W. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Sawle,  C.  B.  G. 
Seymour,  U.  D. 
Seymour.  W.  D. 
Shelley.  Sir  J.  V. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanley,  I^ord 
Stuart,  Capt. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tynte,  Col.  C.  J.  K. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Walcott,  Adm. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
"Wigram,  L.  T. 
Wilkinson,  W.  A. 
Willcox,  B.  M'G. 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F. 
WUson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Wy?iU,  M. 

TBLLXBS. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Muigrave,  Earl  of 

the  Noes. 

Duncombe,  hon.  W.  E. 
Elmley,  Visct. 
FitzGerald,  Sir  J. 
Fitigerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Graham,  Vt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Graham,  Lord  M.  W. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hadfield,  G. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Hall,  Gen. 
Hamilton^  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 

[third  series.] 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2**,  and  committed  for  To-mor- 
row at  Twelve  o'clock. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  Members 
sitting  below  the  gangway  might  just  as 
well  be  out  of  the  House  as  in  it  after  a 
division.  They  could  hear  nothing,  no 
matter  what  efforts  they  might  make.  If 
he  had  heard  the  arrangement  to  take  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill  to-morrow  at  twelve 
o'clock,  he  certainly  should  have  repre- 
sented that  it  was  very  desirable  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded  of  giving  notice 
of  Amendments,  and  he  apprehended  tho 
mere  statement  of  objection  would  have 
been  conclusive.  As  the  matter  now 
stood,  he  did  not  wish  to  give  trouble, 
but  he  begged  to  represent  the  case  to 
his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would,  at  all  events,  recon- 
sider the  appointment  for  twelve  o'clock. 
Members  hardly  received  the  Votes  by 
that  hour. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  no  notices  of 
Amendment  could  be  given. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  there 
was  other  business  at  six  o'clock  to-morrow 
evening,  and  it  would  be  very  uncertain 
at  what  time  the  Committee  on  the  Bill 
would  commence  if  it  were  postponed 
to  the  evening  sitting.  He  thought  the 
numerous  attendance  that  morning  was 
sufficient  proof  that  they  might  consider 
the  Amendments  at  twelve  o'clock.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  might  move  what 
Amendments  they  pleased,  and  the  House 
would,  of  course,  not  object  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  moved  without  notice. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 

2  X 
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HOUSE    OP   LORDS. 

ThuTBday,  July  24,  1856. 

Ifiiront.]  PuBuo  Bnxi.— -3*  Ineone  and  Land 
TaiM;  Stanp Dtttioi ;  Racehone Duty ;  CoMi- 
ffttard  S«r?ic« ;  Corrupt  Pnctioet  PrtTentioii ; 
General  Board  of  Health  Continnaiice ;  Militia 
Paj;  Curtitor  Baron  of  the  Eicbequer;  Luna- 
tic Asjlunii  Act  Amendment ;  Deeds  (Sootlaod) ; 
Judicial  Procedure,  Ac.  (Scotland) ;  Crimioal 
Justice;  Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland); 
Court  of  Appeal  iu  Chancery  (Ireland). 

THE  MUTINY  AT  NKNAGU— (QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
asked  the  Secretary  for  Wor  what  eonrae 
the  GoTemmeDt  intended  to  pareue  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  to  justice  the  mu- 
tineers at  Nenagh — whether  thev  proposed 
to  have  them  punished  under  the  civil  or 
militarv  law  ?  He  would  add,  that  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  hear  testimony  to  the  promp- 
titude, energy,  and  deciuon  which  were 
shown  by  General  Chatterton,  the  general 
commanding  the  district,  in  patting  down 
the  mutiny. 

Lord  PANMURE  said,  he  would  sUte 
at  once  that  the  mutiny  at  Nenagh  would 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Government  with  the 
utmost  firmness.  Their  Lordships  were 
awafe  that  in  the  course  of  the  mutiny 
various  outrages  were  committed,  including 
one  case  of  murder,  and  three  serious 
cases  of  assault.  According  to  the  regu- 
lations observed  in  the  army,  as  well  as  in 
civil  life,  the  accused  parties  in  those  cases 
would  be  delivered  over  to  the  civil  tribu- 
nals, to  be  proceeded  against  by  them.  Ho 
was  happy  to  state  that  he  had  received 
from  the  authorities  in  Ireland  information 
which  led  him  to  believe  that  the  ring- 
leaders in  the  mutiny  would  be  identified 
and  speedily  brought  to  justice.  Those 
ofi^enders  who  had  been  guilty  of  purely 
military  offences  would  be  dealt  with  by 
the  military  authorities.  He  thought  it 
right  to  bear  testimony  to  the  admirable 
behaviour  of  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  the 
Irish  militia,  and  be  was  assured  by  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  that  such  of  the  Irish 
militia  as  had  returned  home  were  per- 
fectly contented  with  the  terms  on  which 
they  had  been  dismissed.  He  wished, 
also,  to  bear  testimony  to  the  energy  and 
seal  of  General  Chatterton,  in  the  discharge 
of  the  grave  and  responsible  duties  which 
were  entrusted  to  him  on  the  occasion  of 
this  unfortunate  occurrence. 

Tbe  £ablof  BLLBNBOROUGHsaid, 
he  had  that  mourning  been  ezamining  some 


papers  in  reference  to  the  BiHiis*  which 
enabled  him  to  confirm  the  ieima  of  praise 
in  which  the  noUe  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
War  had  apokeo  of  the  Irish  militia.  He 
found  that,  while  the  desertiena,  vr,  mmt 
properly  speaking,  the  absencea  fron  mas- 
ter had  been  23f  per  cent  in  tlie  English 
militia  and  20  per  cent  in  tbe  Seolch 
militia,  they  had  been  less  than  5  per  eeat 
in  the  Irish  militia.  In  the  same  maaBer, 
while  the  enlistments  into  tlie  rej^ular  anny 
were  1\  per  cent  from  the  Engliah  miliua 
and  14^  from  the  Scotch,  they  had  kesa 
21  per  cent  from  the  Irish  militia.  So 
that  the  Irish  militia  was  ineonparsVlf 
the  most  valuable  militia  force  of  the 
three. 

THE  LEGION  OF  HONOUR  — DISTRIBU- 
TION TO  THE  ENGLISH  AEMI-- 
QUESTION. 

Lord  CALTHORPE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  War  a  qoeatioe  is 
reference  to  the  recent  distribution  of  the 
Legion  of  Honour  among  the  officers  of 
the  English  army.      He  had  receocly  read 
a  list  of  those  officers,  and  he  was  aerffusd 
to  find  that  not  one  of  the  aideaHle-caiDp  ^ 
the  late  Lord  Region  was  included  in  it 
After  the  battle  of  Inkerroaa,  ibe  Eoh 
peror    of    the   French    notified   to  Lor^ 
Raglan  his  wish   to   confer  oo   him  ^ 
highest  rank  of   the  Legion  of  Hoaoer, 
and  to  bestow  decorations  on  tlie  officers 
of  his  staff.     Lord  Raglan,  aboet  the  cad 
of  November  or  the  beginning  ef  December, 
wrote  to  the  English  Government  to  obtam 
their  permission  to  accept  these  honeofS, 
but  he  obtained   no  answer    entil  aboat 
five  weeks  before  his  death— an  iaterral 
of  six  months.     After  the  death  of  Lord 
Raglan,  Marshal  Pelissier  intimated  to  the 
French. Government  that  it  would  \^  pay- 
ing a  just  and  proper  respect  to  the  memory 
of  the  noble  Lord  if  they  were  to  beslev 
some  decorations  on  his  staff.     This  snf- 
gestion  was  approved   by  the  Emperc?* 
and  it  was  communicated  to  the  BngU 
Government,  but  nothing  more  hndl  becB 
heard  of  the  matter,  until  the  g^ieral  At- 
tribution of  the  French  honoura  took  place. 
when  it  was  thought  that  the  claima  of  Lor^ 
Raglan's  staff  would  not  be   everiookei 
When  it  was  considered  that  tbe  Freeci 
Government  had  intimated  their  wiali  (^ 
the  decorations  should  bo  distriboted  s»  « 
mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  I^ 
Raglan,  he  was  justified  in  saying  thai  ^ 
exclusion  of  these  officers  fron  the  mrmkK 
of  those  who  received  the  deeoMttoat  sp- 
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p«red  Me  a  dor  on  Lord  Rfigkii*«  me** 
niory.  He  therefore  asked  the  noble  Lord 
vhy  the  names  of  these  officers  were 
omitted  from  the  list  of  those  receiving  the 
4eeoratioBt»  and  whether  the  English  Oo- 
rernment  had  not  received  some  commoni- 
cfttion  from  the  French  Goremmeot  with 
respect  to  their  wishes  on  the  subject  ? 

ThS  Dinu  OF  CLEVELAND  said,   it 
appeared  to  him  Terj  extraordinary  that 
the  staff  of  Lord  RagUn  had  not  received 
the  decotatioiie  which  were  certainly  in- 
tended for  them,  and  he  cooU  not  help 
thinking  thai  there  had  been  some  mistake. 
One  officer  who  was  well  knbwn.  And  who 
had  been  with  Lord  Raglan  at  the  Alma  and 
lokernian.and  remained  with  him  up  to  his 
death — ^he  meant  Colonel  Somerset,  one  of 
his  aides-de  camp — had  told  him  (the  Duke 
of  Cleveland)  that  he  hod  been  in  constant 
conomunieatioii,  on  the  part  of  Lord  Rag- 
lan, with  the  three  French  commanders — 
St.  Amaod,  Canrobert,  and  Pelissier — and 
that  he  had  heai-d  them  distinctly  say  that 
it  was  the  most  anxious  wish  of  the  Em- 
peror thai  all  his  staff  should  receive  the 
deeoration    of    the   Legion    of    Honour; 
and«  AS  the  noble  Lord  had  just  stated, 
the  Emperor  himself,  after  the  battle  of 
Inkenaan,  sent  on  intimation  to  Lord  Rag- 
lan that  he  would  receive  the  highest  deco- 
ration of  the  Legion  of  Honour,  and  that  all 
his  personal  sttitf  would  also  be  decorated. 
Lord  COLCHESTER  considered  that 
these  decorations  had  been  given  away  in 
a   rather  incautious  manner.     A  friend  of 
his,   commanding  a  line  of  battle  ship,  had 
received  from  his  own  Sovereign  the  Order 
of  tbe  Bath,  font  in  the  distribution  of  the 
French  honours  he  was  passed  over,  al- 
though it  had  been  given  to  his  first  lieu- 
tenant,  although  that  officer,  however  meri- 
torious, had  never  seen  any  land  service. 

Loso  PAN  MURE  reminded  the  House 

thaC  nothing  gave  so  much  dissatisfaction 

as    the  distribution  of   military  honours. 

With  regard  to  the  general  question  as  to 

the  distribution  of  the  Cross  of  the  Legion 

of  Honour  given  by  the  French  Emperor 

to  the  army  of  the  Queen,  he  would,  in  the 

first  place,  state  that  he  was  not  responsible 

for  the  seleetioD  of  the  different  officers. 

When  the  intentions  of  the  Emperor  were 

jnade  known  to  the  English  Government 

through  the  Foreign  Office,  the  Commander 

m  Chief  instructed  the  commanders  of  the 

arti»y  i"  the  East,  Generals  Simpson  and 

Cod  ri nj$ton,  to  return  a  list  of  the  names, 

and  that  list  was  afterirards  seut  to  the 

Fv^ndi  QoTemment.     Therefore,  if  any 


complaint  were  made  as  to  the  manner  of 
the  selection,  the  responsibility  did  nut  rest 
with  the  Government,  fiat,  at  the  same 
time,  he  was  quite  convinced  that  both 
General  Simpson  and  General  Codringtoa 
made  th%  selection  in  accordance  with  the 
opinions  they  had  formed  of  the  services 
rendered  by  the  different  officers,  oad 
with  a  view  to  a  fair  distribution  of  the 
honours  throughout  the  army;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  they  had  acted  in  aa  impartial 
nnnner,  and  without  favour  or  affection. 
In  reference  to  the  question  of  the  noble 
Baron,  he  had  to  state  that  he  had  inquired 
at  the  Foreign  Office  whether  there  was 
any  communication  with  regard  to  the 
distribution  of  the  Order  of  the  Legion  of 
Honour  to  Lord  Raglan  or  his  staff;  and 
the  answer  he  had  received  was,  that  there 
was  no  trace  in  the  office  of  any  corre- 
spondence on  the  subject ;  nor  could  he 
trace  any  correspondence  on  the  subject  in 
his  own  department.  But  it  was  prt»bable 
tliat  the  intimation  of  tlie  French  Empe- 
ror, as  to  his  conferring  these  decorations, 
might  be  found  in  the  private  correspond- 
ence of  Lord  Rsglan  to  his  (Lord  Pan- 
mure 's)  predecessor.  It  was  wrong  te  sop- 
pose  that  there  was  any  disposition  to  cast 
a  slur  upon  the  memory  of  Lord  Rsglan. 
There  was  not  an  officer  on  his  staff  who 
had  not  received  one  or  two  steps  of  pro- 
motion, or  had  not  been  decorated  with  the 
Companionship  of  the  Bath  from  his  own 
Sovereign.  With  regard  to  Colonel  Somer- 
set, that  officer  went  out  as  lieutenant- 
colonel  in  Lord  Raglan's  staff.  He  had 
only  just  received  his  lieutenant-colonelcy, 
and  was  too  young  to  be  promoted  over 
the  heads  of  a  vast  number  of  lieotenant 
colonels  who  were  senior  to  him.  How- 
ever, he  had  been  made  a  C.B.  it  was  im- 
possible that  the  general  commanding  in 
chief  or  Her  Majesty's  Government  could  be 
accused  of  having  shown  any  disposition  to 
cast  a  slur  on  the  memory  of  Xiord  Rsglan. 
The  Earl  of  ELLEN  BO  ROUGH  said, 
he  could  not  iinderstand  how  any  officer 
could  desire  to  wear  a  decoration  vicari- 
ously, not  on  account  of  his  own  merits, 
but  on  account  of  the  merits  of  tbe  Gene- 
ral under  whom  he  had  served.  Honours 
were  valueless  unless  they  were  bestowed 
for  the  services  of  those  who  wore  tliem. 
At  the  commencement  of  the  Jsst  war  he 
had  ventured  to  suggest  the  principle^the 
only  true  and  correct  principle — that  no 
man  should  receive  a  decoration  except  tor 
service  under  fire.  A  decoration  given  for 
any  other  kind  of  service  waa  a  deception 
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upon  the  public,  and  did  no  honour  to  the  , 
gentleman   who  received   it.      Ho  knew 
several  good  officers  who  were  entitled  to 
decorations  under  general  rules,  but  who 
had  refused  to  wear  them  on  the  ground 
that  they  did  not  come  within  th#principlo 
he  had  stated.     He  had  heard  that  all  the 
officers  and  seamen  employed  in  the  Bnltic 
fleet  were  to  receive  decorations.     Why, 
hardly  any  of  those  men  had  the  opporr 
tunity  of  being  under  fire  ;  hardly  300  of 
them  were  ever  witliin  reach  of  shot !     It 
was  no  fault  of  theirs,  and  they  had  ren- 
dered  great  services  in   another   way — 
fighting  was  almost  the   least  part  of  a 
sailor's  duty — but  they  were  not  entitled 
to  a  medal.     To  give  them  a  medal  would 
be  contrary  to  all  the  principles  on  which 
honorary  distinctions  were  granted  by  na- 
tions   for    the    purpose    of    encouraging 
military  ambition.     He  had  read  the  list 
of  persons   who  were  to   receive  honour 
from  the  French  Government,  and  there 
seemed  to  him  to  bo  a  profound  iniscon- 
ception  as  to  the  relative  value  of  the  in- 
dividuals on  whom  honours   were  to  be 
bestowed.    This  was  not  the  first  instance, 
for  at  the  close  of  the  last  war  the  same 
thing  was  done  to  a  limited  extent ;   but 
he  hoped  it  would  be  the  last  instance  of 
an  interchange  of   honours  between  na- 
tions ;   officers  should   be  made  to  know 
that  they  must  look  to  their  own  Sove- 
reign, and  to  their  own  Sovereign  alone, 
for  the  honours  they  earned  by  their  ser- 
Tice  in  the  field.     That  was  the  true  prin- 
ciple, and  any  departure  fropi  it  was  likely 
to  lead  to  mischievous  results. 

Thb  Duke  op  CLEVELAND  remarked 
that  the  officers  to  whom  he  had  alluded 
had  been  under  fire. 

Thb  Earl  op  ELLENBOROUGH  un- 
derstood the  noble  Lord  who  had  com- 
menced the  discussion  to  complftin  that  a 
reflection  had  been  cast  upon  Lord  Raglan 
by  no  honours  being  granted  to  the  gentle- 
men upon  his  staff.  He  inferred,  there- 
fore, that  they  claimed  these  honours  in 
consideration  of  the  services  of  Lord 
Raglan. 

Lord  CALTHORPE  said,  that  the 
services  of  Lord  Raglan's  aides-de-camp 
had  been  seen  and  acknowledged  by  all 
the  French  commanders. 

Thb  Eabl  op  ELLENBOROUGH  ob- 
served,  that  aides-de-camp  were  not,  gene- 
rally speaking,  ill-treated  men.  They 
usually  received  n  larger  share  of  promo- 
tions and  honours,  and  were  subjected  to 
1p«*s  hardship  than  regimental  officers. 
The  Earl  of  Efienborough 


MARRUGE  LAW  (SCOTLAND)  AMENDIXG 

BILL. 

Commons*  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order). 

Tub  LORD  CHANCELLOR  moved, 
that  the  said  Amendments  be  agreed  to. 

Lord  PORTMAN  begged  to  remind 
their  Lordships  of  a  Standing  Order  passed 
in  1707,  by  which  the  Lord  Chancdlor 
was  obliged  to  explain  to  the  House  anj 
Amendments  made  by  the  ComrooDs  ia 
Bills  sent  down  by  their  Lordihipfl,  sod 
was  glad  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  woolsack  generally  observed  thai 
rule.  It  was,  however,  quite  impossible 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  could  find  time 
to  discharge  this  necessary  and  importsnt 
duty,  and  he  would,  therefore,  suggest  t? 
the  Government  the  propriety  of  transfer- 
ring  it  to  some  one  else.  He  would,  tbe1^ 
fore,  give  notice  of  hia  intention,  neit 
Session,  to  move  that  no  Amendmeots 
should  be  proposed  on  the  third  reading  of 
a  public  Bill,  unless  such  Amendments  hd 
been  printed. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  tk 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  be  unaware  that  he 
had  already  announced,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  their  intention  to  propose,  is 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  officer  connected  with  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  whose  duty  it  wtmU 
be  to  supervise  the  legislation  of  poba: 
Bills,  and  who  would  therefore  take  eo§&:- 
sanco  of  the  Amendments  made  by  either 
House  on  the  Bills  passed  by  the  other. 

Agreed  to. 

MERCANTILE  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Commons'  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  deeply 
regretted  that  the  House  of  Commons  bai 
thought  fit  to  reject  a  clause  in  this  Bil^ 
which  had  been  strenuously  opposed  b 
this  House,  as  their  Lordships  woald  re- 
member, by  Lord  Overstone.  He,  how- 
ever,  moved  that  the  Commons*  Ameni}- 
ments  to  the  Bill  be  agreed  to. 

Agreed  to. 

PAROCHIAL  SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND)  BIi:. 

Commons*  Amendments  to  One  of  ^"^ 
Lords'  Amendments,  and  their  Reasiss 
for  disagreeing  to  several  of  the  Lmvl^* 
Amendments,  considered  (according  ^ 
Order). 

The  Dukb  op  ARGYLL  said,  he  ^> 
sorry  to  find  that  the  noble  Duke  ^"1 ' 
Duke  of  Buccleuch)  intended  to  persbt  t 
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the  Amendments  he  had  succeeded  in  in* 
troducing  in  this  House,  notwithstanding 
the  disagreement  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons from  those  Amendments.    Knowing, 
howeyer^  the  authority   which  the  nohie 
Duke  possessed  with  their  Lordships,  and 
that   he  commanded  a   majority  of  that 
House,  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  should  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  a  division;  hut  would  simply 
say  "Not  content"  to  the  Motion  that 
this   House  do  insist  upon  the  Amend- 
ments made  hy  them  in  this  Bill.     In  his 
opinion,  the  principal  fault  in  the  present 
Bill  was,  that  it  gave  to  the  heritors  too 
much  power  in  the  choice  of  schoolmasters, 
and  not  power  enough  to  the  ratepayers. 
He  must  repeat  his  regret  that  this  Bill, 
which  was  a  compromise  between  the  two 
parties  in  Scotland,  was  not  agreed  to  hy 
the  noble  Duke.     He  conceived  that  they 
roust  fall  hack  in  Scotland  upon  what  was 
called  the  denominational  system.  In  Eng- 
land there  could  be  no  doubt  that  that 
system,   under  the  aids  granted  by.  the 
Committee  of  Privy  Council,  had,  on  the 
whole,   operated   in  favour  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church.     In  Scotland  he  did  not 
helieve  that  it  would  operate  in  the  same 
manner.     There  was  a  feeh'ng  of  jealousy 
and  dislike  on  the  part  of  the  Free  Church 
against  the  great  landowners  of  Scotland, 
which  was  aroused  in  1843,  and  which,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  had  not  yet  diiffinished. 
Thej  had  in  Scotland  a  great  rival  body 
conducting  most  successfully  a  system  of 
education. 

The  Duke  op  BUCCLEUCH  said,  that 
he  should  insist  upon  the  Amendments  of 
their  Lordships,  with  the  exception  of  the 
first.      The  compromise  of  which  his  noble 


'make  further  provision  for  schoolmasters,*' 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  it ;  but  he 
did  object  to  the  mode  in  which  it  pro- 
ceeded to  alter  and  regulate  the  system  of 
schools.  What  was  a  good  argument  for 
dealing  with  the  schools  might  hereafter 
be  an  equally  good  argument  for  the 
Church,  and  he  looked  upon  the  measure, 
in  short,  as  but  a  first  step  towards  a  direct 
attack  upon  the  Establishment.  It  was 
only  in  1850  that  his  noble  Friend  de- 
livered a  speech  in  which  he  argued  that 
the  present  system  of  education  in  Scot- 
land was  a  national  system  ;  and  certainly 
it  was  not  more  national  then  than  it  wns 
at  this  moment.  The  education  was  not 
confined  to  one  sect,  for  the  children  of 
parents  of  all  denominations  were  freely 
admitted  into  the  schools  and  received  their 
instruction  there;  and  the  only  objection 
which  the  noble  Duke  and  some  of  his 
Friends  could  urge  against  it  was,  that 
they  could  not  subscribe  to  the  formula  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland.  He  (the  Duke 
of  Buccleuch)  assured  his  noble  Friend 
that  he  had  no  personal  hostility  whatever 
towards  the  Free  Church.  So  far  from 
that,  a  large  number  of  persons  for  whom 
he  entertained  the  highest  respect,  and 
also  several  of  his  own  intimate  friends, 
were  members  of  that  communion.  If, 
therefore,  there  was  any  personal  feeling 
mixed  up  in  the  matter  it  was  on  the  part 
of  others,  not  his.  He  should  insist  upon 
all  their  Lordships'  Amendments  with  the 
exception  of  the  first. 

Lord  PANMURE  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  opposition  to  this  Bill  rested  on  an 
unfounded  opinion  that  it  was  chiefly  ad- 
vocated by  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland ; 
but,  in  truth,  it  mattered  little  to  that 


Friend  spoke  he  regarded  as  nothing  else^^ Church,  as  a  Church,  whether   the   Bill 


than  the  yielding  up  of  the  great  principle 
upon  which  the  parochial  schools  of  Scot- 
land were  founded.  Something  had  been 
said  in  another  place  respecting  the  appli- 
cation of  the  '*  screwy"  but  he  understood 
it  had  been  held  out  that  if  this  Bill  did 
not  pass,  the  schoolmasters  would  receive 
no  salary,  and  be  left  to  starve;  if  the 
term  *'  screw  "  was  applicable  to  anything 
at  all,  surely  it  might  be  to  a  threat  .like 
thai.  As  to  introducing  the  influence  of 
the  ratepayers — in  many  parishes  of  Scot- 
land there  were  no  ratepayers  at  all,  and 
the  heritors  were  the  only  persons  to  whom 
the  schoolmasters  could  look  for  mainte- 
nance and  support.  So  far  as  the  Bill 
carried  out  the  principle  laid  down  in  the 
preamble — *' That  it  was  expedient    to 


passed  or  not.  He  should  not  abandon 
the  hope  that,  at  some  future  time,  the 
parochial  schools  would  be  placed  on  a 
more  reasonable  footing  than  at  present. 
Then  it  was  moved,  not  to  insist  on 
Clause  A.,  added  by  the  Lords  to  the  Bill, 
to  which  the  Commons  disagree ;  agreed 
to :  Then  it  was  moved,  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment  made  by  the  Commons  re* 
instating  Clauses  XII.  and  XIV.  ;  on 
Question,  Resolved  in  the  Negative :  Then 
it  was  moved,  not  to  insist  on  the  Omission 
of  Clause  XVI II.,  to  which  the  Commons 
disagree  ;  on  Question,  Whether  to  insist  ? 
Resolved  in  the  Affii-mative ;  and  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  prepare  Reasons  to  be 
offered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords  dis- 
agreeing to  One  of  the  Commons  Amend- 
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ments  to  tbe  Lords  AmeDdnentf ,  ftvd  itt- 
■btiog  on  Odo  of  the  Lords  Amendmentt 
to  which  the  CommoeB  disagree:  This 
Cernmittee  to  meet  immediatelj :  The 
Committee  reported  Reesont  prepared  hj 
them ;  the  same  were  read,  and  mgreed 
te ;  and  a  Me»aige  was  Ordered  to  he  sent 
to  the  Commons  to  retnrn  llie  Bill,  wiili 
the  Amendments  and  Reasons* 
Honse  adjoamed  till  To<morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Tkmday,  July  24,  1856. 

IfivuTB.]    5iw  MiMBxa  SwosK.— For  Dorehes- 
t«r,  Clnrtos  Napier  Sturt,  esq. 

BISHOPS  OF  LONDON  AND  DURHAM 
RETIRBMENT  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  uoir  leafo  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  HADFIBLD  said,  he  rose  to  more 
that  the  Honse  resoWe  itself  into  Commit- 
tee that  daj  three  months.     He  belonged 
to  a  class  of  Her  Majestj*s  subjects  who 
had  no  temporal  interest  in  the  Church  of 
England,  except  so  far  as  the  temporalities 
of  that  Church  were  contrary  to  the  spirit 
of  true  reltgiim.     It  seemed  to  him  as  if 
Parliament  was  monopolised  by  one  deno- 
mination of  Christians.     Nobody  appeared 
to  bear  in  mind  that  the  Chorch  of  England 
comprised  only  one-third  of  the  poptilation 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  Of  the  27,000,000 
of  inhabitants  9,(X)0,000  only  were  mena- 
hers  of  the  Established  Church  ;  the  re- 
maining 18,000.000  consisted  of  Roman 
Catholics,  Nonconformists,  and   the  esta« 
blished  Presbyterians  of  Scotland.      Tet 
there  was  this  peculiarity,  that  while  Par- 
liament was  constantly  engaged  in  discuss* 
ing  questions  concerning  the  tomporalities 
of  the  Church  of  England,  the  remaining 
18,000,000  of  the  people  newer  troubled 
Parliament  in  any  way  respecting  pecu- 
niary assistanoe  except  in  two  very  hisig- 
niBcant  cases.     The  days  were  gone  by 
when  the  character  of  a   Bishop  of  this 
realm  was  not  to  be  made  the  sobjeot  of 
public  discussion.     The  halo  whioh  it  had 
been  attempted  to  throw  around  Bishops 
and  the  sanctity  with  which  the  State  had 
sought  to  invent  them,  excited  in  him  no 
sympathy  whatever.     When,  therefore,  the 
Bishop  of  London  came  before  the  House, 
the  only  light  in  whioh  he  (Mr.  HadBeld) 
contomplatod  the  nght  rer.  Prelato  was 


that  of  a  fellow  citiien  and  a  fellov  Cbris» 
tian  aubjeet.     He  apprehended  that  the 
right  roT.  Prelato  did  not  standi  so  hi«k 
in  the  eatimatioB  of  the  Englisli  pei^ 
as  some  hoa.  Gentlemen  would  represent 
Neither  as  a  scholar,  aa  a  dirine,  or  as  a 
public  teacher*  did  he  stand  on  e^al  terns 
of  competition  with  many  Ministers  of  the 
Tariotts  denominations  into  which  the  other 
two-thirds  of  the  people  were  dirided.  Tlia 
general  opinion  was,  that  the  tight  rev. 
Prelate  carried  his  High  Church  priaeiplss 
and  his  bigotry  to  an  extent  which  renJmd 
him   nnaoceptable  to  a  large   nomber  of 
persons.     He  believed  it  was  »  fact  tkst 
many  of  the  votes  given  yeslerdaj  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill  were  for  the  purpose  of  n- 
lieving  the  diocese  of  that  rigbt  rev.  Pre- 
late's snpervisioA,   replacing    him   by  is 
abler  and  a  better  man.     ij  a  recent  Aet 
of  Parliament,  it  was  settled  that  the  sa- 
lary of  the  Bishop  of  Londott  should  be 
£10,000  a  year,  whereas  the  real  amosst 
had  been  stated,  on  good  authority,  te  be 
£22,000  a  year.     Now,  this  was  sniered 
to  take  place  in  a  Church  to  which  bdoag- 
ed   10,000  clergymen,   whose   annua]  is- 
comes  did  not  exceed,  upon  the  average, 
£100  per  annum.     This  right  rev.  Prrlate 
was  formerly   a  schoolmaster.      He  [)kt. 
Iladfiold)  mentioned  it  to  his  honour.  Ererr 
man  who  raised  himself  by  his  industry, 
integrity,  and  abilities  was  entitled  to  re- 
spect ;  but  snrely  such  a  gentleman  vtf 
not  to  be  allowed,  aftor  having  had  trie  ad- 
ministration of  the  vast  territorial  re«eesc 
of  £22,000  a  year,  to  retain  on  his  retire- 
ment a  peaf^ion  of   £6,000.     Why,  the 
President  of  the  United   States  only  re- 
ceived a  salary  of  £5,000  a  jear.    *  The 
.noble   Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govem- 
^ment   had   only  £5,000  a  year.     What 
had  the  public  done  for  that  noble  Lord, 
in  a  pecuniary  point  of  view,  whose  services 
to    the  country   wore    infinitely  ai>per?«r 
compared  with  those  of  any  of  the  Bishop. 
The  Pope  of  Rome  received  for  his  persosti 
ex  pendi  tnre  only  £  1 ,500  a  year.    The  C v 
dinals  of  Rome  received  but  £400  »  year, 
and  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishopa  in  \\& 
country,  who  worked  in  a  way  that  sf 
JSnglish  Bishop  worked,  received  hut  £'^ 
a  year.     Notwithstanding  that,  this  ri^ 
rev.  Gentleman,  who  was  now  in  pos>«^ 
sten  of  such  a  territory  and  in  the  receft 
of  such  an  tnoome  as  he  had  just  st«tW. 
called  upon  the   Honse  to  stipulate  «^^ 
him  that  he  should  receive  £€,00O  a  year 
as  a  retiring  pension.    The  right  rev.  Gs= 
tleman  onoe  heKl  the  bishopric  ai  Cbeeir 
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tbe  weone  of  vhioh  wm  £3,000  %  jMr. 
He  helU  it  for  four  jetrs,  and  was  then 
traoalated  to  the  see  of  London,  which  ho 
had  hold  for  twenty*eight  yeara.      Four 
jean  at  £3,0G0  would   make  £12,000, 
and  twootr-eight  yeara  at  £22,000  would 
make   £616,000,  amounting  together  to 
the  sum  of  £628,000.     That  was  the  san 
which  had  been   giTon  to  the  Bishop  of 
London,  beside  the  patronage  he  enjoyed, 
conaiating  of   no  lose  than  ninety-seren 
livings,  and  whieb   were  reported  to  bo 
wort£  £70,000  a  year.     He  wished  par- 
ticularly to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  this  fact,  tliat  all  this  worldly  wealth 
was  at  the  disposal  of  a  disciple  of  Christ 
— ^tho  Divine  Minister  of  Mercy,  who  came 
into  the  world  ushered  in  a  manger,  and 
who  died  on  the  cross — who  wrought  mira- 
cles to  raise  tribute  money,  and  whose  great 
dUoiple  Paul  worked  with  his  own  hands, 
that  he  might  not  be  a  charge  to  any  man. 
With  respect  to  the  Bishop  of  Durham,  he 
bad  enjoyed  an  income  of  £5,000  a  year 
ae  Bishop  of  Chichester  for  iivo  years  )  and 
hia  present  income  was  £16,000  a  year.  Ho 
bad  held  bis  see  for  twenty  years,  so  that  he 
had  reoeired  altogether  a  sum  of  £345,000. 
The  Act  of   Parliament  relating  to  the 
ineomea  of  the  Bishops  fixed  the  amount 
of  the  Bishop  of  Durham  at  £8,000;  but, 
in  fact,  the  receipts  of  that  right  rer.  Pre- 
late had,  by  some  unexplained  means,  dou« 
bled  that  amount.     These   two   Bishops 
had  together  received  a  sum  of  £973,000 
beaidea  the  patronage  attached  to  their 
bishoprics.     8 noli  an  enormous  sum  was 
aa  amount  unparalleled  in  the  history  of 
the  world.  The^e  two  Bishops  had  received 
nearly  £1,000,000  of  the  revenue  of  the 
Church,  while  there  were  10,000  clergy- 
men of  that  very  Church  each  receiving  a 
sani  not  exceeding  £100  per  annum.  Now, 
he   would  ask  was  such  a  state  of  things 
to    be  endured  by  the  House  of  Commons 
or    by  the  people  of  this  country?     But 
beaides  such  larj^e  incomes  and  the  ini* 
nv«i>ftO  amount  of  patronage,  the  Bishops 
w^re  allowed  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Peers. 
ThAt  ho  conceived  to  be  an  injustice  to  the 
ooantry.     Not  only  did  those  Bishops  ex- 
0reise  their  own  rights  as  Members  of  the 
H^use  of  Lords,  but  they  acted,  by  virtue 
of   their  spiritual  character,  as  a  most  iiw 
Sciential  power  ovef*  the  minds  of  the  lay 
Liords  in  that  assembly.    It  was,  therefore, 
p^f>Oi*g  end  unjust  that  Bishops  should  have 
^  B^at  ui  that  House.     Those  were  serious 
nssttera  for  the  House  to  consider.     Did 
lio  Xiouse  suppose  that  their  debates  were 


not  read  ?  Did  they  not  believe  that  the 
charge  of  simony  would  be  believed  in 
by  millions  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects? 
Would  not  the  fact  of  these  two  riglit 
rev.  Prelates,  after  baring  received  nearly 
£1,000,000  from  the  State,  and  coming 
to  the  House  and  asking  for  retiring  pen- 
sions to  the  amount  of  £10,500  a  year, 
be  canrassed  in  every  pothouse  in  the 
country,  and  be  made  the  subject  of  the 
song  of  the  sooffer  and  the  mockery  of  the 
drunkard?  It  was  a  happiness  to  know 
that  there  were  men,  even  in  the  Church 
itself,  who  lamented  such  a  state  of  things  ; 
while  there  were  men,  withoat  the  Church, 
of  the  largest  minds  and  who  had  ever 
trod  in  the  footsteps  of  their  Divine  Mas- 
ter, labouring  for  a  pittance,  before  whom 
those  two  right  rev.  Prelates  would  be 
made  to  bow  their  diminished  heads.  Waa 
either  of  those  two  Prelates  to  bo  com- 
pared with  Robert  Hall,  with  Dr.  Pyo 
Smith,  or  with  Dr.  Robert  Newton  9  He 
could  not  allow  the  Bill  to  pass  without 
expressing  to  the  House  what  ho  believed 
to  be  a  strong  prevailing  sentiment  on  the 
part  of  a  vast  majority  of  the  people,  and 
he  warned  the  House  to  be  prepared  for 
the  time  when  that  sentiment  would  be 
enforced  by  mash  ablec  men  than  himself. 
He  begged  to  record  his  opinion  against  i^ 
measure  which  he  deemed  odious  ;  which 
he  believed  to  be  injurious  to  the  country,  to 
strike  at  the  very  root  of  all  religious  senti- 
ment, and  calculated  to  destroy  the  Church 
itself.  To  the  honour  of  the  Colonies  of 
this  kingdom,  he  could  say  that  no  one  of 
them  hod  followed  the  example  of  this 
country  in  forming  a  Church  Establish- 
meat ;  end  it  was  time  that  the  Chureh 
should  set  its  affairs  in  oitler,  for  such  was 
the  force  of  public  opinion  on  this  question 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  that  Church 
to  stand  against  it. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  in  seconding  tbe 
Amendment,  said,  he  very  much  regretted 
that  such  severe  remarks  should  have  been 
indulged  in  by  tbe  hen.  Member  for  Shef- 
field. He  considered  that  the  Bishop  of 
London  had  dispensed  his  revenue  with  a 
most  liberal  hand.  It  was,  however,  with 
much  pain  that  he  (Mr.  Newdogate)  voted 
against  the  second  readhig  of  the  Bill,  but 
he  did  so  conseientiously,  feeling  that  if 
the  measure  passed  it  would  establish  a 
preoedent  which  would  work  the  greatest 
possible  detrimeat  to  the  Chureh  of  Eng« 
land.  The  Bishops  of  this  country  ought 
not  to  be  left  in  such  a  position .  as  either 
to  be  obliged   to  retain   their  bishoprics 
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after  the  state  of  their  health  made  it  irk- 
some to  them  to  discharge  their  da  ties ; 
or  to  make  a  hargain  with  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister for  the  time  being  in  order  to  secure 
them  from  being  left  destitute.  It  was 
the  general  feeling  among  churchmen  that 
that  state  of  things  rendered  the  Bishops 
sobsenrient  to  the  Minister  of  the  day. 
Either  the  present  Bill  ought  to  be  made 
an  exceptional  measure,  or  it  ought  to  be 
a  precedent  for  future  legislation.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  noble  Lord  whe- 
ther it  was  his  intention  in  the  coarse  of 
the  nest  Session  to  introduce  a  Bill  of  a 
general  nature  to  provide  for  all  retiring 
Bishops  who  were  incapacitsted  by  in- 
firmity or  age?  Ilis  opinion  was,  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  legal  provision  made 
for  the  retirement  of  the  ]3ishops,  which 
they  might  claim  after  proving  before  a 
competent  tribunal  that  they  were  incapa- 
citated from  discharging  their  duties. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  **  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee,*' 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  Marquess  op  BLANDFORD  said, 
he  was  most  anxious  to  impress  upon  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
the  immense  importance  of  acceding  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) — to  give  a 
pledge  that  in  the  next  Session  a  general 
measure  on  the  subject  should  be  intro- 
duced— because  he  could  not  conceive  any- 
thing more  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  Church,  or  more  calculated  to  discredit 
the  character  of  the  episcopate,  than  that 
upon  every  occasion  of  the  retirement  of 
a  Bishop  it  should  be  necessary  to  pass  a 
special  measure.  No  one  rejoiced  more 
than  himself  in  the  connection  between 
Church  and  State,  but  he  thought  that  so 
dose  a  political  relationship  with  the  State 
was  really  humiliating  to  the  Church;  and, 
seeing  how  aspersions  had  been  cast  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  on  the  characters 
and  the  acts  of  the  Bishops  of  London 
and  Durham,  he  could  not  suppose  that« 
henceforth,  any  Prelate,  however  anxious 
he  might  be  to  surrender  the  responsibili- 
ties and  the  duties  of  his  office,  would  ven- 
ture to  face  the  difficulties  and  annoyances 
incidental  to  special  legislation.  He  sup- 
l^oried  tho  Bccond  reading  of  the  Bill  be- 
Mr,  Newd^gate 


cause  the  disadvantages  of  not  paistng  it 
were  greater,  in  his  opinion,  than  those  of 
passing  ft.     It  was  impossible  the  dioccM 
of  London  could  continue  in   ita  present 
state,  and  the  appointment  of  suffragaDs 
or  coadjutors  would  not,  he  appr^ended, 
meet  the  necessities  of  the  ease.     Parlia* 
ment  had  fixed  the  income  of  the  fotore 
Bishop  of  London  at  £10,000  per  anaan 
for  the  entire  performance  of  the  duties; 
and  if  the  measure  now  before  the  Hoose 
did  not  pass  they  would  leave  »  prelate  is 
the  see  enjoying  £18.000   or    £20.000 
a  year,  incapable  of  p^orming  any  of  t!k 
duties.     He  regarded  that  as  a  oonclatire 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill.     It  had 
also  been  remarked  tliat,  after  payment  d 
the  retiring  pension,  there  would  be  a  gus 
of  £5,000  a  year.     The  anomalous  pan- 
tion  of  Church  property  might  not  be  re- 
collected.     Parliament  had    sanctiuned  s 
mode  of  dealing  with  leases  by  enfranchise* 
ment,  whereby  the  value  of  Choreh  estates 
might  be  doubled.     But  the  action  rested 
with  prelates  and  dignitaries,  who  were  de- 
barred, by  their  incomes  being  fixed,  froa 
obtaining  any  advantage  from  enfranchise- 
ment.     Upon  a  vacancy  in   the  see  of 
London  the  estates  would  be  transferred  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  who  were 
interested  in  promoting  enfranehisemeat, 
and  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  reaQy  be 
to    give    a   much    larger    increase    thss 
£5,000  a  year  to  the  funda  of  the  Cooi- 
missioners.      An   appeal   which    he  hid 
made  on  a  former  occasion  to  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston)  to  put  in  foree 
the  Act  of  Henry  VIII.  might,  at  first 
sight,  appear  inconsistent  with  his  snj^Kirt 
of  the  Bill  now  under  consideratioo.  bat 
the  two  courses  were  perfectly  eompalibie, 
beoause  there  might  be  cases  for  sbsoiote 
retirement,  as  in  this  matter  of  the  Bishops 
of    London   and    Durham,  and  casea    of 
Bishops,  in  full  possession  of  health  and 
strength,  so  overburdened   with  work  as 
to  be  extremely  glad  to  obtain  the  assist- 
ance of  suifragans.      He  etill,   however, 
retained  his  opinion  that  great  advantage 
would  be  gained  from  putting  in  force  the 
Act  of  Henry  VIII.     It  would  not  anper* 
sede  a  measure  of  retirement,  and  a  mea- 
sure of  retirement  would  not  supersede  it. 
He  hoped  the  present  meaaore  would  be 
the  prelude  to  a  general  one,  and  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  employ  the   recess  ia 
preparing  a  scheme  which  should  be  a^ 
plicable  to  the  general  wants  of  the  Chorek. 
and  for  ever  set  at  rest  this  most  tsip^- 
tant  questioni 
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Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  also  wished 
to  add  his  appeal  to  that  of   the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Wanrickshire,  that  the 
noble  Lord  woald  pledge  Her  Mnjesty's 
Government,  if  they  should   continue  in 
office,  to  introdnce  a  general  measure  on 
the  subject  in  the  next  Session.     A  great 
deal  had  been  said  as  to  whether  the  Bill 
before  them  should  form  a  precedent  or 
not.     In  one  respect  he  hoped  it  would. 
In  other  respects  he  hoped  it  would  not. 
It  was  a  valuable  precedent,  inasmuch  as 
for  three  centuries  since  the  Reformation 
there  had  been  no  instance  of  the  resigna- 
tion of  a  Bishop  ;  but  at  the  same  time  he 
roust  confess  that  he  did  not  wish  to  see 
the  details  followed  in  a  general  measure. 
He  did   not  complain  of  the  amount  of 
the  retiring  pensions,  because,  when  they 
looked  at  the  amount  of  the  incomes  those 
Bishops  had  enjoyed,  it  was  nothing  more 
than  reasonable  that  their  retiring  pensions 
should  in  some  degree  accord  with  their 
proTiouB  incomes.     If  a  getieral  measure 
had   been   brought  in,  the  bishoprics  of 
London  and  Durham  must  have  been  dealt 
with  as  exceptional  instances.  That,  there- 
fore, was  an  answer  to  any  complaint  for 
not  bringing  in  a  general  measure  in  the 
present  Session ;  but,  with  regard  to  any 
general  measure  in  a  future  Session,  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  such  as  they  might 
expect  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  J.  Graham),  who 
regarded  the  present  state  of  the  diocese 
of    Durham,  part  of  the  duties  of  which 
were  peformed  by  the  Bishop  of  Manches- 
ter, aa  **  satisfactory."     [Sir  J.  Graham  : 
I  said  tolerably  satisfactory.]  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
not  be  disposed  to  describe  the  condition 
of  the  diocese  of  Durham  as  tolerably  sa* 
tiafactory,  if,  on  his  return  to  his  consti- 
tuents, he  visited  Durhnm  and  some  of  the 
naore   di.'<tant    parts  of   Northumberland. 
He  did  not  wish  to  reflect  upon  the  imper- 
fect su|)erintendence  of  a  Prelate  bowed 
down  by  age  and  infirmities,  but  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was,  he 
considered,   extremely  dangerous   to  the 
Cbarch.     It  was  now  only  eight  years 
sinee  Parliament  created  the  see  of  Man- 
chester.   [Sir  J.  Graham  :  Thirty  years.  ] 
He  thought  the  see  was  appointed  in  1848, 
but  however  that  might  be,  Parliament 
had  assigned  an  income  of  between  £4,0U0 
and  £5fOOQ  a  year  to  the  see  of  Manches- 
tor»  and  was  entitled  to  expect  that  the 
'Binhop  would  devote  the  whole  of  his  time 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  own  diocese. 


To  say  that  the  Bishop  of  Manchester  had 
time  to  place  at  the  disposition  of  the 
Bishop  of  Durham  was,  without  doubt,  one 
of  the  strongest  arguments  which  could  be 
used  against  episcopscy.  That  such  would 
be  the  general  feature  of  any  measure  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  might  introduce'  was 
apparent  from  the  fact,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  pointed  out  how,  in  the  dead 
and  torpid  state  of  the  Church  which  pre* 
vailed  in  the  reign  of  George  I.,  a  Bishop 
of  Rochester  administered,  without  scandal 
or  inconvenience,  the  see  of  London  ;  and 
how,  in  1843,  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury 
performed  the  duties  of  the  diocese  of  Bath 
and  Wells  during  the  incapacity  of  Bishop 
Law.  They  were  told  that  at  the  present 
time  several  other  Prelates  were  incapaci- 
tated by  illness,  and  the  inference  from 
the  cases  cited  was,  that  the  healthy  Bi- 
shops were  to  perform  the  duties  between 
them.  No  argument,  he  asserted,  could 
be  more  dangerous  to  the  Church  or  incon- 
sistent in  itself.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Univerity  of  Oxford  (Sir 
W.  Heathcote)  said  the  relations  between  a 
Bishop  and  his  clergy  should  be  of  a  close, 
intimate,  affectionate>  and  personal  cha- 
racter ;  but  how  could  that  be  expected  if 
his  duties  were  performed  in  the  most 
rapid  and  perfunctory  manner  possible  by 
a  Bishop  coming  for  the  purpose  from  a 
distant  diocese.  He  trusteo,  therefore, 
whatever  the  measure  roi^ht  be  which  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  introduce,  it 
would  not  be  founded  on  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham).  He 
hoped  that  the  question  of  the  subdivision 
of  the  bishoprics  would  not  be  overlooked. 
He  believed  there  had  been  a  recommend- 
ation, on  authority,  that  subdivision  should 
take  place  in  both  these  dioceses.  He  had 
only  that  morning  formed  one  of  a  deputa- 
tion which  waited  on  the  noble  Lqrd  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  to  urge  the  sub- 
division of  the  diocese  of  London.  He 
hoped  that  when  bringing  in  a  general 
measure  for  the  retirement  of  Bishops,  the 
Government  would  introduce  some  other 
measure  for  the  extension  of  the  episco- 
pate, and  he  inferred  that,  there  was  some 
such  intention  from  the  concluding  clause 
of  the  Bill  under  consideration,  which  pro- 
vided that  the  new  Bishop  of  London  and 
the  new  Bishop  of  Durham  should  take 
their  sees  subject  to  any  arrangement  Par- 
liament might  make  during  the  next  three 
years  relative  to  those  dioceses.  He  must 
express  his  astonishment  at  the  opposition 
which  had  sprung  up  against  the  Bill,  and, 
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althoQgh  he  l»d  Kstenad  with  attdntm  to 
tb«  argument*  which  csme  from  right  bon. 
QeMtlemon  exeretaing  great  authoritj  in 
that  HottM,  those  argvmenta  appeared  to 
Jiim  to  be  eztremelj  teobnical.  The  oppo* 
Bition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  flactteld)  waa  more  reaaonable,  be- 
canae  bo  waa  opposed  to  epiaoopaej  alko- 
Mtber,  bat,  widiout  following  the  boo. 
Gentleman  into  the  lengthened  disquiaition 
by  which  he  intended  to  ahow  that  there 
were  Nonoonformitt  diTinea  with  whom  the 
divines  of  the  Chareh  of  England  could 
not  compare,  he  would  eipre»a  his  earnest 
deaire  that  the  House  would  support  Her 
Mfljesty'a  Ministers  in  applying  a  practical 
remedy  to  a  gross  and  glaring  eviU 

SiB  JOHN  FITZGERALD  said,  he 
was  opposed  to  the  Bill,  considering  it  one 
of  exclusion.  It  granted  retiring  pensions 
to  two  right  rcT.  Prelates,  both  of  whom 
were  in  receipt  of  immense  incomes  quite 
adeqoate  to  provide  for  themseWes  and 
their  families.  It  Appeared  these  two 
right  rev.  Prelates  had  sent  a  statement 
to  the  effect  that  from  age  and  iniirroitiea 
they  were  rendered  incapable  of  perform- 
ing their  duties,  and  therefore  on  receiving 
a  certain  amount  of  annuities  they  were 
willing  to  retire.  But,  be  would  ask, 
were  not  the  working  clergy  equally  liable 
to  varioua  infirmitiea  as  the  two  right  rev. 
Prelatea  ?  yet  not  one  word  waa  mentioned 
of  providing  retiring  pensions  for  them — 
certainly  the  most  laborious  body  in  the 
Church.  Another  objoction  to  the  Bill 
was  the  very  nature  of  it — a  proposition 
coming  from  the  two  right  rev.  Prelates, 
atating  on  what  terms  they  were  willing  to 
retire  and  give  np  their  biahoprtes;  and 
what  was  the  eonstructiun  placed  on  such 
a  proposal  ?  Several  of  the  learned  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  during  the  debate,  had 
declared  that  they  considered  such  a  mode 
of  proceeding  aa  amounting  to  simony; 
and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  would 
pause  and  not  persevere  in  attempting  to 
pass  the  Bill.  They  had  heard  much  of 
the  '*  faith  of  a  Christian"  laUly  in  that 
House,  and  they  ought  also,  he  thought, 
to  bear  in  mind  Christian  charity,  and  not 
make  such  a  Bill  as  the  one  now  proposed 
an  exclusive  one,  but  have  a  regular  scale 
of  retiring  penaions  for  all  daasea  of  the 
clergy  drawn  out — which,  he  waa  certain, 
would  not  only  give  general  satisfaction  to 
the  eountry,  but  would  also  be  of  real  ser* 
vice  to  the  Church  of  Bngland. 

MR.HILDTARD   said,   great   wealth 
Mr.  Mowhray 


appertained  to  the  Seo  ef  PnrhMs.  iod 
he  recollected  that  much  discontent  vas 
occasioned  when  a  portion  of  tkat  wealth 
was  appropriated  to.  the  legitknato  purpose 
of  inoreaaing  small  livt^ga.  The  eQgi«n* 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mowbray),  if 
carried  out,  wonld  bring  hack  that  WMlth, 
and,  therefore,  persons  intereated  in  the 
dtoceee  had  stroi^  moUvea  for  urging  the 
appointment  of  two  or  three  more  Bishopa. 
The  present  Bill  provided  peaaiooa  oat  ot 
the  Ecoleaiastieal  Common  Fund,  wiiheal 
injury  to  that  fimd ;  but  aa  aeon  aa  thoie 
lives  fell  in  that  wonld  not  he  tlie  esse, 
and  he  moat  protest  against  treochiog  apon 
the  '*  Common  Fund*'  for  the  retving  pea- 
sions  ef  BiabopSr  beeanse  it  woe  at  preeeat 
wholly  inadequate  to  provide  for  the  working 
clergy.  He  would  remind  the  Ilouae  what 
had  occurred  with  respect  to  the  rettreraeat 
of  Irish  Judgea.  There  waa  no  class  of 
functionaries  looked  upon  with  a«  mnck 
consideration  aa  the  Judgea.  Bat  it  wsi 
nut  se  with  the  Bishopa.  Religieiia  prejo- 
diees  and  animusitiea  were  oxoiled  and  mads 
imperative  the  utmost  precautbaa^  no  that 
on  the  one  band,  they  shomld  not  clia^  to 
place  after  they  ought  to  resign  for  the 
purpose  of  throwing  the  patronage  of  sp* 
pointing  their  sncoessors  into  the  haads  of 
their  political  frienda ;  and,  on  the  other, 
that  an  unscrupulous  mmority  alionld  nst 
be  enabled  to  compel  them  to  resign  «hfts 
they  were  fully  equal  te  the  diacbaige  of 
their  duties.  He  hoped  Parliament  would 
not  he  eonaidered  as  reppeaented  by  the 
small  number  of  persona  now  preeeat,  and 
that  when  a  general  meaaure  was  iatro* 
duced  they  might  bo  allowed  to  fredy  dis- 
cuss it  upon  its  own  merits.  Aithoagh  be 
disapproved  of  the  Bill,  and  ahvuld  be  glod 
to  throw  it  out,  he  would  ai^ggest  that, 
after  the  atrong  expression  of  the  0|Hnion 
of  the  House  in  the  division  yesterday,  ^e 
hon.  Member  for  Shcffmid  (Mr.  UadiieU) 
would  do  no  good  by  persevering  with  his 
Amendment. 

Ma.  MOWBRAY  said,  ho  mast  beg  to 
explain  that  he  wished  the  aee  of  Durkaai 
to  be  so  divided  as  to  give  a  Bishop  to 
Northumberland,  with  which  county  he 
had  no  coaneotioa  or  iatereat  Be  was 
in  favour  of  the  appointnsent  ef  two  or 
diree  more  Biahepa  for  the  whole  of  fif^* 
land. 

Viscount  PALMBRSTON  said,  he  wss 
very  well  aware  that  the  hen.  Member  lor 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Hadfield)  waa  a  aiost  dete^ 
mined  enemy  to  the  Chnreh  Bstahhsbmeai, 
and,  aa  the  hon.  Member  waa  of  opiaioa 
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thAt  ibis  Bill  wouM  be  most  detrhnontal  to 
the  Intereftts  of  tlie  Established  Chareb, 
he  thoQght  he  might,  on  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  showing,  claim  his  support.    If 
the  hon.  Member  reallj  thooght  the  Bill 
would  have  the  effect  n-hich  he  aseribed  to 
H  he  ought  to  divide  with  the  Government 
in  its  favoor,  and  vote  against  his  own 
Amendment.     He  ooo)d  not  express  him- 
self )n  clearer  terms  than  those  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Mowbray)  upon 
the  point,  that  even  if  a  general  ooeasnre 
had  been  proposed  thej  mnst  have  had  a 
clause  making   exceptional  provision   for 
these  two  sees  in  question,  because  it  was 
only  fair  and  just  that  the  proportion  of 
retiring  allowance   should  be   calculsted, 
not  according  to  the  reduced  incomes  which 
those  Prelates  had  never  received,  but  ac- 
cording to  the  incomes  which  they  had  been 
in  the  receipt  of.     Any  general  rule  must 
therefore  be  subject  to  those  exceptions. 
As  to  what  might  be  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to  a 
general  measure  he  was  not  at  the  present 
moment  prepared  to  state   them,  but  he 
was   quite  prepared   to    say  that    If   the 
Government  proposed  a  general  measure 
next    Session    they    would    do    it    upon 
their  own  responHibility,  and  that  nothing 
which    had  passed  in   the  course  of   the 
debates   would   preclnde    hon.  Gentlemen 
fVom  considering  the  measure  upon  it*  own 
merits.     At  the  same  time,  with  respect 
to  the  topic  on  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Hifdyard)  had  dwelt — name- 
ly,  his  objection  to  any  arrangement  by 
which    relii-ing    allowances    were    placed 
on  the  '*  Common  Fond,'*  because  he  con* 
sidered  that  fund  ought  to  be  devoted  to 
the  general  iuterests  of  the  Church  by  the 
increase  of  small  livings.      Now,  the  in- 
terests of  the  Church  lay  in  more  direc- 
tions than  one,  and  altht>ugh  it  might  be 
the  interest  of  the  Church  to  give  adequate 
stipends  to  parochial  clergymen,   yet,  it 
undoubtedly  was  greatly  to  the  interest  of 
the  Church  that  ^e  duties  of  the  episco* 
pooy  should  be  effectively  performed,  and 
in  the  ease  in  which  a  Bishop  by  age  or 
infirmity  was  unable  to  perform  those  du- 
ties it  was  the  interest  of  the  Church  to 
anpply  his  place  by  an  active  and  efficient 
Bishup.     He  only  mentioned  that  to  show 
that  much  could  be  said  both  ways,  and 
that  the  House  might  not  run  off  with  the 
conclusion  that  no  answer  could  be  made 
to  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.     With  regard  to  the  method  of 
supplying  the  places  of  infirm  Bishops,  he 


had  no  hesitation  in  stating  that  bis  own 
opinion  was  very  much  the  same  aa  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Mowbray's),  that 
the  arrans^eroent  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
would  not  be  a  good  ooe.  His  opinion 
was-— subject,  of  course,  to  the  better 
opinion  c^  the  House — tliat  if  they  were 
obliged 'by  peculiar  circumstances  to  ve- 
lieve  from  doty  an  aged  and  infirm  Bishop, 
it  would  be  a  bad  arrangement  to  place 
under  or  over  him,  but  in  the  diocese  with 
him,  an  episcopal  office,  not  having  aN  that 
weight  and  authority  which  belonged  to 
the  actual  possessor  of  the  see.  In  bia 
opinion,  in  that  ease  tbey  ought  to  get  a 
clear  see  and  oppoint  another  Bishop,  on 
whom  the  responsibility  ^ould  be  undi<* 
vided,  just  as  if  a  vacancy  had  occurred. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Hildyard)  that  retirement 
ought  not  to  depend  either  upon  the  sim- 
ple will  of  the  Bishop  or  upon  the  discre* 
tion  of  the  Government  of  the  day.  They 
ought  to  endeavour  to  find  some  indepen- 
dent authority  which,  having  the  intereatsof 
the  Church  at  heart,  and  not  being  connect* 
ed  with  the  Qevemment  of  the  Jay,  should 
detennine  in  the  two  cases  whether  the 
Bishop  wishing  -  to  retire  was  really  by 
physical  iiiBriuities  incompetent,  or  whe- 
ther the  Bibhop,  unwilling  to  retire,  hut 
evidently  incompetent  by  physical  infirmi- 
ties, should  not  be  obliged  to  retire.  He 
thonglit  it  was  quite  right  that  that  deci- 
sion should  not  rest  with  the  Government 
of  the  day,  because  any  arrangement  they 
might  make  would  certainly  be  open  to 
animadversion  and  the  imputation  of  mo- 
tives, to  which,  although  persons  who  un- 
derstood the  political  affairs  of  the  country 
knew  the  Government  were  not  really 
liable,  yet  it  was  undesirable  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  exposed.  He  therefore 
thought  that,  if  there  were  a  general  mea- 
sure, some  such  arrangement  as  he  had 
suggested  ou^ht  to  be  adopted.  He  was 
willing  to  admit  that  these  partial  mea- 
sures were  objectionable,  because  they 
raised  discussion  upon  personal  questions 
connected  with  dignitaries  of  the  Chureb, 
to  which  it  was  unfair  to  expose  them ; 
but,  without  giving  any  pledge  that  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  frame  a  fit 
measure,  if  they  did  propose  any  general 
measure  it  must  be  considered  as  the  mea- 
sure of  the  Government,  and  no  one  would 
bo  committed  to  approval  of  it  by  any- 
thing which  might  pass  on  the  present 
occasion. 
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Mb.  HENLET  said,  tie  tbougbt  tbat 
the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  threw  some 
light  on  the  course  which  the  Government 
wonld  probably  take  next  Session  on  this 
anbjeet.  He  congratulated  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
on  the  task  which  he  had  undertaken,  to 
form  some  kind  of  tribunal  to  decide  on 
some  general  principle  as  to  the  claims  of 
right  re?.  Prelates  wishing  to  retire.  The 
noble  Lord  had  made  up  his  mind  so  far, 
that  he  thought  when  the  Bishop  became 
unfit  ibr  duty  he  should  be  removed.  He 
was  quite  of  opinion  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  leave  the 
decision  of  such  matters  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  time  being.  The  noble  Lord 
seemed  also  to^ave  made  up  his  mind  as 
to  the  insufficiency  of  appointing  suffrsgan 
BiMiop^.  The  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
(Mr.  Mowbray)  had  commented  on  the 
strange  course  which  had  been  taken  in 
opposition  to  the  Bill  by  Members  who 
had  always  been  regarded  as  the  friends 
of  the  Church.  But  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  fact, 
that  the  Bill  proposed  a  novel  mode  of 
dealing  with  Church  diii:nitaries,  and  that 
they  who  had  opposed  it  were  desirous  of 
adhering  to  the  established  rules  of  the 
Church.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  episcopal  wants  ought  to  be  supplied 
as  well  as  parochial  wants.  The  noble 
Lord  had  commented  on  the  observations 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Hild- 
yard),  who  had  entered  his  protest  against 
trenching  on  the  "  Common  Fund  "  to  sup- 
ply retiring  allowances  to  Bishops;  but  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  forget  that  there 
was  no  "  Common  Fund  '*  ior  the  parochial 
clergyman  to  fall  back  upon  if  he  became 
unfit  for  duty,  either  for  a  retiring  allow- 
ance  or  for  the  support  of  a  curate.  If 
they  were  to  act  on  a  general  principle,  he 
saw  no  justice  in  providing  for  the  pensions 
of  Bishops  out  of  the  *' Common  Fund," 
while  the  parochial  clergyman  was  left  to 
support  himself  out  of  his  own  means.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  consider  any  one  pledged  as  to  future 
legislation  on  the  subject. 

Mit.EINNAIRD  said,  that  although  he 
was  not  favourable  to  excesBive  episcopal 
incomes,  and  though  he  had  objected  to 
many  things  the  Bishop  of  Londun  had 
done,  he  could  not  let  the  criticisms  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Had 
field)  pass  without  notice.  He  believed 
Dr.  Blomfield  had  administered  the  re- 
venues of  the  see  with  great  liberality. 


During  his  episcopacy  he  had  conseoraied 
not  fewer  than  200  new  churches ;  and  be 
had  built  and  endowed  one  of  them  enttrelr 
at  his  own  cost. 

Mr.  pell  ATT  said,,  that,  though  a 
Nonconformist,  he  had  voted  for  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill,  because  it  was  a 
question  of  State,  and  he  felt  it  hia  dntj  to 
support  the  Government  in  doing  what  was 
best  to  be  done  under  the  cironmstances. 
He  hoped  that  in  framing  any  general 
measure  the  noble  Lord  would  not  over- 
look the  propriety  of  removing  the  Bish<^ 
from  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Preamble  postponed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdravn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  retolning 
all  his  objections  to  the  Bill,  and  deeming 
it  to  be  highly  indecent  that  the  House 
should  be  called  upon  within  five  or  six 
days  to  pass  the. measure,  yet,  judging 
from  the  division  of  last  night,  Uiat  the 
House  would  not  concur  with  him  in  that 
matter,  ho  should  confine  himself  on  the 
present  occasion  to  proposing  an  Amend- 
ment, with  a  view  of  embodying  his  pro- 
test against  what  he  conceived  to  be  the 
objectionable  nature  of  the  Bill.  The  boo. 
Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Mowbray)  had 
expressed  great  astonishment  with  r^srd 
to  the  course  which  had  been  taken  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  opposed  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  they  ought 
to  have  done  directly  the  reverse.  His 
hon.  Friend,  no  doubt,  had  arrived,  with 
great  satisfaction  to  himself,  at  that  con- 
clusion; but  when  he  had  devoted  to  public 
business  as  many  years  as  those  who  had 
at  present  given  four,  five,  six,  and  seven 
times  as  many  years  to  the  business  of  the 
public  as  he  had,  he  would  perhaps  be  less 
ready  to  express  his  surprise  at  the  course 
which  had  been  pursued.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  said  that  nothing  but  technical  objec- 
tions had  been  taken ;  but  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) must  tell  his  hon.  Friend  that  one 
of  the  great  dangers  of  the  period  in  which 
they  lived,  and  the  most  besetting  nn  of 
that  House,  was  a  disposition  to  live,  in 
respect  to  legislation,  from  hand  to  mouth, 
and  to  ranke  provisions  for  the  moment 
and  the  hour,  and  then  to  c^ll  that  prac- 
tical legislation.  When  they  were  invited 
to  direct  their  attention  either  to  the  ge* 
neral  principles  of  the  law,  or  to  remote 
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and  uUerior  consequences,  they  were  told 
that  these  were  mere  technical  objections. 
Now,  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  if  it 
was  a  mere  technical  objection  to  consider 
the  terms  on  which  the  resignation  of  a 
bishopric  or  of  a  benefice  was  made — whe- 
ther it  was  made  in  connection  with  some 
emolument  or  not  ?  However,  his  present 
object  was  to  move  an  Amendment,  for  the 
purpose  of  recording  his  objection  to  this 
pecuniary  bargain,  which  he  considered  to 
run  counter  to  the  common  law  of  all 
Christendom.  No  answer  had  been  given 
to  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Napier),  that  the 
resignation  of  a  spiritual  office  on  a  bar- 
gnin  for  the  receipt  of  money,  as  an  essen- 
tial condition  for  resigning^  was  simony. 
He  challenged  contradiction  to  that  pro- 
position, and  he  felt  bolder  in  so  doing  in 
consequence  of  the  able  arguments  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  It  was 
the  bargain  of  the  individual,  it  was  the 
making  the  receipt  of  money  a  condition 
of  resigning  a  spiritual  office,  which  consti- 
tuted the  offence  of  simony.  His  opinion 
was,  that  no  general  measure  would  have 
given  a  sanction  to  any  particular  bargain ; 
but  it  would  have  been  perfectly  easy  to 
avoid  any  difficulty  on  that  point.  Ho 
entertained  strong  objections  to  making  a 
particular  bargain,  and  he  believed  his  no- 
ble Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
had  fairly  admitted,  to  a  certain  extent, 
those  objections.  He  should,  therefore, 
move  that,  instead  of  the  words,  **  accept 
the  resignation  of  his  see  by  the  said 
Charles  James  Lord  Bishop  of  London," 
there  be  inserted,  *'  accept  the  resignation 
of  his  see  by  any  Bishop  of  his  province." 

Sir  GEORGE  GREIY  said,  the  object 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  to  make  the 
Act  a  general  Act,  instead  of  it  being  a 
particular  Act,  confined  to  two  cases  only. 
The  first  objection  to  such  a  proposition 
was,  that  no  measure  of  the  kind  could  be 
passed  during  the  present  Session.  If  his 
right  hon.  Friend  enforced  his  Amendment, 
it  would  in  fact  negative  the  Bill. 

Hr.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
baye  incurred  the  censure  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford.  He  certainly  thought  that  when 
the  Bishops  of  London  and  Durham  were 
about  to  surrender  two-thirds  of  their  in- 
come, they  were  setting  an  example  of 
which  00  one  could  disapprove.  He  con- 
sidered it  to  be  an  act  of  great  disinterest- 
edness on  the  part  of  those  right  rev.  Pre- 
latosy  and  tfaat  no  corrupt  motive  could  be 


assigned  to  them.  He  therefore  did  think 
that  the  argument  concerning  simony  was 
of  a  strictly  technical  character,  and  he 
still  remained  of  that  opinion. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  whether  the  letter  from  the 
Bishop  of  Durham,  bearing  date  the  2l8t 
of  June,  was  the  first  communication  which 
had  passed  between  that  Prelate  and  the 
Government?  It  was  known  that  the 
Bishop  of  Durham  first  intimated  to  the 
Government  in*  November  last,  his  inten* 
tion  to  resign  upon  terms  which  had  re- 
ference to  the  amount  of  income  to  be 
provided  for  him  on  his  resignation.  Ho 
therefore  wished  to  ask  whether  the  letter 
of  the  21st  of  June,  1856,  in  which  the 
Bishop  stipulated  for  an  annual  allowance 
of  jC4,500,  was  the  first  communication 
that  had  passed  between  him  and  the  Go- 
vernment with  reference  to  the  amount  to 
be  allowed  to  him  on  his  retirement  ?  His 
reasons  for  potting  the  question  so  dis- 
tinctly was,  that  he  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Bishop  of  Durham  had  not  in  the 
first  instance  required  a  larger  sum,  and 
whether  the  Government  did  not  object  to 
propose  to  Parliament  a  larger  sum,  and 
whether,  after  much  communication  with 
regard  to  the  amount,  this  letter  of  the 
2i8t  of  June  was  ultimately  the  result 
of  frequent  communications  between  the 
Bishop  and  the  Government,  and  that  the 
Government  at  last  consented  to  recom- 
mend £4,500  as  the  maximum  amount  to 
be  provided  for  the  Bishop  ? 

ViBcouNT  PALMBRSTON::  I  beg. 
Sir,  to  say  that  I  shall  feel  very  glad 
to  answer  the  question  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  since  it  has  been  put,  though  I 
must  say  that  this  is  the  first  time  I  have 
heard  of  the  circumstances  which  have' 
been  referred  to.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
in  the  course  of  last  autumn,  or  rather 
shortly  before  the  Christmas  holidays,  I 
was  informed  verbally  that  the  Bishop  of 
Durham  wished  to  resign.  I  took  those 
steps  upon  that  communication  which  I 
thought  to  be  necessary,  having  then  an 
intention  of  bringing  forward  a  measure 
relating  to  these  cases.  But  after  a  cer- 
tain period  I  was  informed,  from  the  same 
quarter,  that  the  Bihhop  of  Durham  no 
longer  wished  to  resign  ;  therefore  the 
matter  dropped.  The  first  communication 
made  tO  me  by  the  Bishop  was  by  letter. 
It  may  be,  and  very  possibly  was,  the  fact, 
that  some  days  before  that  letter  waa  ac- 
tually written  a  verbal  communication  was 
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aiftJe  to  DM  en  tho  poisti  bal  thU  I  d« 
•Ute«-rhiit  at  oo  time  was  any  larger  ftum 
proposed  than  wLal  has  beea  mentionod, 
nor  was  there  aaj  cemnanioatioB  or  nego- 
tiatioB  eiich  as  has  been  talked  of,  or  any 
ot^'ectioB  nade  by  me  to  any  larger  sum 
than  tliat  which  is  mentioned  in  the  Bill. 

6iE  JOHN  SHELLBT  said,  that  with 
regard  (a  the  Bishop  of  London,  inforni^ 
tion  from  a  eource  which  he  knew  to  be 
eorreet  had  reached  him,  that  on  the  part 
of  that  right  re?.  Prelate  oo  proposition  of 
any  kind  had  been  made' by  bim,  except 
vhst  was  contained  in  the  correspondence. 

Ma.  EVBLYN  DBNISO^  said,  he 
Tery  much  regretted,  now  that  they  iiad 
got  into  Committee,  that  their  attention 
abould  have  been  directed  to  mattors  not 
atrietly  before  them.  With  respect  to  the 
Amendment,  he  doubted  whether,  if  the 
proposed  words  were  introd*iced,  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  recast  the  whole  Bill. 
JBe  thought  it  would  be  impossible  to 
transform  the  present  Bill  into  a  general 
measttre,  and  he  shenld  therefore  vote 
against  the  Amendment. 

Mjl  HKNLBY  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  words  propotied  to  be  iefi  out  would 
by  any  means  have  the  effect  of  making 
the  Bill  a  general  Bill ;  nor  did  he  believe 
tliat,  if  the  Amendment  were  agreed  to, 
the  otlier  clauses  of  the  Bill  would  require 
recasting.  The  only  oi^t  of  the  Amend- 
ment  would  be  that  no  special  cause  of  re- 
signation woubl  Ite  shown. 

Mft.GLADSTONB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Malton  (Mr.  8.  Denison)  was  quite 
jnietaken  in  supposing  that  the  edition  of 
the  Amendment  would  make  it  necessary 
to  change  the  other  daoses  of  the  Bill. 
The  principle  he  wished  to  lay  down  was, 
that  the  law  of  resignation  should  be  a 
general  law.  The  Bill  did  not  authorise 
resiiniation,  it  only  recognised  resignation. 

Ma.  NAPIBR  said,  the  Bill,  if  amended 
as  proposed,  would  not  give  the  two  Bishops 
any  new  power  to  resign  which  they  did 
not  already  possess  by  law;  and  a  great 
portion  of  hw  objection  to  the  measure 
wouhl  therefore  be  removed.  The  Bill 
would  be  simply  a  nseasure  to  make  a 
pecuniary  provision  for  two  Bishops  who 
imd  unoonditionally  surrendered  their  sees. 

Thb  solicitor.  GBNBBAL  said,  in 
eonseqnenee  of  indisposition,  he  had  not 
had  the  epportnnity  of  expressing  an  opi- 
nion upon  the  Bill  on  a  previous  ditacussioD, 
Im  tlierefore  hoped  the  Ceaimittee  would 
hear  with  him  while  he  made  a  few  re- 
aoNurka  mi  the  aseasufo.    It  wan  net  a  anb- 

Ft5coun(  Palmerstan 


ject  OB  which  he  would  venture  to  wlier  aa 
opinion  without  much  consideration.     He 
deeply    deplored    that    any    obeervaUoas 
should  have  been  made  to  the  effect  that 
if  the  Bill  were  carried  an  inaputatien  cf 
simony  would  attach  to  the  right  rsv.  Pre> 
lates  whose  names  were  connectad  with  it. 
That  ought  not  to  have  bcien  stated  by 
any  one  who  could  not  conscieatiaualy  aver 
that  he  was  perfeotly  well  informed  npoa 
the  subject  of  the  law  and  conToaaot  with 
ecclesiastical  proceedings.     He  ventared  to 
say,  with  great  humility,  but  with  umk 
confidence,  that  any  man  who  would  dertAe 
an  hour  to  ecclesiastical  hiatory,  or  to  aace^ 
tain  what  were  the  ecclesiastical  duties  d 
the  Bisliops — which  any  man  might  do  vU 
would  look  through  the  Statatu^— woaM 
be  perfectly  convinced  tliat  what  waa  aov 
proposed  to  be  done  was  in  strict  conforaiitT 
with  the  law  of  the  Church,  and  in  strict 
conformity  with  the  municipal  and  contea- 
tionsJ  law  of  simony»  which   waa  all  that 
they  were  bound  to  reoogniae.     Kow,  what 
was  the  practice  of  the  Church  in  ancient 
times  ?  He  would  read  what  waa  the  historj 
of  the  resignation  of  the  Bi^iop  of  Dnrkssi 
in  tlie  fourteenth  century.    He  quoted  fir>m 
Strype's  History  of  the  Life  Md  Atta  tf 
Archbkiop  OrmdoZ:— ^ 

<<  PanAcatioiis  Bealw  Marie  iamiiaewle^  EpiH' 

oopus  Du&elmensis  Nioolaiis,MSiticiia  ae  ainisiiiii 
▼aletudinarium,  et  infirmum,  Ac,  EptacofRtva 
8UUID  Dunelmensem,  obtcDtl  tali  i  Damiao  Pkfi 
Hccntifii,  rettgnavit, — [hon  Members  ehoeld  ob- 
serve ttia  pecaliar  phraaeology  of  wbai  ialIa«9l-> 
et  datls  ad  hoe  pr^viaoribus,  Arebiepisaepe  Eba- 
racensi  et  Londinensi  et  Wigorninui  Egiaeofek 
assignata  sunt  ei  tria  maaeria, — viz.»  de  Bovedee 
cam  pertinentiit,  Stoctuna  et  Esingtima.  Reee- 
dens  igitur  I  Dunelmo,  accept&  ibidem  A  Hatii^ut 
lioent^  ad  alteratnim  dietonim 


suras,  perroxit,  «t  ia^paoa  ibidem,  aiaa  y  lelai  um 

▼el  causarum  strepitu,  exatus  k  soUiaitadiaibQs 
mundanis,  sibi  jam  expectant!  donee  ^ss  veairet 
immutatio,  lilierfus  oratioai'  Tacarei,  Aa.** 

It  might  not  be  unworthy  the  attenfon  of 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 

the  Unirersity  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone) 

to  consider  in  what  way  objecttona  to  ar- 

ranfi^ements  for  retiring  Bishops  were  met 

in  those  days  : — 

"  Adulatores  quidam  pesslmi  capientes  plaeecf 
Dunelmensi  Episcopo  Waltero,  petienmt  a  P^ 
Episcopatnm  vel  redlnt^grari,  vel  aaltim  auas^ 
damnifloari.  Qaibes  Paya.  Miimaur  taper  l» 
Noone  faeu  fuit  distrilnitio  illa»  et  partido  pr 
magaam  deliborationem  ct  oonsideratioeem  Tir^ 
rum  peritorum,  et  consensum  partiam ;  ei  re* 
jam  confirmata  est  per  dos.  et  regem  Angtm,  ^ 
per  provisorea.  Et  sio  repulsi  aaaii  at  assrnff^ 
earn  probris." 

There  was  anodier  case-*-thn  ease  of  Aitk* 
Inshop  Oriadal.    H«  wai  Aithhafanp  ef 
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CanteAofy  in  tke  reign  of  BKiabeth,  aad, 
being  Mini,  was  incapable  of  performing 
the  daiiea  of  his  office.  The  Queen  sent 
the  Lord  Treasurer  to  hiro»  and,  after  an 
interview,  the  Lord  Treasurer  sent  a  mes- 
eafte  to  eome  persen  atlettdlng  nboot  the 
Qneen  t<«-« 

**  To  inform  Her  Majesty  it  his  leisure,  that  the 
ArchMshop  was  new  Mdy  at  lAdf  Daf,  being 
the  end  of  the  Half  ^ar  aUotted  him,  to  reaign 
bis  bishoprio,  to  be  oonibrrcd  by  her  upon  tone 
other,  to  enter  into  actual  government  of  tbe 
Church  of  England,  which  sustained,  ho  said,  great 
lack  Ibr  present  action.  '1  hat  he  yielded  himself 
to  Her  Majesty's  goodaesa  to  have  some  pension 
during  hit  then  life,  wluob  be  (tbe  Treaanrer) 
wished  to  be  great  and  bononrable,  althongb  it 
should  be  to  the  successor  burdenous  for  tbe  pre- 
sent. But  he  that  should  have  it  must  shape  his 
garment  with  his  eloth  Ibr  the  time.  That  he  had 
aeea  into  tbe  valea  of  tbe  Arobbisbops  poaaes- 
sionsy  and  found  them  to  be  about  £^780  per 
annum,  according  to  the  rate  of  tbe  book  of  first- 
fruits.  That  he  had  also  seen  the  particular  books 
of  the  anntial  receipts,  which  grew  somewhat,  but 
not  Uttch,  above :  and  if  tbe  then  Archbishop 
might  have  £700  or  XdSO  a  year  pension,  be 
thought  hia  aiicoesaor  with  good  huabandry  night 
make  the  rest  to  be  £2,000." 

[Mr.  GrADSTONE:  What  is  the  book  you 
are  quoting  from  ?]  The  passage  is  from 
Strype's  Life  <f  ArckbisMop  Orindal, 
The  Archbisliop  made  two  petitions  to 
Her  Majesty^  that  she  would  grant  him  the 
house  at  Croydon,  and 

"  This  he  signified  to  his  Friend  the  Lord  Trea- 
surer, showing  him  that  in  all  resignations  of 
Bis  hope,  ao  &r  as  he  had  read  or  heard,  there  had 
been  always  one  bousa  at  the  loaat,  pertaining  So 
itke  see,  assigaad  to  tbe  resigner,  as  partly  might 
sppear  by  a  note  which  he  aent  him,  taken  out  of 
the  biatory  of  Mathew  Paris." 

The  other  petition  was — 

*'  That  he  might  not  be  ea^led  to  trooble  after 
bis  raaigaaSien  Ibr  dilapidatiaaB.  From  whieb, 
io  bo  waa  informed  by  the  learned  in  tbe  laws,  he 
was  by  law  upon  a  raaignation  excuaad.  <Notwith. 
standing,  akliov^h  he  did  not  distrust  the  equity 
>f  his  sueoessor,  yet  because  he  had  been  so 
nuoh  trDUbled  with  suits  ft»r  dilapidations,  he  was 
barM.  And  therefore  pr»yod«  that  hs  might 
tare  aoma  good  amiataaoe  if  tho  case  abould  ao 
require*" 

[t  was  so  arranged  that  the  House  at 
[^rojdon  should  he  giTen,  an4  also  freedom 
Tom  diiapidatiens ;  and  these  conditions 
rvere  recited  in  the  deed  of  resignation 
ivhick  was  prepared.  The  deed  was  not 
completed,  beca>ise  the  good  old  Areh- 
lisltop  died  before  the  arrangement  conid 
>e  carried  into  eifect ;  bet  no  one  in  those 
laye — and  they  knew  the  law  of  simony 
lisi  ne  well  as  lawyers  did  now^^-ever 
IresMttl  tkM  Archbisbep  Qrindal  was  open 


to  the  charge  of  aimony.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Meuiber  fir  the  University  of  Ok- 
ford  (Sir  W.  Heathcote)  referred  to  the 
statnte  26  An.  VIH.,  chap.  iii.  Wlio- 
ever  looked  at  the  21st,  22nd,  and  23rd 
sectiona  of  that  Act  would  iad  that  in 
every  case  of  rosignation  by  a  fiiehop, 
Abbot,  or  Dean,  it  was  competent  to  toe 
ordinary  to  Assign  a  pension  to  the  retiring 
dignitary,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  retenne  of 
the  soooeeding  Bishop,  Abbot,  or  Dean, 
and  in  some  partienlar  oases  tbe  statnte 
provided  that  the  pension  should  not  ex- 
ceed a  limited  amount.  That  particular 
St  s  to  to  was  not  in  the  smallest  degree  in- 
terfered with  by  31  Blie.  The  Act  of 
Bllsabeth  struck  only  at  corrnpt  resigna- 
tions and  pensions,  which  were  the  resnit 
of  corrupt  bargains.  The  consequence 
was,  that  by  the  law,  as  embodied  in  the 
statute  of  Henry  VIII.,  and  confirmed  by 
the  statute  of  Anne,  it  was  competent  to 
give  pensions  upon  resignations,  and,  hut 
ror  some  diffieol ties  in  the  manner  and  form 
of  carrying  these  resignations  into  etfeCt, 
there  would  have  been  no  necessity  to  come 
to  Parliament  at  aU  ;  but  rnasmueh  as 
there  had  been  no  resignation  of  a  bidiop- 
ric  since  tlie  time  of  the  Reformation, 
there  would  be  a  diflbulty,  no  doubt,  in 
understanding  accurately  in  what  form  to 
carry  the  law  into  effect ;  and  it  had  there- 
fore been  thought  best  to  bring  in  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  He  was  surprised 
that  a  right  nv.  Prelate  in  another  place 
(the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  should  net  only 
have  objected  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  of 
simony,  bnt  also,  he  stated,  because  it  was 
a  ptimUgium  introdaced  for  the  first  time, 
ami  unknown  te  the  law  of  tbe  land.  Now, 
that  o^ectien  only  showed  that  no  man 
should  deal  in  those  observatiens  wheee 
knowledge  of  the  subject  was  not  so  com- 
plete ns  to  render  it  perfectly  sura  he  could 
maintain  them.  It  was  said  this  was  a 
corrupt  bargain  on  the  part  of  the  Bishop 
of  London  and  the  Bishop  of  Durham. 
The  words  of  the  ecclesiastical  iaar  wero 
that  resignation  shonld  be  spoiile  stmpil- 
eiier  et  absolute  He  contended,  then, 
that  these  resignations  accurately  folfiUed 
that  interpretation  that  everything  was 
done  in  faciiB  eceUtiw^  and  that  there  eonid 
not  be  the  alightest  ground  for  imputing  a 
corrupt  banrain  te  those  Prelates.  It  wes 
said  that  the  Bishops  offered  to  reaign  upon 
conditions ;  but  he  could  not  imagine  a 
more  perverse  view  of  the  ^estion.  The 
letter  of  the  Bishop  of  London  was  merelgr 
to  this  efcet*^-  that  he  ir an  ieairons  of  n- 
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oeiving  a  proTision  for  old  tffe,  and  if  it 
were  allowed  by  law  he  would  accept  it ; 
that  if  the  law  gave  it  to  him,  or  if  the 
law  would  give  it  to  him,  then  he  desired 
it.  Waa  there  anj  corruption  in  a  man 
■ajiog  he  desired  to  do  nothing  more  than 
what  the  law  authorised  or  should  autho- 
rise ?  And  when  hon.  Members  spoke  of 
a  contract  by  the  (lorernmenty  they  should 
remember  that  the  arrangement  made  by 
his  noble  Friend  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  was  nothing  more  than  that*  if 
the  eii sting  law  did  not  meet  the  case,  a 
Bill  should  be  brought  in  for  the  purpose. 
He  trusted  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  would 
give  him  credit  for  speaking  with  perfect 
sincerity  when  he  expressed  his  belief  that 
he  had  laid  before  the  House  the  true 
grounds  on  which  a  legal  decision  of  the 
question  could  be  arrived  at.  Sound  rea- 
son and  good  sense  would  be  sufficient, 
even  if  the  question  would  not  stand  the 
test  of  the  law ;  but  he  believed  it  would 
stand  the  test  of  law  and  of  ecclesiastical 
usage.  He  believed  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  were  framed  in  complete  conformity 
with  what  the  law  was  upon  the  subject, 
and  in  complete  conformity  with  ecclesias- 
tical precedent  and  the  usage  of  former 
times.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read 
somewhere  that  simony  was  bargaining. 
It  was  so  ;  but  it  meant  corrupt  bargain- 
ing—the receiving  money  or  other  conai- 
deration  ^- and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  the  naked  proposition  without 
its  proper  interpretation.  If  they  altered 
the  first  clause  in  the  way  proposed,  they 
must  alter  the  Bill  altogether,  in  a  manner 
unquestionably  not  contemplated  when  leave 
was  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  retirement  of  the  Bishops  of  London 
and  Durham. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  interefere  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  but  as  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  addressed  to 
him  he  trusted  the  Committee  would  allow 
him  to  say  a  few  words  in  reply.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  he  would 
not  pronounce  a  syllable  of  censure,  and 
though  he  had  not  pronounced  censure 
explicitly,  he  had  come  as  near  to  it  as 
possible  with  the  interpretation  he  had  put 
on  the  words  repydti  accusatorei  cum  pro- 
hris.  If  there  were  any  prohra  in  this 
matter  to  whom  did  they  belong?  He 
thought  he  should  prove  that  they  did  not 
rest  upon  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  produced  a  book,  which, 
The  Solieitor  Oenoral 


by  his  learning  and  accomplishments— 
and  no  Solicitor  General  ever  possessed 
greater  talents  and  greater  accomplish- 
menU — he  had  been  enabled  to  discover, 
and  from  the  extracts  he  had  read  be 
wished  the  Committee  to  believe  he  had 
coftvicted  his  opponents  of  g^osa  ignoiance, 
because,  he  said,  any  man  who  gave  aa 
hour  to  an  examination  of  the  law  of  th*' 
Church  must  have  seen '  that  the  Bill 
before  the  Committee  was  perfectly  coo- 
formable  to  the  law,  that  the  objeetions 
were  nought,  and  that  the  accnioSores 
ought  to  be  repulsed  cum  probris.  Bat 
what  would  the  Committee  think  when  be 
assured  them  that  the  cases  quoted  by  tb? 
Solicitor  General  did  not  touch  the  matte: 
in  dispute  in  the  slightest  degree.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  conveyed 
a  perfectly  untrue  impression  as  to  tin 
character  of  the  two  cases.  Now,  what 
was  the  point  of  issue  between  him  and 
his  hon,  and  learned  Friend?  Had  he 
ever  said  that  it  was  improper  to  assigc 
maintenance  to  persons  who  resign  bishop- 
rics ?  Did  not  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  representing  a 
somewhat  rigid  rule  with  regard  to  the 
retirement  of  Bishops,  and,  at  any  rata» 
not  taking  a  too  favourable  view  of  the 
case^-did  he  not  say  that  these  Bbbopc 
ought  to  have  resigned  unconditionally  aad 
jhrown  themselves  on  the  generosity  of 
Parliament  ?  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend'^ 
indisposition  must  not  only  have  preveoted 
his  hearing  the  debate  yesterday,  bat  of 
knowing  what  was  said,  for  if  he  had  read 
what  had  been  said  in  that  House  be  coold 
not  have  fallen  into  the  gross  error  wbicb 
he  had  displayed.  The  point  at  issue  was 
not  whether  it  was  lawful  to  assign  pen- 
siops.  Who  had  ever  said  that  a  Bishop, 
if  he  resigpied  his  bishopric,  ought  to 
starve?  It  was  perfectly  plain  that  pro- 
vision ought  to  be  made  for  a  Bishop  who 
resigned  his  bisha|>ric,  but  the  qnesuon 
was — and  had  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man exhibited  only  a  hundredth  part  (d 
the  acuteness  he  was  known  to  poasess  be 
must  have  known  it — whether  they  ought 
to  have,  or  had  they  ever  had,  an  indiT?- 
dual  bargain  for  the  resignation  of  a 
bishopric  in  which  an  engagement  to  re* 
ceive  a  pension  was  made  the  condition  ci 
resignation,  and  without  which  condiri^ 
the  resignation  was  not  to  take  pls^^ 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  protJsrei 
two  cases  from  Strype's  Li/e  of  Arch' 
bishop  Ghrindal  to  show  the  fully  and  is* 
utility  of  the  proceedings  of  hia  oppon^ts. 
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To  sapport  tlie  doctrine  he  laid  down  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  quoted  the 
case  of  a  Bishop  of  Durham,  and  said  it 
was  perfectly  plain  there  was  no  bargain 
in  that  case,  for  the  words  were,  "sen- 
tiens  se  annosum,  valetudinarium,  et  in- 
firmum,  &e,,   Episcopatnm  snam  Dunel- 
mensem,  obtenta  tali  i  Domino  Papa  licen- ' 
ti&,  resignavit."     Had  it  been  that  this 
Bishop  had  said  he  would  resign  if  the 
Pope  or  the  Archbishop  would  give  him  a 
pension,  the  case  would  have  been  parallel; 
but  the  "  resignavit"  preceded  the  words 
**  ct  datis  ad  hoc  provisoribus. "    The  pen- 
sion was  provided  by  the  will  of  the  Pope, 
and  when  complaint  was  made,  not  of  any 
bargain,  but  that  too  large  a  provision  was 
made  to  the  injury  of  the  successor  in 
the  see,  that  complaint  was  found  to  be 
g^undless,  and  the  accusers  were  repulsed 
cum  probrU.     So  much  for  the  case  of 
the  Bishop  of  Durham.     He  did  not  think 
the  hon.  and  learned   Gentleman   would 
return  to  that  case ;  at  any  rate,  he  dis- 
tinctly gave  him  the  challenge  that  there 
was  not  one  syllable  in  the  recital  upon 
the  subject  of  bargain ;  and  the  bargain 
here  was-  the  whole  question.     The  pre- 
cedent quoted  had  no  more  to  do  with  it 
than  with  the  question  of  Magna  Charta. 
Then  there  was  the  case  of  Archbishop 
Grindal.     He    had    not    had    an    oppor- 
tunity of  examining  fully  into  it,  but,  so' 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  look  into  that 
case  upon  the  instant,  and  so  far  as  his 
recollection  served,  as  to  the  peculiar  cir- 
cuDQstances  attending  the  resignation  of 
Archbishop  Grindal,  he  thought  it  did  not 
make  one  bit  more  in  favour  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  argument  than 
did  the  case  of  the  worthy  old  Bishop  of 
Darham  that  he  had  quoted.     Archbishop 
Grindal  never  voluntarily  resigned  at  all. 
He  was  particularly  obnoxious  to  Queen 
Elizabeth.      Queen  Elizabeth   considered 
him  a  Tery  bad  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
and   BO  strong  was  her  opinion,  that  she 
actually  suspended  him  from  the  discharge 
of    his   duties  altogether.      He   was  not 
quite  certain  whether  that  suspension  con- 
tinned  to  the  end  of  his  life  or  not — per- 
haps he  might  have  resumed  the  adminis- 
tration of  Uie  see.     At  any  rate  he  con- 
tinued in  possession  of  the  see ;  but  Queen 
fllizabeth  signified  her  pleasure  to  Arch- 
"biahop  Grindal  that  he  should  resign,  and 
the   aignification  of  the'  pleasure  of  Queen 
HHzabeth,  he  need  not  say,  was  more  full 
of  meaning  than  anything  which  proceeded 
from    him,  or  even  anything  which  pro- 
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ceeded  from  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  whole  meaning,  purport, 
and  significance  of  the  communication 
from  Queen  Elizabeth  was  that  he  should 
resign.  That  was  the  basis  of  the  whole 
transaction ;  but  did  Archbishop  Grindal, 
or  did  he  not,  write  to  the  Minister  and 
say  he  was  ready  to  resign,  or  did  he  write 
and  say  that  he  was  ready  to  resign  upon 
the  assurance  that  he  should  have  a  pen- 
sion ? — for  it  was  admitted  that  it  was  per- 
fectly justifiable  and  honourable  for  a 
Bishop  to  ask  for  maintenance  during  the 
remainder  of  his  life,  and  that  was  the 
outside  of  what  Archbishop  Grindal  did. 
In  his  petition  he  apologised  for  not  having 
offered  to  resign  before,  and  then  he  con- 
tinued— 

"  These  were  the  consideratioDS  which  hitherto 
had  stayed  him  from  offering  of  this  resignatioa 
of  his  place.  But  now,  knowing  Her  Majesty's 
mind,  he  would  do  it  with  all  his  heart :  and 
would  prepare  himself  accordingly  to  satisfy  her 
pleasure,  hoping  forher  fayour,  which  he  esteemed 
above  all  worldly  things ;  trusting  yet,  and  hum- 
bly praying,  that  by  his  lordship's  means  she 
would  permit  and  tolerate  him  to  continue  in 
place  till  a  little  after  Michaelmas  next,  when  the 
audit  of  the  see  was  kept  for  the  whole  year ; 
that  he  might  see  some  end  of  his  said  suits,  the 
finishing  of  his  school,  and  the  multitude  of  his 
poor  servants  proyided  for ;  meaning  in  the 
meantime,  both  by  his  officers  and  himself,  by 
God's  grace,  to  have  a  vigilant  care  for  the  good 
goyemment  and  well  ordering  of  his  cure.  In 
which  time  he  should  also  be  more  able  to  make 
a  perfect  account  of  all  things,  to  the  satis£iction 
of  his  successor. 

There  was  nothing  in  his  petition  of  a 
bargain  for  so  much  per  annum.  The 
Archbishop  said  he  was  ready  to  resign. 
He  stipulated  only  for  provision  for  his 
poor  servants,  to  finish  some  matters  in 
hand,  and  to  give  a  more  perfect  account 
of  all  things. 

"  And  after  that  time  he  would  be  most  ready, 
with  all  humble  thanks  to  Her  Majesty,  to  resign 
his  place  unto  Her  Uighness's  disposition.  Which 
favour  he  wished  to  obtain  by  the  interest  of  him, 
the  Lord  Treasurer.'' 

Then  came  a  passage  which  had  been 
quoted,  to  the  effect  that  he  had  two 
petitions ;  one  that  he  should  be  allowed 
the  house  at  Croydon,  and  some  small 
grounds  pertaining  to  the  same  of  no  great 
value,  and  that  he  should  not  be  held 
liable  to  his  successor  for  dilapidations. 
[An  Hon.  Membeb  :  That  is  very  like  a 
bargain.]  Very  like  a  bargain !  why  Arch- 
bishop Grindal  neither  made  nor  attempted 
to  make  a  bargain.  He  resigned  uncon- 
ditionally, and  there  was  not  a  syllable  in 
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the  engageiuent  to  reaign  t)iat  would  aerre 
the  argument  of  hia  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  aaid 
thia  waa  not  a  corrupt  tranaaotion,  becauae 
it  waa  a  tranaaction  In  f<ic\e  eccletice. 
Were  thej  really  to  take  it  for  granted 
that  the  law  waa»  aa  laid  down  by  the 
Solicitor  General  of  Her  )iajeat^*a  Go- 
rernmeot,  that  a  tranaaction  with  regard 
to  reaignation  of  benefice,  if  done  publicly, 
removed  all  taint  of  aimonyp  and  made  it  a 
prudent,  aafe,  and  pure  tranaaction  ?  He 
could  hardly  auppoae  that  hia  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  intended  the  Committee  to 
take  that  for  law,  but,  if  he  did,  he  (lir. 
Giadatone)  muat  really  requeat  him  to  give 
hia  authority,  and  ahow  them  where  it  waa 
ao  laid  down  in  the  Ecoleaiaatical  Law. 
Where  waa  hia  authority  for  defining 
aimony  aa  a  reaignation  aecretly  made  for 
money  ;  but  that,  if  the  reaignation  were 
made  for  money  publicly  and  under  the 
aanction  of  the  constituted  authority,  the 
bargain  ao  made  was  not  aimony  ?  Would 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  produce 
hia  authority  for  tliat  propoaition}  If 
not,  hia  mere  dictum  could  not  be  accepted. 
It  waa  certainly  in  total  coiitradiction  to 
all  that  he  (Mr.  Qladstone)  bad  ever  heard 
or  read.  What  a  happy  invenfion  it  waa 
on  the  part  of  the  Solicitor  General  I  Hia 
(Mr.  Giadatone'a)  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Walpole]  did  not  consider  publicity  a  cure ' 
for  aimony.  Where,  then,  was  the  au- 
thority of  the  Solicitor  General  for  hia 
definition  ?  Where  waa  hia  authority  to 
ahow  that  at  any  period  in  the  history  of 
the  Church  it  had  been  permitted  to  make 
a  bargain  to  reaign  a  apiritual  cure  for 
money,  and  that  that  transaction  was  to 
be  considered  a  lawful  and  legitimate  one 
because  it  was  carried  on  publicly?  He 
entirely  dissented  from  such  an  opinion, 
and  held  his  judgment  in  a  state  of  sus- 
pense with  respect  to  the  law  which  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  laid  down. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said.  It 
was  much  to  be  regretted  that  hia  right 
hon.  Friend  had  not  been  brought  up  to 
the  bar,  ao  great  waa  the  legal  talent  he 
had  displayed,  so  great  were  his  powers  of 
special  pleading.  Observe  the  art  with 
which  he  had  shifted  his  ground.  He  had 
denounced  the  Bill,  but  now  with  a  dex- 
terity that  would  have  done  honour  to  a 
pleader,  he  changed  the  question  into  an 
inquiry  into  a  Bishop's  letter.  He  (the 
Solicitor  General)  had  read  to  the  House 
the  case  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  endeavoured 
Mr.  Gladstone 


to  pervert  it  to  hia  own  rieira.     Unfortu- 
nately, however,  in  olden  times  a  custom 
prevailed — and  this  only  showed  how  dan- 
gerous waa  "  a  little  learning" — ibMt  when 
a  Bishop  wished  to  retire  he  made  applica- 
tion that  provisares  might  be  appointed 
to  make  provision  for  him,  and  his  resig- 
nation was  always  conditional  upon  that 
being  done.     When  thia  Biahc^  of  DurbaiB 
deaired'to  reaign  he  made  application  for  a 
residence  to  be  aaaigned  to  him,  and  his 
reaignation  waa  alwaya  conditional.    [Mr, 
Gladstone:    Where  does  he  atipakte? 
Where  are  the  worda  ?]     "  £t  datzs  ad 
hoc  proviaoribua."    What  was  the  ease 
with  regard  to  Archbiahop  Grindal  ?    He 
threw  himaelf  upon  t)ie  consideration  of 
the  Queen,  but  he  atipulated  for  hia  hovie 
at  Croydon,  for  freedom  fronoi  liability  oa 
account  of  dilapidationa,  and  for  a  fox)- 
viaion  for  hia   domeatiea.      These  three 
things  were  granted  before  he  reaignei 
With  regard  to  what  the  right  hon.  Ga- 
tleman  had  imputed  to  him  on  tha  suljed 
of  aimony,  he  denied  having  aaid  that  aa 
act  would  be  leaa  aimoniacal  because  it  was 
done  in  fade  ecclesice.    What  he  said  wu 
that  it  waa  evidence  there   was  no  eor- 
ruption  when  it  waa  done  in  facie  eodeM. 
He  had  alao  aaid  that  by.  the  statute  g^ 
Henry  VIIl.  the  metropolitan  might  h&t? 
legally  made  theae  arrangements  with<»B 
the  neceasity  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  bat 
tbat  the  peculiar  circumatancea  connected 
with  the  caaes  of  London  and  Dnrham  be 
conaidered  required  an  Act  of  Parliameni. 
U&.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  vaa  verr 
sorry  that  this  conflict  had  arisen*  but,  as 
it  had,  they  had  better  fight  it  out.     Thej 
stood  there  upon  a  footing  of  eqoalitj. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  eomphuned  ef 
his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  art  as  a  plmder  ;  but 
surely  that  waa  not  a  particular  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  tak^i  at  a 
disadvantage.     He  hinted  at  what  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  might  have  ddbe  at  the  bar. 
but  the  unhappy  fact  remained  that  b^ 
had  never  been  there,  and  on  ^mt  bcok 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Q^neral  hati 
aurely  no  right  to  complain.     Hia  hon.  as^ 
learned  Friend  had  made  a  quotation  ^^ 
specting  the    redgnation  of   Archbisho? 
Grindal,  but  that  quotation   was   in  u^ 
third  peraon,  and  they  were  the  words  ^ 
the  historian  and  not  of  the  Jliichbis^ 
himself.     In  Archbishop  Grindal*s    on 
document  he  gave  hia  promise  to  resist 
absolutely  and  without  the  slightest  i^- 
ence  to  any  condition.    At  a  subaeig[6a!t 
period,  but  before  the  resignatkn  took 
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place,  the  Archbishop  asked  for  the  house 
aud  manor  of  Croydon,  but  he  never  at- 
tempted to  qualify  his  promise  of  rcsigua* 
tioD.  The  promise  of  bis  resignation  was 
one  thing ;  the  asking  for  a  residence  was 
another  thing.  Now,  in  the  Bill  before 
the  Committee,  these  two  things  were 
connected  bj  an  indissoluble  link,  but  in 
the  cose  of  Archbishop  Grindal  they  were 
separate  and  entirely  distinct.  That  was 
the  case  he  wished  to  establish.  The 
Committee  could  not  fail  to  mark  the  con- 
trast between  the  confidence  wltli  which 
his  hou.  and  learned  Friend  commenced 
this  discussion — producing  this  volume  in 
their  faces,  aud  saying  that  any  man  who 
had  considered  the  Ecclesiastical  Law  for 
a  single  hour  might  see  the  whole  thing, 
and  then  ending  in  a  tone  of  triumph  wilh 
his  sic  reptUsi  sunt  accusatores  cum  pro- 
Ms — and  the  subdued  tone  with  which  he 
had  made  his  second  quotation.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  then  hung  over  his 
book  in  a  manner  much  more  gingerly, 
and  did  not  indulge  himself  in  that  ^ility 
and  promptitude  of  citation  which  had 
marked  his  first  address.  He  made  such 
a  jejune  and  faint  reference  ^  Uie  docu- 
ment as  a  man  would  do  who  only  had 
"  a  little  knowledge  **  of  his  subject,  or 
who  was  venturing  to  speak  upon  it  with- 
out having  given  so  much  as  an  hour  to 
the  Btudy  oi  ecclesiastical  history.  But 
let  the  Committee  simply  read  the  docu- 
ment, and  then  would  they  see  who  was 
right : — 

"  Purificaiione  BeatsB  Maris  imminente,  Epis- 
copas  Punelmensis  Nioolaus,  sentieiis  se  anno- 
sum,  valetudinarium,  et  inHrmum,  Ac,  Eptsco- 
patam  iiram  Dnnelmentem,  obtent^  tali  i  Domino 
Papa  UoemtiA,  retignavit." 

That  was  the  first  portion  of  the  document. 
Now,  his  assertion  was,  that  the  recitsl  of 
the  I'esignation  was  a  thing  apart  from  the 
question  of  the  provision  made  for  the 
loisfaop,  precisely  as,  he  contended,  ought 
to  be  the  case  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
Tision  for  the  Bishops  of  London  and  Bur- 
Ibam.      The  document  then   went  on  to 

•ftj — 

^  "  Et  datis  ad  hoc  provisoribus,  Arehieptaeopo 
Vboracensi  et  Londinensi  et  Wtgomieiuil  Epis- 
|K>pia,  aadgnata  rant  ei  tria  maneria,  —  vis., 
ie  Hoveden  cam  pertinentiis,  Stoctuna  et  Esing- 

Ibis  eonstituted  the  whole  case  between 
^m  and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
id,  without  troubling  the  Committee  fur- 
ler,  be  would  leave  thexn  to  decide  who 
taken  the  more  correct  view  of  the 
ibject. 


Mr.  N4PIER  said,  that  if  *'  a  little 
learning^*  was  dangerous  there  was  some- 
times even  more  danger  in  great  learning. 
He  (Mr.  Napier)  contended  that  there  could 
be  no  lawful  resignation  without  a  condition 
annexed,  and  he  would  test  that  in  diis 
way.  )Vould  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman be  content  to  let  the  Bishop  of 
Loudon  send  his  resignation  to  the  Arch- 
bishop, and  let  the  Archbishop  assign  hiox 
a  third  of  his  income?  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  lion,  nud  learned  Solici- 
tor General  attoujpt  to  confuse  the  Com- 
mitted by  his  mystifications  upon  a  very 
simple  question,  and  he  challenged  the 
hop.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  state  be- 
fore the  Committee  that  there  had  been 
an  unconditional  resignation. 

Tiff  SOJ.ICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  to  say  a  man  could  not  bargain  to 
resign  upon  such  terms  as  the  law  allowed 
him  to  do  was  an  idea  consistent  neither 
with  law  nor  with  common  sense.  Be  jc^ 
peated  there  had  been  no  corrupt  bargain'; 
and  the  resignations  had  not  taken  place 
under  the  statute  of  Henry  YIII.,  for  re%^ 
sons  he  had  already  stated. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  was  also  Clause  2. 

Clause  3  (Pensions  to  be  payable  to  th^ 
said  Bishops). 

Ma.  T.  BUNCOMBE  said,  he  should 
propose,  as  an  Amendment  on  the  clause^ 
to  omit  the  words  conferring  the  pensions. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  "  There 
shall  be,"  to  the  word  *•  life,"  in  line  17. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  would  ta^e 
that  opportunity  of  protesting  against  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Air.  Hadfield).  The  noble  Yiscount  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  might  just  aa 
well  be  reproached  for  the  thousands  of 
pounds  he  had  received  from  the  pub- 
lie  during  his  long  and  splendid  career. 
When  the  hon.  Member  talked  about  the 
receipts  of  the  two  right  rev.  prelates  he 
should  remember  their  public  services  and 
their  munificent  cliarities. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  could  not 
understand  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem|>er*8 
speech.  The^hoi^.  aud  gallant  Gentleman 
had  not  attempted  to  refute  his  (Mr.  Had- 
field's)  figures ;  he  had  only  told  them  that 
these  two  Bishops  were  charitable.  Chari- 
table !  With  whose  money  had  they  been 
charitable  ?  There  was  one  who  would  not 
take  robbery  for' sacrifice  ;  and  for  thoto 
two  Gentlemen  to  take  bread  of  ten  thou- 
sand families  fixed  a  stigma  upon  the  conn- 
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try.  He  dared  not  ezprets  what  he  felt 
when  they  talked  to  him  of  the  charities 
of  men  who  luxuriated  on  auch  incomes, 
drawn  from  such  Bourcea,  and  paid  them 
for  auch  services. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  considered 
that  these  discussions  were  of  a  very  pain- 
ful character.  The  Bishops  did  not  boast 
of  their  charity.  If  there  had  been  any 
vannting  at  all  on  the  subject,  it  proceeded 
from  men  of  all  parties  who  had  a  warm 
and  conscientious  admiration  of  the  libe- 
rality of  those  right  rev.  Prelates.  It  was 
most  desirable  that  the  Committee  should 
decide  on  the  Amendment.  He  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Finsbury  to  name  a 
smaller  pension,  but  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
accepted  the  Amendment  as  an  objection 
to  granting  any  pension  as  a  condition  of 
resignation.  There  was  a  difference  be- 
tween the  case  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham 
and  that  of  the  Bishop  of  London.  The 
former  succeeded  to  his  diocese  under  a 
regulated  income  of  £8,000  a  year,  and  it 
was  from  a  defect  of  the  law  that  he  had 
received  a  larger  sum.  The  Bishop  of 
London,  on  the  other  hand,  entered  upon 
his  see  quite  free  from  any  stipulations  or 
Parliamentary  enactments.  In  estimating 
the  pension  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham,  Par- 
liament ought,  therefore,  to  regard  the  an- 
nual salary  of  £8,000,  and  not  make  a 
calculation  on  the  basis  of  emoluments 
which  accidentally  resulted  from  the  faulty 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1836. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  sud,  he  could  will- 
ingly bear  testimony  to  the  liberality  of 
the  Bishop  of  Durham's  charitable  dona- 
tions in  his  diocese. 

Me.  CARDWELL  said,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Amendment,  not  wishing  to 
withhold  all  pension  from  these  Prelates. 
He  concurred  in  thinking  that  the  allow- 
ance to  the  Bishop  of  Durham  should  be 
regulated  by  the  salary  that  he  ought  to 
have  received,  not  by  the  amount  which 
he  had  received  owing  to  the  unfortunate 
circumstance  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  be- 
ing nugatory. 

Mr.  T.  DIJNCOMBB  sud,  he  was  op- 
posed to  either  of  these  Prelates  having 
pensions  upon  the  conditions  expressed  in 
their  correspondence  with  the  rrime  Mi- 
nister. 

Mb.  WIGRAM  said,  he  held  that,  ir- 
respective of  any  contract  between  the 
Bishops  and  the  Minister  of  the  day,  a 
Prelate   who  had  served   his  country  so 

')g  was  entitled  to  an  allowance  of  not 
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less  than  one-third  of  the  existing  aalarr 
on  his  retirement  from  old  age  or  io- 
firmity. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  paid 
to  the  said  Bishop '  stand  part  of  the 
clause. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ajes  105; 
Noes  30 :    Majority  75. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  wonld  dov 
move  to  omit  the  words  "  six  thonssuHL" 
from  page  2,  line  15,  and  insert  instead 
the  words  "  three  thousand  ^ve  hundred,  *' 
as  the  amount  of  the  retiring  pennon  for 
the  Bishop  of  London.  He  understood  ;b&t 
by  the  new  regulations  the  aalarj  of  this 
Bishop  would  be  £10,000;  and,  tbtf^ 
fore,  one-third  of  that  sum  would  fonn  & 
fair  retiring  allowance. 
*  Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  '  six 
thousand'  stand  part  of  the  clause.*' 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ajes  104; 
Noes  19  :  Majority  85. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress  ;  to  tit  agais 

this  day, 

* 

THE  AFFAIRS  OF  SPAIN— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MURROUGH  said,  he  would  b^ 
to  inquire  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, whether  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  adopt  any  and  what  means  for 
the  prevention  of  the  armed  interference  ef 
France  in  the  internal  affairs  of  Spain ! 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :   Sir,  I  sp- 
prebend  that  there  is  at  present  nothing  ia 
regard  to  the  affairs  of  Spaia  which  cooU 
lead  to  any  interference  on  the  part  of  tbe 
French  Government  with  those  affisirs.  Tbe 
Emperor  of  the  French  is  a  man  of  great 
justice,  and  would,  I  think  in  any  case, 
feel  that  foreign  interference  with  the  af- 
fairs of  the  Spanish  nation,  except  under 
circumstances   which   we   cannot  foresee, 
would  be  unjust.     He  is  also  a  man  «:' 
great  sagacity,  and  the  lessons  of  the  pas; 
teach  that  those  Sovereigns  of  France  wb><  | 
have  been  led  to  interfere  in  the  affairs  vi 
Spain  have  always,  sooner  or  later,  fou>i 
that  interference  more  or  less  disaati^^ 
to  themselves.     There  can  be  no  leasMC^ 
for  apprehending  that  there  is  on  the  p*-'"* 
of  the  French  Government  any  intentioa  ^ 
interfere  in  Spain. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CLERGY  IN  INPU 
—QUESTION. 

Mb.  GROGAN  said,  be  would  hn  t3 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  die  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Control,  whether  sst 
minute  had  been  made  by  the  Gowre^ 
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General  of  India,  recognising  delegates 
from  the  see  of  Rome,  under  the  style 
and  title  of  Vicars  Apostolic,  as  the  offi- 
cial channels  of  communication  with  the 
Government  in  matters  connected  with  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  admitting 
the  propriety  of  addressing  the  aforesaid 
Vicars  Apostolic  in  official  communications 
according  to  the  ecclesiastical  rank  and 
position  bestowed  upon  them  by  the  Pope  ? 
Whether  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  at 
each  seat  of  Government  were  to  be  al- 
lowed a  certain  salary  to  enable  them  to 
Bond  Returns,  and  to  correspond  with  the 
Government  ?  Whether  a  Roman  Catho- 
lic priest,  with  a  fixed  salary,  was  to  be 
allowed  at  every  station  where  there  might 
be  British-born  Roman  Catholics,  although 
there  should  be  no  European  regiment  sta- 
tioned there?  Whether  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priests  were  to  be  allowed  to  receive 
medical  attendance  and  medicines  gratui- 
tously in  certain  cases  ?  Whether  grants 
were  to  be  given  in  aid  of  building  Roman 
Catholic  Chapels  ?  And  whether,  although 
the  Government  orphanages  were  open  to 
Roman  Catholic  children  as  to  all  others,  a 
sum  equal  to  the  cost  of  maintaining  each 
child  is  to  be  paid  to  Roman  Catholic 
orphanages  into  which  such  child  shall  be 
received  ? 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  the  hon. 
Member  appeared  to  have  based  his  ques- 
tion rather  upon  applications  which  might 
have  been  made  to  the  Governor  General 
of  India  than  upon  any  instructions  which 
were  issued  by  him.  There  was  no  Minute 
of  which  he  (Mr.  V.  Smith)  was  aware 
similar  to  that  to  which  the  first  question 
of  the  hon.  Member  related.  Instructions 
had  been  sent  out  to  India  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  effect  that  there  should  be  no 
alteration  in  the  9tatus  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Bishops,  and  by  orders  which  had 
been  previously  sent  out  they  were  not 
entitled  to  any  consideration  arising  out  of 
the  rank  which  they  happened  to  hold  in 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  For  a  long 
period  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates  had 
been  allowed  a  pecuniary  stipend  for  send- 
ing returns  relating  to  their  oo-religiouists, 
which  was  the  best  mode  the  Government 
possessed  of  obtaining  information  on  such 
subjects.  Latterly  that  remuneration  had 
been  confined  to  four  Roman  Catholic 
Bishops,  of  whom  there  was  one  in  each 
of  the  four  Presidencies  of  India.  Roman 
Catholic  priests  at  military  posts,  where 
European  regiments  were  stationed,  had 
always  been  sJlowed  a  fixed  salary,  and  a 


similar  privilege  had  lately  been  extended 
to  stations  where  there  were  British-born 
Roman  Catholic  subjects  employed  in  the 
civil  service,  the  rule  in  India  being  that 
in  those  cases  in  which  men  were  engaged 
in  that  service  their  religious  education 
should  he  provided  for.  They  had  also 
been  allowed  to  receive  medicines  and 
medical  attendance  gratuitously,  owing  to 
the  difficulty  of  procuring  those  necessaries 
at  remote  stations.  With  respect  to  the 
last  question,  he  should  state  that  be  was 
not  aware  that  a  sum  equal  to  the  cost  of 
maintaining  each  child  was  to  be  paid  to 
Roman  Catholic  orphanages  in  particular. 
Instructions  had,  however,  been  sent  out 
to  the  effect  that  every  attention  should 
be  paid  to  the  teaching  of  Roman  Catholic 
children  in  the  several  districts. 

Mb.  GROGAN  said,  he  desired  more 
particular  information  as  to  the  dignity 
and  position  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Bi- 
shops. 

Mb.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  that  the 
only  information  he  could  give  -the  hon. 
Member  was,  that  those  prelates  were  not 
entitled  to  any  consideration  in  consequence 
of  their  rank  and  condition  in  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church. 

THE  MISSION  TO  BELGIUM— QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  had  seen 
it  stated  in  the  London  Gazette  that  the 
Earl  of  Westmorland  had  been  sent  by 
Her  Majesty  on  a  mission  of  congratula- 
tion to  the  King  of  the  Belgians.  He 
begged  to  inquire  at  whose  expense  that 
mission  had  been  undertaken  ? 

ViscouktPALMBRSTON  :  I  am  afraid 
that  my  hon.  Friend  will  have  to  con- 
tribute his  share. 

EXPULSION  OF  JAMES  SADLEIEL 
Mb.  roebuck  said  that,  according  to 
the  rules  of  the  House,  he  was  entitled  to 
precedence  in  the  Motion  he  was  now 
about  to  submit,  which  was  one  for  the 
expulsion  of  a  Member.  He  was  about  to 
ask  the  House  to  exercise  a  power  inhe- 
rent in  it,  and  which  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  as  regarded  the  maintenance 
of  its  honour,  its  efficiency,  and  its  in- 
fluence in  the  country.  He  would  not  call 
upon  hon.  Members  to  use  that  power  on 
light  grounds,  nor  upon  an  occasion  when 
it  could  be  said  that  their  act  would  tend 
to  the  establishing  of  a  precedent  danger- 
ous to  that  House.  He  would  not  ask 
them  to  pass  judgment  by  way  of  punish- 
ment on  a  man  whom  he  supposed  to  be 
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gaifty,  but  to  free  tliemseWes  from  tlm 
eompanionship  of  a  man  who  had  disgraced 
himself  in   the   eyes  of  the  nation.     He 
would  not  ask  them  to  constitote  them- 
telyes,  and  assume  the  functions  of  a  Court 
of  adjudicature,  for  those  functions,  properly 
speaking,  they  did  not  exercise.     AH  he 
desired  was,  that  hon.    Members  should 
satisfy  their  own  consciences  as  fo  the 
truth  of   the  statements   which  ho  was 
about  to  lay  before  them  :  and  if,  as  was 
the  general  rule,   they   would  take  the 
observations  of  one  hon.  Member  as   to 
facts  of  which  he   himself  was  cognisant 
to  be  correct,  he  felt  no  doubt  that  they 
would  accede  to  tho  Motion  which  he  had 
riseu  to  propose.     That  Motion  was,  that 
Mr.  James  ^adleir.  Member  for  the  county 
of  Tipperary,  be  expelled  this  Bouse.  The 
grounds  on  which  he  made  the  proposition 
were  briefly  these  :  — He  did  not  say  that 
Mr.   Sadleir   was   guilty  of   the  charges 
brought  against  him;  with  that  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  had  nothing  to  do.     All  he  had 
to  say  was,  that  charges  had  been  brought 
Against  him  derogatory  of  his  honour  and 
destructive  of  his  power  and  capacity  as  a 
Member  of  that  House — charges  which, 
not  being  rebutted  by  him,  were  a  disgrace 
to  that  House  as  long  as  the  person  to 
whom  they  related  continued  a  Member  of 
it.     Such  were  the  accusations  that  had 
beeu  brought  against  Mr.  Sadleir.     Into 
their  truth  he  would  not  inquire,  but  what 
he  did  charge  against  him  was,  that,  know- 
ing that  these  accusations  had  been  made 
against  him,  he  fled  from  justice  and  did 
not  attempt  to  defend  himsellf.  The  charge 
which  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  made  was,  not  that 
he  was  guilty  of  a  crime,  but  that,  having 
fled  from   the  accusation  of  one,  he  had 
confessed  himself  guilty  of  it.     All   that 
he  had  to  make  out  was,  that  Mr.  Sadleir 
had  fled  from  the  charge.     The  proof  of 
that  fact,  he  considered,  would  suffice  to 
justify  his  expulsion.     The  first  thing  to 
be  done  was  to  show  that  he  had  been 
charged  with  a  crime.     On  that  point  the 
papers  that  had  been  laid  upon  the  table 
furnished  abundant  evidence.     The  bill  of 
indictment  found  at  Glonmel  Assises  by  the 
grand  jury  of  the  county  of  Tipperary — 
a  document  of  which  he  held  in  his  hand 
a   certified  abstract — attested  that,  upon 
the  18th  of  July,  the  grand  jury  returned 
against  him  a  true  bill,  charging  him  on 
eight  counts  with  fraud.     That,  be  it  ob- 
served, was  on  the  18th  of  July.     On  the 
20th  oif  June,  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in 
Ireland  used  these  Words  in  delivering  ia 
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judgment : — "  It  is  now  necessarj  to  go 
to  the  succeeding  stage  of  these  proceed- 
ings, which  I  believe  h  unparalleled  in  tlie 
annals  of  fraud."     So  that,  as  early  as  the 
19th  of  June,  Mr.  Sadleir  must  have  known 
that  he  was  charged  with   fitiud.     Last 
Friday,  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  gave  notice  that 
he  should  call  upon  the  honoaraUe  Member 
for  Tipperary — ^no,  his  tongue  had  made  a 
lapse — he  would  not  call  him  the  bonouraye 
Member,  but  the  Member  for  Tif^>eraf7, 
to  be  present  in  his  place  while  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  made  a  Motion  for  his  expukioo. 
It  appeared,  therefore,  that  the  Memher 
had  had  notice,  first,  that  in  a  jod^eat 
delivered  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  ss 
far  back  as  the   20th   of  June,    he  vss 
charged  with  frttud ;  and,  aecoiidiy,  Aat 
on  the  18th  of  July  a  BtU  of  indietmesc 
for  that  offence  was  found  against  him  id 
the  town  of  Glonmel  by  the  j^rand  jnry  of 
the  county  of  Tipperary,     Nor  was  tha: 
all.     Some  time  previously  a  warrant  i^ 
his  apprehension  had  been  issued  by  tiie 
Government,  and  the  House  had  sent  their 
messenger  in  search  of  him  both  to  Dablin 
and  to  Tipperary.  He  was  not  to-be  foood. 
He  was  not  in  the  House,  nor  bad  tb^y 
been  able  to  discover  him  elsewhere.    Tbd 
inference  was,  that  he  had  fled  fron  jus- 
tice, and,  having  done  so,  he  asserted  tbat 
he  was  not  worthy  to  sit  as  a  Member  d 
that  House.    It  might  be  said  that  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  was  about  to  commit  tbe  House 
to  a  perilous  precedent  ;  and  this  ease  had 
been  pot  to  him,  ''  Suppose  that  jou  bad 
gone  to  America,  and  that  some  Member 
were  to  get  up  in  his  place  and  to  give 
notice  that  nett  Thursday  be  should  move 
that  Mr.  Roebuck  do  appear  in  bis  place 
on  a  subsequent  day,  when  a  motion  for 
his  expulsion  would   be   submitted,  what 
would   you  say  to  such  a  proceeding?" 
His   answer  was,   that  if   he  had   bees 
charged  with  fraUd  by  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls,  if  a  bill   of  indictment  had  bees 
found  against  him,  if  a  warrant  bad  l^es 
issued  against  him,  and  if  that  Honae  had 
sent  out  their  messenger  to  find  lum,  aod 
if,  notwithstanding  all  these  proeeediags 
he  had  failed  to  appear  in  his  place,  is 
\  should  deserve  to  be  expelled.      But  i^ 
might  be  asked,  "  Why  act  with  baste  ia 
such   a    matter  ?      Where  would  be  tfce 
danger  in   waiting   till   next    Session?* 
Waiting    till  next    Session !       Had  t^ 
not  waited  long  enough  already?     ^<^ 
this  a  case  for  ^lay?     To  pioCraet  it  he* 
ther  was  as  though  a  man  eboold  fie  do«a 
by  ^e  side  of  a  dead  body  and  atfenpt 
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to  ecipipose  himself  with  the  noisomeness 
thereof.  This  man  had  disgraced  the 
House,  had  hrodght  shame  and  ignominj 
on  the  House,  and  the  House,  if  it  regard- 
ed its  own  honour,  had  nothing  tor  it  hut 
to  out  off  the  peccant  Memher.  His  ex- 
pulsion, hon.  Members  must  he  aware, 
would  not  render  him  incapable  of  being 
again  elected.  The  case  of  John  Wilkes 
had  established  that  fact.  Though  thej 
should  expel  him  that  evening^  it  would  be 
competent  for  him  to  go  down  to  Tippe- 
rary  to-morrow  and  soTicit  the  suffrages 
of  the  constituents.  But  would  ho  do  so  ? 
He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  would  appeal  to  aiiy 
Member  of  thai  House  to  say  whether  he 
did  not  in  his  heart  believe  that  Sadteir 
had  evaded  the  law,  and  that,  in  expelling 
hini,  the  House  Would  only  be  doing  justice 
both  to  htni  and  to  themselves?  Prece- 
dents were  not  to  be  disregarded  on  a 
question  of  this  kind,  and,  if  required, 
they  could  be  cited.  It  might,  no  doubt, 
be  argued  that  there  had  been  in  the  case 
of  the  Member  for  Tipperary  no  conviction; 
but  it  was  by  no  means  necessary  for  his 
(Mr.  Roebiick's)  case  to  prove  that  there 
had  been,  inasmuch  as  the  other  grounds 
upon  which  he  had  based  his  Motion  were, 
in  his  opinion,  amply  sufficient  to  recom- 
mend it  to  the  adoption  of  the  House.  One 
of  those  grounds  was  that  James  Sadleir 
haid  evaded  public  justice  ;  and  a  man 
coulj  be  supposed  to  take  that  course  only 
for  oh^  of  two  reasons — either  because  he 
imii^^ned  he  wbuld  not  have  a  fair  trial, 
or  because  he  was  conscious  of  guilt.  The 
former  reason  coiild  not,  as  hon.  Members 
fretl  knew,  hJEtve  any  force  in  the  case  of  the 
Member  for  Tipperary;  therefore,  the  only 
conclusion  at  which  they  could  legitimately 
arrive  was,  that  fie  knew  himself  to  be 
guilty  and,  had  sought  safety  in  flight.  But 
to  advert  to  precedents,  he  (Mr.  Roebuck) 
might  observe  that  there  was  one  to  be 
found  in  5  Oeo,  II.,  in  the  year  1732.  In 
tbal  ease  George  Robinson  had  had  the 
following  charges  made  l^gainst  him,  and 
the  following  Resolution  passed  in  his  re- 
gard : — 

**  George  RobiBson,  Eeq.,  having  beon  charged 
in  Parlii^eiit  with  being  privy  to,  and  oonoemed 
io,,  many  indirect  and  fraudulent  practices  in  the 
management  of  the  af&irs  of  the  Charitat)le  Cor- 
poration for  the  Relief  of  Industrions  Poor,  and 
faaTing  nerer  attended  the  servioe  of  thie  House, 
jdthou|[h  required  so.  to  do,  is  guilty  of  a  high 
contempt  of  the  orders  and  authority  of  this 
House  ;  resolved,  that  for  his  said  offence  he  be 
expelled  this  House." 
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Now,  was  not  that  a  case  exactly  parallel 
with  the  one  before  the  House  ?  Mr. 
James  Sadleir  had  been  charged  witli 
fraud  ;  he  had  been  summoned,  but  he  did 
not  comply,  and  failed  to  appear  in  his  place 
in.  that  House.  The  >Iaster  of  the  Rolls, 
as  far  back  as  the  19th  of  June,  gave  him 
clearly  tp  understand  what  was  hanging 
over  his  head  ;  the  grand  jury  at  Clonmel 
found  a  true  bill  against  him ;  warrants 
had  been  issued  against  him  by  the  Crown, 
bui  he  had  not  been  found.  What  greater 
proof,  therefore,  coiild  they  have  that  he 
had  evaded  Justice  ? :  Another  case  that 
might  be  cited  was  tliat  of  Mr.  Benjamin' 
Walsh,  who  had  beeii  tried  and  convicted 
of  fraud ;  but  the  conviction  had  subse- 
C|peutly  been  q.uashe9,  yet,  notwithstand- 
ing that  circumstance,  the  House  proceeded 
to  expel  Mr,  Walsh.  On  that  occasion, 
SirPrancis  Burdett  observed  : — 

**  He  was  very  &r  from  heing  a  stickler  for  what 
were  called  the  privileges  of  rarli^uncnt,  but  cer- 
tainly, if  there  was  a  privilege  or  a  po^er  in  <iny 
body  or  assembly  less  disputable  than  another,  he 
oonoeivad  it  to  be  that  of  deeburing  any  one  of 
the  iodividuals  of  whleh  tiiey  were  oompoeed  unfit 
and  unworthy  of  associating  amongst  them.  It 
was,  at  all  events,  a  power  which,  when  compared 
with  the  other  extraordinary  privileges  assumed 
by  Parliament,  appeared  to  him  to  be  of  all  others 
the  least  liable  to.  abuse,  becanse  if  any  member 
WM  expeUod  ^rqm  any  motives  of  party  zeal  or 
personal  persecution,  a  remedy  would  be  open  to 
him  in  an  appeal  to  his  constituents,  who,  if  thoy 
thought  differently  of  his  conduct,  could  unque»> 
tionabty  restore  him  to  his  seat." — [1  Hamard, 
xxi.  1187.] 

Mr.  Wynn,  a  great  authority  oh  Parlia- 
mentary matters,  also  said  that — 

'*  The  olnect  of  the  present  Motion  was  not 
to  punish  Mr.  tf alsh,  but  to  take  a  very  impor- 
tant trust  out  of  the  hands  of  a  person  entirelv 
unworthy  to  hold  it."— [/M.  1 194.] 

Mr.  Perceval  remarked,  sis  to  the  previous 
case  of  the  Member  charged  with  misap- 
propriating the  funds  of  a  charitable  cor- 
poration, that  there  had  been  no  legal  con- 
viction, yet  the  House  was  not  content 
with  siniple  expulsion — it  also  asked  for  a 
legalprosccution.  Thus  it  appeared  that 
the  House,  after  expelling  a  Member,  went 
further,  and  addressed  the  Crown  to  insti- 
tute a  prosecution  against  him.  It  did  not 
wait  for  ilk  conviction  before  it  acted  ;  and 
oven  after  the  acquittal  of  Mr.  Benjamin 
Walsh,  it  thought  itself  justified  in  expel- 
ling a  man  who  had  been  legally  pronounc- 
ed innocent.  It  said  it  was  morally  con- 
vinced of  his  guilt,  although  by  the  laws  of 
his  country  he  had  been  allowed  to  escape; 
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and  that  not  as  a  court  of  justice,  but  as 
a  body  of  persouB  called  upon  to  Batisfj 
their  own  consciences,  they  were  persuaded 
the  individual  in  question  was  unworthy  to 
hold  the  important  trust  confided  to  a 
Member  of  that  House.  Such  being  his 
opinions,  and  feeling  that  eyery  hour  the 
representatiye  for  Tipperary  remained  a 
Member  of  that  House,  the  power,  the 
consideration,  and  the  honour  of  that 
assembly  were  tainted  and  impaired,  he 
should  beg  to  more  the  expulsion  of  Mr. 
James  Sadleir  on  the  grounds  set  forth  in 
the  statement  which  he  had  just  made. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  rose  to  second 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, which  raised  a  most  important  con- 
stitutional question.  The  jurisdiction  which 
the   House  was  invited  to  exercise  con- 
cerned not  only  its  own  character  and  ho- 
nour,  but  also  the  interests  of  the  con- 
stituency of  Tipperary,  now  left  substan- 
tially without  a  representative.     A  notion 
very  generally,  and  perhaps  very  naturally, 
prevailed,  that  the  House  at  that  moment 
had  not  materiab  technically  sufficient  to 
act  upon.    That  impression  doubtless  arose 
from  confounding  the  jurisdiction  of  that 
House  with  the  ordinary  jurisdiction  of  the 
courts  of  law.     They  could  not  examine 
witnesses  on  oath,  they  did  not  proceed  on 
technical  grounds,  but  rather  on  what  satis- 
fied the  conscience  of  the  House.    That  as- 
sembly being  the  exclusive  judge  of  the 
worthiness  of  its  own  Members  had  now 
to  determine  whether,   having  regard  to 
facts  well  known  to  them  all,  and  on  which 
they  could  fairly  act,  it  was  not  due  to  the 
honour  and   dignity  of  Parliament  that 
James  Sadleir  should  no  longer  be  suffered 
to  retain  his  seat?     In  matters  of  that 
kind  they  must  be  governed  by  established 
usage  and  precedent.      A  Committee  of 
that  House  sat  in  1807  to  examine  into 
all  the    precedents  of   the  expulsion  of 
Members ;    and    in  the   Report  of   that 
Committee  all  the  precedents  down  to  that 
date  were  set  forth  and  classified.     It  was 
remarkable  that  by  far  the  greater  number 
of  them   were  cases  in  which  there  hsd 
been  no  legal  conviction.     It  should  be 
observed  in  limini^  that  in  one  or  two 
singular  instances  of  this  description  the 
House  proceeded  first  to  expel  the  person 
whom  it  regarded  as  an  unworthy  Member, 
and  then  addressed  the  Crown  to  direct 
the  Attorney  General  to  prosecute  him — 
thus  marking  the  distinction  which  it  drew 
between  the  case  of  Members  whom  it 
Mr.  Baebnck 


deemed    not  entitled  to    the  Jbppellatioii 
"honourable,**    and  that  of    those   who 
might  or  might  not  be  legally  convicted  of 
crime.      A  man   indicted  for   a   heinoos 
offence  might  elude  punishment  on  sodm 
purely  technical  point,  and  yet  in  aabstaoee 
and  in  fact  be  really  unfit   to   remain  a 
Member  of  that  House.    There  was  a  ds&s 
of  offences — such  for  example  as  the  £raudi 
in  regard  to  which  the  Attorney  GenetsI 
for  England  had  brought  m  a  Bill  ia  tb 
course  of  the  Session,  and  the  Attoraej 
General  for  Ireland  had  promised  to  \xiag 
in  one  next   Session,  —  which  were  un- 
doubtedly grave  crimes  inforo  canadgaiis, 
although  not  indictable  by  the  law  of  the 
land.     It  therefore  became  the  duty  of  tbe 
House,  without  setting  themselves  up  ss 
affected  purists,  honestly  to  inquire  whether 
one  of  their  own  Members  was  not  proved, 
by  notorious  facts  to  which  they  could  not 
shut  their  eyes,  to  have  evinceid  a  degree 
of  moral  turpitude  which  disqualified  him 
from  remaining  enrolled  in  the  list  of  that 
assembly.     On  such  questions  the  House 
acted  on  the  statement  of  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers in  his  place.    And  why  so  ?     Becanae 
they  were  bound  to  repose  confidence  ia 
the  honour  of  each  other,    the  principle 
being  that  hon.  Members,  though  iBtumed 
for  particular  constituencies,  were  all  bound 
together,  as,  in  a  sense,  repreaenting  tbe 
whole  community.     In  the  Report  of  tbe 
Committee  to  which  he  had  referred,  the 
precedents  were  chronically  arranged,  and 
the  first  one  enumerated  was  very  remark- 
able.    It  happened  in  1558.     Mr.  Joho 
Smyth  had  defrauded  several  merchants  io 
London,  and  the  question  was  raised  whe> 
ther  he  was  entitled  to  the  privilege  <^ 
Parliament  in  regard  to  legal  process.     In 
Hatsell,  p.  81,  it  was  stated  : — 

'*  It  Bhoold  seem  from  tbe  words  of  the  order 

that  the  doubt  was whether  a  mail 

who  appeared  to  the  JSouse  to  have  been  gmltj  of 
80  gross  a  fraud  ought  any  longer  to  ooatinue  a 
Member.  And  as  Pi^ne  sajs,  *  How  bonoimbid 
this  vote  was  for  the  House  in  the  eaae  of  audi  a 
cheating  Member,  carried  only  by  five  votoes,  is 
not  fit  lot  me  to  determine.' " 

Again,  the  case  of  Sir  John  Leeds,  ixi 
1620,  was  that  of  a  Member  who,  having 
been  committed  to  the  custody  of  tbe 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  made  his  escape  ;  ami 
it  was  remarked,  in  the  fourth  volume  of 
Hatsell,  page  109,  in  a  note,  that "  having 
by  his  flight  acknowledged  his  guilt,  be  is 
expelled  the  House  of  Commons.'*  Paasiof 
over  many  intermediate  precedents,  W 
coming  to  the  period  subsequent  to  the 
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Revolution  of  1688»  there  wm  the  case  of 
1710,  in  which  the  Houbo  resolved,  nem. 

"That  it  appears  in  this  House  that  Thomas 
Ridge,  Esq.,  a  Member  of  this  House,  is  guilty  of 
great  fraud  and  abuses,  hj  haying  contracted  to 
furnish  5,513  ton  of  beer  upon  his  own  account, 
and  2,704  ton  of  beer  in  partnership  with  Mr. 
Dixon,  and  hayiug  reoeiyed  bills  for  the  whole ; 
although  be  delivered  but  3,213  ton  on  the  first, 
and  but  1,260  upon  the  latter  contract ;  that  the 
said  Thomas  Ridge,  Esq.,  be,  for  the  said  frauds 
and  abuses,  expelled  this  House  ;  that  an  humble 
address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that  she  wijl 
please  to  give  direction  to  Her  Attorney  General 
to  prosecute  the  said  Mr.  Ridge  for  the  said  frauds 
and  abuses." 

He  would  not  refer  to  the  South  Sea  eases, 
because  their  circomstances  were  peculiar. 
The  ground  upon  which  Mr.  Robinson — to 
whose  case  the  hen.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had  referred — 
was  expelled,  was  thus  declared  in  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons  : — 

"  RefoWed,  that  George  Robinson,  Esq.,  having 
been  charged  in  Parliament  with  being  priyy  to 
and  concerned  in  many  indirect  and  mudulent 
practices,  •  •  •  and  haying  never  attended 
the  senrice  of  this  House,  although  required  so 
to  do,  is  guilty  of  a  hish  contempt  of  the  orders 
and  authority  of  this  House.'* 

The  expulsion  was  not  based  upon  the 
charge  of  fraud,  but  simply  on  the  ground 
that  Mr.  Robmson  having  been  ordered  to 
attend  in  his  place,  and  having  failed  to  do 
BO,  he  had  been  guilty  of  contempt  of  the 
House.  He  found,  from  the  Journals,  that 
in  the  following  year  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  was  agreed  upon,  praying  that  the 
Attorney  General  might  be  directed  to 
prosecute  the  expelled  Member.  The 
next  case  to  which  his  (Mr.  Napier's)  atten- 
tion had  been  directed  was  that  of  Mr. 
Atkinson,  who  was  indicted  for  perjury; 
a  verdict  was  found  against  him,  but  he 
was  never  called  up  for  judgment.  The 
Attorney  General  for  that  day  stated  the 
whole  process  against  Mr.  Atkinson,  the 
issue  of  which,  he  said,  was, — 

"  That  Mr.  Atkinson  had  absconded  from  the 
justice  of  his  country.  In  this  situation  it  be- 
came ParUament  to  attend  to  their  own  dignity 
and  importance.  The  Member  had  been  indicted, 
in  his  opinion,  on  the  clearest  and  most  unexcep- 
tionable eyidence,  for  what  the  laws  of  this  and 
erery  other  country  held  a  very  grievous  of- 
fence ;  and  the  question  would  natunlly  be  with 
Gentlemen,  how  was  the  House  to  act  in  such  a 
case  ?  Ev^ry  society,  in  his  opinion,  were  com- 
petent to  their  own  preservation.  It  was  the 
duty  of  Parliament,  as  he  conceived,  for  that  rea- 
son, to  oome  to  an  immediate  decision  on  a  point, 
in  which  its  honour  and  raspeotability  were  so 
essentially  interested." 


In  the  present  case,  indictments  had  been 
found  against  James  Sadleir  ;  he  had  ab- 
sconded from  justice  ;  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  and  the  Government  had 
done  everything  in  their  power  to  cause 
his  apprehension;  a  wa^nt  had  been  issued 
against  him,  and  a  reward  had  been  offered 
for  his  capture.  An  order  of  that  House 
had  been  made,  requiring  the  attendance 
of  Mr.  Sadleir :  and,  as  he  had  neither 
appeared  to  answer  the  indictments  nor 
obeyed  the  order  of  the  House,  he  (Mr. 
Napier)  considered  that  the  precedents  he 
had  quoted  fully  justified  his  expulsion. 
In  the  case  of  Lord  Cochrane,  Lord  Gastle- 
reagh  said : — 

*'  Indeed,  it  never  had  been  held  that  expulsion 
could  rest  upon  any  other  grounds  than  that  the 
Member  expelled  had  not  delivered  himself  from 
the  charge  legally  charged  upon  him,  and  that 
therefore  ho  was  not  a  fit  person  to  remain  in 
this  House." 

He  (Mr.  Napier)  thought  that  opinion  of 
Lord  Gastlereagh,  and  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney- General  in  the  case  of  Atkinsout 
fully  justified  the  House  in  adopting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield.  When  a  Judge  had  declared 
in  public  Court  that  James  Sadleir  had 
been  guilty  of  gigantic  frauds  ;  when  it 
had  been  stated  in  a  judicial  judgment 
that  those  frauds  had  resulted  from  a  con- 
spiracy ;  when  the  charge  had  been  em- 
bodied  in  informations  ;  when  warrants 
had  been  issued  ;  when  indictments  had 
been  found  by  the  grand  jury,  which  James 
Sadleir  did  not  appear  to  answer ;  and 
when,  having  been  ordered  to  attend  in  his 
place  in  that  House  he  had  neglected  to 
do  so,  he  (Mr.  Napier)  would  ask  whether 
it  was  right  and  fitting  that  the  consti- 
tuency of  Tipperary  should  be  left  with 
such  a  person  as  their  representative,  and 
whether  he  should  still  be  the  companion 
of  Members  of  that  House,  and  entitled 
to  claim  the  title  of  ''  honourable "  ? 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
stated  that  the  case  was  one  of  such  a 
special  character  that  the  opinion  of  high 
legal  authorities  in  Ireland,  that  James 
Sadleir  should  not  be  prosecuted  by  the 
Crown,  had  been  overruled,  and  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  himself  undertaken  the  pro- 
secution. The  case  of  Mr.  Walsh  was  one 
of  a  very  remarkable  character.  He  was 
charged  with  felony ;  but  the  opinion  of  the 
Judge  was  that  the  offence  did  not  amount 
to  felony.  On  the  Motion  for  his  expul- 
sion there  were  in  the  minority  of  eighteen  , 
the  names  of  some  of  the  most  honoured 
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that  ouUawry,  although  the  law  did  not 
consider  a  judgment  of  outlawry  tanta- 
mount to  an  admission  of  guilt,  yet  if  that 
step  was  arrived  at,  the  Honse  would  have 
something  on  which  it  might  act,  and,  if  it 
thought  fit,  expel  Mr.  Sadleir.  He  would 
now  allude  to  another  matter.  It  would 
he  recollected  that  on  Monday  last  the 
Honse  made  an  order  that  Mr.  Sadleir 
shonld  attend  in  his  place  on  that  day. 
As  yet  the  House  had  not  before  it  what 
took  place  upon  that  order,  but  he  might 
state  that  on  Monday  evening  one  of  the 
messengers  of  the  House  proceeded  to  Ire- 
land, and  on  the  following  day  (Tuesday), 
he  served  the  order  at  the  residence  of 
Mr.  Sadleir,  in  the  county  of  Tipperary. 
Also,  on  the  same  day,  he  served  the 
order  at  a  place  pointed  out  to  him  in  Dub- 
lin where  Mr.  Sadleir  had  once  resided, 
and  likewise  upon  parties  who  were  repre- 
sented to  him  to  be  the  solicitors  who  acted 
for  Mr.  Sadleir,  in  the  Tipperary  Bank 
case.  It  thus  appeared  that  due  diligence 
had  been  used ;  but  they  could  not  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  it  was  only  on 
Monday  last  that  the  Order  of  the  House 
was  made,  and  that  it  was  not  until  the 
following  day  that  it  was  served  at  the  re- 
sidence of  Mr.  Sadleir,  in  Tipperary.  He 
made  this  preliminary  statement  to  enable 
the  House  to  form  its  judgment.  Speak- 
ing of  the  case  generaUy,  he  did  not  say 
that  it  was  his  intention,  or  the  intention 
of  the  Government,  to  resist  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Roebuck).  The  case  was  peculiarly 
one  for  the  House  itself  to  determine.  It 
involved  the  honour  and  character  of  the 
House,  and  the  House  ought  to  deal  with 
it  in  its  judicial  capacity.  But  it  behoved 
them,  the  proceeding  being  judicial  in  its 
nature,  to  act  with  great  care  and  with 
prudent  examination  beforehand.  The 
hon.  and  le&med  Member  for  Sheffield 
said  he  did  not  call  upon  the  House  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  charges 
were  true  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Napier)  asked  the  House 
to  proceed,  not  on  evidence  but  on  con- 
science ;  but  he  would  say  that  in  a  judi- 
cial proceeding  they  should  proceed  with 
great  care,  and  in  his  judgment  if  they 
made  an  Order  in  accordance  with  the  Mo- 
tion they  would  take  a  very  dangerous 
step.  He  did  not  say  that  the  Motion 
ought  to  be  resisted.  It  was  a  proper  Mo- 
tion, but  the  decision  of  the  House  upon 
it,  he  considered,  ought  to  be  deferred, 
Mr.  J.  D.  FUzGerald 


inasmuch  as  the  time  had  not  yet  arrived 
when  they  could  act  upon  anything  before 
them.      He   could   not    forget    that  the 
House  had  already  by   statute,    with  re- 
spect to  seats  affected  by  elecUon  peti- 
tions, denuded  itself  to  a  great  extent  of 
the  power  which  it  once  exercised  and  m 
some    cases   abused ;    bad  confined  that 
power  within  narrow  limits  ;  and  had  de- 
cided that  in  its  proceedings  it  ought  to  be 
guided  by  something  like  legal  evidesee. 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Sadleir,  his  opiiiioD 
was  that,  having  regard  to  the  conslitQ- 
tion,  the  House  ought  not  to  pronounce  a 
judgment  without  a  proper  preliminary  in- 
quiry— without  either  a  confession  of  guDt 
or  an  amount  of  legal  evidence  tantamoaot 
to  it.     Nothing  had  yet  occurred  to  jiistifj 
the  House  in  coming  to  the  conclosion  that 
there  had   been    an    admission    of  guilu 
There  was  not  to  be  fonnd  one  solitanr 
case  in  which  the  House,  unless  in  times  of 
violence,  when  might  and  not  law  regu- 
lated its  proceedings,  had  expelled  a  M^n- 
ber  without  either  a  conviction,  a  confes- 
sion of  something  which  rendered  him  aniit 
to  continue  in  his  seat,  or  some  inquiry  at 
the  bar  or  by  a  Select  Committee.    All 
the  precedents  which  had  been  referred  to 
classed  themselves  under  one  or  olher  of 
those  categories.      In  the  first — ^tfaat  of 
Mr.  Robinson,  in  1732 — a  Select  Commit- 
tee was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  al- 
leged  frauds.      Mr.  Robinson,    however, 
was  not  expelled  for  fraud,  bot  for  eoo- 
tempt,  he  having  obstinately  refused,  af^ 
due  notice   had   been    served  upon  him. 
to  appear  and  answer  the  charge  before 
the  House.     The  case  of  Mr.  Benjamin 
Walsh  in  1812,  was  one  of  conviction  for 
felony,  but  the  charge  of  felony  contained 
within  it  an   accusation  of  gross  fraud, 
whatever  might  be  the  leg^al  definition  of 
the  crime.     Walsh,  in  fact,  could  not  have 
been  convicted  unless  the  jury  had  found 
the  truth  of  this  charge  of  fraud.     After 
his  trial  and  conviction  the  Judge  came  to 
the  conclusion  that,  though  the  charge  was 
true,  yet  in  its  legal  definition  it  was  not 
felony.     Such  was  the  state  of  the  case 
when  the  House  undertook  to  deal  with  it 
The  charge  of  fraud  was  found  to  have 
been  established  beyond  the  shadow  of  a 
doubt,  and,  although  that  fraud  did  not 
amount  in  a  legal  sense   to  felony,   tbe 
House  very  properly  expelled  the  Membe'. 
In  almost  all  the  cases  which  had  been  it^ 
ferred  to  the  Member  was  either  peraooallT 
present  or  had  made  an  admission  of  hs 
guilt.     He  did  not  put  these  cases  fonrard 
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to  prove  that  tbe  House  could  deal  only 

with  cases  of  crime.     If  a  Member  had 

been  guilty  of  that  which  tainted  his  moral 

character — which,  though  not  a  legal  crime, 

made  him  unfit  to  continue  in  bis  seat — 

the  House  might  and  ought  to  expel  him. 

Nor  did  he  wish  to  say  that,  in  order  to 

warrant  tbe  expulsion  of  Mr.  Sadleir,  tbe 

House  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that 

crime  had  been  committed.     The  House 

need  not  even  enter  into  that  question,  but 

if  it  found  that  he  bad  been  guilty  of  fraud 

of  such  a  character  that  bo  ought  not  to 

be  allowed  to  consort  with  tbe  Members  of 

the  House,  it  would  then  be  its  duty  to  expel 

bim.     None  of  tbe  cases  which  bad  been 

referred  to,  including  those  mainly  relie 

upon  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 

Sheffield,  were  at  all  similar  to  that  of  Mr. 

Sadleir.     In  tbe  case  of  Mr.  Wilkes,  which 

bore  no  analogy  to  tbe  present,  a  speech  was 

delivered  by  Mr.  Grenville,  which  pointed 

out  very  clearly  what  course  the  House 

ought  to  pursue.     Mr.  Grenville  said — 

"  Whenever  this  House  has  expelled  any  Mem- 
ber it  hu  invariably  assigned  some  particular 
oflfence  as  the  reason  for  such  expcdsioo.  By  the 
fundamental  principles  of  this  constitation  the 
right  of  judging  upon  the  general  propriety  or 
un'fitness  of  their  representatives  is  intrusted  with 
the  electors ;  and,  when  chosen,  this  House  can 
only  exclude  or  expel  them  for  some  disability 
established  by  the  law  of  tbe  land,  or  for  some 
specific  oflfence  alleged  and  proved.  .  . 
live  are  now  acting  in  our  judicial  capacity,  and 
are  therefore  bound  to  found  the  judgment  which 
we  are  to  glTo,  not  upon  our  wishes  and  inclina- 
tions, not  on  our  private  belief  or  arbitrary  opi- 
nions, but  on  specific  fiwsts  alleged  and  proved  ac- 
cording to  the  established  rules  and  course  of  our 
prooeedings."--[^aiuafYf ,  Pari.  BisUny,  xvi.  66 1 .] 

In  that  advice  so  given  by  Mr.  Grenville, 
the  House  would  find  the  soundest  prin- 
ciples to  guide  its  proceedings,  and  a 
course  of  action  laid  down,  which  ho  hoped 
would  never  be  departed  from.  The  only 
precedent  which  be  could  find  that  bad  a 
distinct  bearing  upon  the  matter  before 
the  House  was  the  case  of  Mr.  Hunt,  in 
1810.  Mr.  Hunt  held  tbe  situation  of 
Treasurer  of  tbe  Ordnance,  and,  upon  the 
Report  of  a  Commission,  was  charged 
with  being  a  defaulter,  and  with  having 
misappropnated  public  funds  to  the  extent 
of  £83,000.  The  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission bad  been  on  the  table  some  time 
when  Mr.  Galcraft  gave  notice  that  be 
would,  upon  the  4tb  of  April,  1810,  bring 
the  case  before  the  House ;  but  on  an  inti- 
mation from  tbe  Speaker  that  his  notice 
had  been  too  short,  he  withdrew  it»  and 
gave  notice  again  for  the  17th  of  April. 


Upon  that  day,  again  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  Speaker,  he  deferred  bis  Motion,  and 
it  finally  came  on  for  discussion  on  tbe 
23rd  of  May.     It  appeared  then  that  Mr. 
Hunt  bad  gone  to  Lisbon,  and  that  an 
Order  of  the  House  had  been  served  upon 
him.     Mr.  Calcraft  also  produced  a  letter, 
which  was  proved  to  be  in   Mr.  Hunt's 
handwriting,  in  which  he  admitted  to  have 
received  tbe  Order  of  tbe  House,  and  also 
admitted  his  guilt,   although  not  to  the 
extent  charged  against  him.     The  House 
then  came  to  a  Resolution  that  Mr.  Hunt 
had  been  guilty  of  embezzlement,  and  to 
the  further  Resolution  that  ho  should  be 
expelled  the   House.      From  the  course 
which  tbe  present  case  had  taken  it  was 
^uite    unnecessary    that    he    should    go 
through  tbe  whole  of  the  precedents,  and 
be  would  only  state   that  he  had  exa- 
mined   them   with    care,   and  that  they 
all  partook  of  the  character  which  be  had 
pointed  out.     He  had  also  gone  through 
the  records  of  the  Irish  Parliament  for 
the  last  century,  and  he  found  that  the 
same  rule  bad  prevailed  there — that  they 
bad  expelled  Members  who  had  been  guilty 
of  crime  and  of  fraudulent  misconduct; 
but  that  in  no  case  had  they  done  so,  ex- 
cept on  conviction,  confession,  or  inquiry. 
In  1703,  a  Mr.  Asgill  was  expelled.    The 
Resolution  stated  that  tbe  House  bad  ex- 
amined several  witnesses,  and  found  that 
Mr.  Asgill  was  the  author  of  a  certain 
book,  and  therefore  ordered  him  to  be  ex- 
pelled.    He  would  now  see  whether  there 
was  anything  in  the  present  case  on  which 
tbe  House  could  safely  proceed.     It  was 
said   that  the   charge  was  made  by  the 
Master  of  tbe  Rolls  on  tbe  4th  of  March, 
but  James  Sadleir  was  no  psirty  to  the 
proceedings  in  that  Court,  and  it  was  not 
until  tbe  4th  of  July  that  anything  took 
place  on  which  they  could  act.      If  he 
might  advise  the  House,  he  would  say  let 
tbe  Motion  stand  over  until  they  met  again; 
in  tbe  meantime  tbe  proceedings  would  go 
on,   Mr.  James   Sadleir  would   either   be 
made  amenable  and  tried,  or  judgment  of 
outlawry  would  be  recorded  against  bim. 
In  either  case  then  tbe  House  would  have 
something  on  which  to  proceed.     He  would 
only  advert  to  one  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  tbe  University  of 
Dublin,  who  told  the  House  they  should 
proceed   on    conscience.      Erom    that  it 
would  appear  that  the  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  was  inclined  to  view  this  as 
a  political  question.      He  (Mr.  J.  D.  Fitv 
Gerald)  hoped  there  was  no  Gentleman  in 
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the  House  who,  on  a  question  where  (be 
honour  and  character  of  the  House  were 
involred,  woald,  under  the  name  of  con- 
science, deal  with  it  in  a  political  spirit. 
Against  such  a  course  he,  at  least,  would 
enter  his  solemn  protest. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 
he  quite  agreed  that  ibis  was  a  matter 
with  which  the  House  could  not  act  with 
too  much  caution,  hut  he  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  stated  to  the  House 
what  the  real  facts  of  the  case  were.  The 
facts  were  these  :  —  Mr.  James  Sadleir*s 
connection  with  the  Tipperarj  Joint-stock 
Bank  had  heen  the  sul^ect  of  inquiry  in 
the  highest  Court  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Judge  of  that  Court  had  found  that  a  let- 
ter had  been  written  by  the  late  Mr.  John 
Sadleir  to  his  brother  James,  pointing  out 
by  what  means  one  of  the  most  unparallel- 
ed frauds  could  he  carried  out.  They  had 
it  before  them  that  that  letter  had  been 
found  in  tlie' possession  of  Mr.  James  Sad- 
leir, and  also  that  the  directions  contained 
in  the  letter  had  been  fully  carried  out  by 
them.  [Mr.  J.  D.  Fitzoebald  :  No,  no !] 
Well,  at  all  events,  they  had  the  fact  that, 
in  obedience  to  the  directions  contained 
in  that  letter,  Mr.  James  Sadleir  put  his 
name  to  a  fraudulent  statement  in  fe*espect 
to  the  position  of  the  bank,  and  also  that 
a  fraud  of  so  gigantic  a  nature  had  been 
perpetrated  that  the  whole  of  the  English 
shareholders,  who  in  consequence  of  that 
fraudulent  statement  had  invested  money 
in  the  bank,  were  released  from  their  liabi- 
lities. Those  were  the  real  facts  which 
had  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House  in 
the  documents  which  were  produced ;  and 
he  must  say,  he  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  they  ought,  in  conseqoence,  to  take 
some  steps  to  secure  the  honour  and  re- 
putation oT  the  House.  It  must  be  re- 
collected it  would  be  impossible  that  any 
trial  could  take  place  before  the  Lent  as^ 
sizes,  and  therefore  until  the  month  of 
March  next,  Mr.  James  Sadleir  would 
occupy  the  honourable  position  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament.  There  was  one  thing 
he  wi^ed  to  know,  which  was,  whether 
any  proceedings  of  outlawry  could  be  taken 
before  that  time?  Although  it  was  very 
true  that  until  a  trial  and  conviction  had 
taken  place,  the  House  could  not  be  put 
into  formal  possession  of  the  facts  of  the 
case,  yet  he  thought  that  no  reasonable 
man  could  doubt--<-after  what  had  been 
stated  by  a  most  upright  Judge,  who  had 
fully  investigated  the  facts  of  the 
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!  that  a  great  fraud  had  been  committed  by 
'  Mr.  James  Sadleir.     His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Ffiend  opposite  (Mr.  S.  Wortley) 
!  had  moved  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Mo-> 
'  tion  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roe- 
bock)  that  the  papers  should  be  printed. 
The  effect  of  that  would  be  to  get  rid  of 
the  Motion  altogether.     The  papers  were 
very  short,  and  hon.  Meml>el^  had  been 
placed  in  full  possession  of  the  facts  of  the 
case,  therefore  he  thought  there  was  no 
excuse  for  not  coming  to  a  decision  upoa 
the  main  question. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
was  most  anxious  to  echo  the  advice  given 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tbe 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  that  they 
ought  to  proceed  with  tlie  utmost  del3»era> 
tion  in  this  case.  He  beKered  thail  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
She£5eld  was  animated  with  no  other  de- 
sire than  to  uphold  ^e  dignity  and  the 
honour  of  that  House.  But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  they  were  now  exercising 
a  judicial  function — ^tliey  must  take  care, 
therefore,  that  they  did  not  act  with  pie- 
cipitancy  which  might  possibly  lead  to  in- 
justice. The  House  must  thorou|^ly  ijn- 
derstan<),  that  if  they  adopted  the  ]lbtioo 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  t^ey  would 
establiflli  a  precedent;  for  there  certainly 
had  never  yet  been  a  case  in  which  the 
House  had  expelled  an  in^ividnar^iember, 
since  law  and  justice  had  prevailed,  except 
upon  previous  conviction  or  some  PaHia- 
mentary  inquiry,  where  the  accused  had 
an  opportunity  of  Tindicating  himself.  As 
far  as  he  .(the  Attorney  General)  under* 
stood,  Mr.  James  Sadleir  waa  not  a  party 
to  the  proceedings  before  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls ;  neither  had  he  had  any  opportunity 
of  explaining  or  refuting  the  charges  which 
had  been  brought  against  him.  He  (the 
Attorney  General)  did  not  pretend  to  aa- 
sert  that  a  conviction  was  necessary  to 
justify  a  proceeding  of  this  nature;  bat, 
in  his  opinion,  there  ought  to  be  some  |>re- 
liminary  inquiry  by  the  House  into  the 
facts  of  the  case.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  judgment  of  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls  had  been  appealed  from,  and  eren  if 
it  had  not,  that  judgment  Ivas  not  formaHy 
before  the  House.  He  could  not  under* 
stand  why  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  act  hastily  in  the  matter.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  within  a  few  days  Parlia- 
ment would  be  prorogued.  The  House, 
therefore,  could  not  be  offended  bj  the 
presence  of  Mr.  Sadleir,  neither  conU  hts 
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coDatitaents  receive  any  ii\jttry,  because  in 
the  interval  between  tne  prorogation  and 
the  meeting  of  Parliament  they  would  have 
no  need  of  his  aervices.  In  the  meantime, 
Mr.  Sadleir  would  be  required  to  surrender 
and  take  his  trial.  Upon  that  trial  he 
would  be  either  convicted  or  acquitted. 
If  he '  did  not  surrender,  the  proceeding  of 
outlawry  would  take  place,  and  it  had  been 
laid  down  by  the  highest  Parliamentary 
authorities  that  outlawry  upon  a  criminal 
proceeding  would  be  sufficient  to  disqualify 
any  man  from  sitting  in  Parliament.  By 
a  postponement,  therefore,  they  would 
avoid  the  charge  of  precipitancy,  and  they 
would  avoid  creating  a  precedent  which 
might  hereafter  be  converted  into  a  dan- 
gerous political  instrument.  Taking  all 
the  circumstances,  therefore,  of  the  case 
into  consideration,  he  thought  that  the 
better  course  of  proceeding  would  be  to 
postpone  the  Motion  until  the  commence- 
ment of  the  next  Session. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the 
case,  but  b^  would  put  it  to  his  right  bon. 
and  learned  Friend  (}/Lr.  S.  Wortley)  whe- 
ther the  better  course  would  not  be  for  him 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  papers,  and  to 
let  the  House  come  at  once  to  a  decision 
on  the  Motion  of  his  bon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield.  There 
was  nothing  in  those  papers  that  was  not 
already  known  to  the  nouse,  and  they 
would  not  to-morrow  be  in  any  better  posi- 
tion than  they  were  in  to-day  for  coming 
to  a  decision.  As  to  the  case  itself,  he 
entirely  concurred  with  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
They  were  now  called  upon  to  preserve 
the  purity  of  the  House  ;  that  was,  no 
doubt,  a  most  important  application,  but 
one  of  the  chief  elements  or  purity  was  a 
strict  regard  of  the  principles  of  justice, 
and  an  avoidance  of  precedents  which 
might  hereafter  be  converted  to  purposes 
of  injustice.  Assuming  that  there  was  a 
full  conviction  in  the  mind  of  every  hon. 
Member  of  the  guilt  of  James  Sadleir,  still 
he  held  that  they  ought  not  to  take  a  pro- 
ceeding in  the  nature  of  expulsion  without 
being  able  to  found  it  upon  some  formal 
indispntable  ground,  such  as  conviction  or 
confession,  or  the  Report,  after  due  exa- 
mination, of  a  Committee  —  something 
which,  at  present,  thoy  had  not.  He, 
therefore,  urged  the  House,  out  of  regard 
to  its  own  purity  and  to  the  principles  of 
justice,  not  to  establish  a  precedent  which 


might  on  future  occasions  be  converted 
into  an  instrument  of  injustice,  but  to 
postpone  their  decision  until  they  were 
m  a  better  position  to  decide. 

SiE  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said, 
there  was  one  ground  which  jCompelled 
him  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  |ifember 
for  Sheffield  not  to  press  his  Motion.  A 
Motion  was  made  on  Monday  for  Mr.  J'ames 
Sadleir  to  appear  in  the  Hpuse  on  Thurs- 
day. That  period  was  very  shor^,  and 
Mr.  Sadleir  could-  scarcely  have  been  pre- 
sent if  he  had  felt  so  disposed. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  best  way  of  vindicating  the 
honour  of  the  House  was  to  act  justly. 
Without  expressing  any  opinion  as  to  the 
case  of  James  Sadleir,  he  thought  that 
the  worse  the  case  seemed  the  more  careful 
they  ought  to  be  not  to  act  upon  it  until 
the  person  implicated  had  )i&d  an  opportu- 
nity of  being  heard.  He  could  not  say 
that  when  notice  to  a  person  jto  appear  in 
that  House  on  a  Thursaay  had  only  been 
given  on  a  Monday,  and  there  was  no 
proofs  of  personal  service,  he  was  to  be 
treated  as  absent. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
below  him  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
makes  no  sign.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  could  only  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, on  the  understanding  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  move  the  previous  Question. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON :  I  beg.  Sir, 
to  move  theprevious  Question. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  Sir,  1  suppose  there 
will  be  no  further  discussion  on  this  matter. 
It  strikes  me,  from  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  that  some  po- 
litical considerations  are  mixed  up  with 
this  question— [cries  of  "No,  no!"]  I 
understood  him  so,  and  I  think  it  a  most 
unhappy  thing  that  we  cannot  touch  any- 
thing in  regard  to  Ireland  unl^8s  political 
feelings  are  imported  into  the  discussion. 
I  have  done  the  best  I  could  to  support 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  House,  and 
if  I  find  the  majority  against  me,  of  course 
I  cannot  help  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have 
talked  about  the  danger  of  precedent.  No 
man,  however,  had  pointed  out  what  that 
danger  is.  What  is  this  case  ?  A  man 
commits  a  crime  dishonourable  in  itself. 
He  is  found  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
guilty  of  a  fraud  of  the  most  atrocious  de- 
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BcriptioQ ;  and  I  ask,  therefore,  if  such  a 
man  ought  not  to  be  expelled  from  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  To  talk  about  dan- 
ger, and  to  affect  a  squeamishness  of  this 
sort,  appears  to  me  to  be  most  incon- 
sistent with  the  maintenance  of  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  House.  Sir,  we  stand 
dishonoured  by  the  association  with  a  pec- 
cant Member.  I  have  done  what  I  could 
to  free  yon  from  that  association,  and  the 
blame  must  therefore  rest  with  those  who 
have  prevented  me. 

Mb.  NAPIER  said,  that  in  reference  to 
the  remark  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Henley)  he  could  state  that  efforts  had 
been  made  to  serve  the  Order  on  James 
Sadleir,  but  he  could  not  be  found. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
must  repudiate  in  the  most  distinct  terms, 
on  the  part  of  the  House,  the  charge  which 
had  been  brought  against  it  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  ShefBeld.  The 
arguments  that  had  been  urged  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  did  honour  both 
to  those  who  had  used  them  and  to  those 
who  had  been  influenced  by  them.  As  far 
as  he  could  understand  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  House  had  proceeded,  they  had 
wholly  discarded  any  considerations  as  to 
the  side  of  the  House  upbn  which  the 
person  sat  who  was  the  object  of  the  in- 
quiry; they  had  proceeded  entirely  upon 
abstract  principles  of  justice.  ' 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  thought  that  the 
worst  course  to  be  adopted  was,  to  move 
the  previous  question;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that 
his  opinion  was  not  grounded  upon  any 
hesitation  of  a  private  kind,  as  to  whether 
this  was  a  case  in  which  it  was  necessary 
to  expel  a  Member  from  the  House  or  not. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  would  renew  his  Motion.  He 
did  not  think  there  could  be  any  mode  by 
which,  except  by  accepting  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds,  Mr.  James  Sadleir  could  now 
escape  from  the  vote  of  that  House,  and 
the  expulsion  to  which  he  ought  to  be  sub- 
jected. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  having 
observed  the  course  of  the  whole  proceed- 
ings during  the  last  six  months,  and  not 
believing  that  any  evidence  could  be  ad- 
duced to  justify  the  person  in  question,  he 
was  prepared  to  vote  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffiekl.  But,  as  it 
appeared  to  be  thought  by  a  majority  of 
the  House  that  it  was  better  to  wait  a  little, 
he  would  recommend  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  not  to  divide,  since  if  he  were  in 
Mr»  Roebuck 


a  minority  the  effect  would  be  that  a  gmt 
number  would  escape  whom  he  beliefed  to 
be  equally  guilty. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLBY  said  be 
had  no  doubt  the  time  would  comcwhea 
the  House  would  interfere,  but  it  woold  be 
better  not  to  proceed  hastily.  Wben  tbe 
time  did  come  he  did  not  question  that  tbe 
House  would  act  with  vigour  and  firmoess. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
James  Sadleir,  having  absconded  frp&i 
public  justice,  be  expelled  this  House." 

Whereupon  the  Premout  Qvf^, 
''|That  that  Question  be  now  pat,"  m 
put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  ROEBUCK:  I  wish.  Sir.  to  pat  a 
question  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  hodcf 
tne  Government.  If.  an  applieatioD  s 
made  for  tbe  Chiltern  Hundreds  for  Mr- 
James  Sadleir,  will  the  Govemment  pledge 
themselves  not  to  grant  it  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON :  Undonbt- 
edly. 

BISHOPS  OF  ILONDCN  AND  DURHAM 
RETIREMENT  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  3. 

Mb.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  should  do* 
move  to  omit  the  sum  of  £4,500,  and  U 
substitute  the  sum  of  £3,000  (the  former 
being  the  amount  proposed  as  the  retiring 
pension  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham).  Het^n 
that  course  upon  the  following  grounds- 
He  was  told  upon  the  highest  aatboritj 
that  the  Bishop  of  Durham  was  entitled 
by  law  to  a  salary  of  £8,000  a  year,  boi. 
that  by  an  ingenious  arrangement  mado 
between  himself  and  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  he  was  to  pay  a  c'ertam 
sum  of  money,  and  receive  all  the  proceed* 
of  his  estates  after  that  amount.  Ii^  t°*| 
way,  instead  of  £8,000  the  Bishop  m 
been  in  the  receipt  of  some  £14,000  or 
£16,000  a  year.  His  proposition  was  ti- 
limit  his  retiring  salary  to  one-third  of  twj 
which  it  was  originally  intended  he  shooU 
have  received. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  16,  ^^ 
leave  out  the  words  "  four  thonsand  n^ 
hundred"  and  insert  the  words  **^^ 
thousand." 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY 8siJ> 
could  not  but  think  that  the  Motion  of  t^ 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  some  o^^ 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  Commltt*- 
No  one  could  say  that  £3.000  was  6» 
small  a  sum  for  a  Bishop  who  was  who  ^ 
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incapaoitateil  finr  farther  bofiiness.  He 
should  snpport  the  Amendment,  believing 
that  the  queBtion  Btood  upon  different 
groand  from  the  snm  Tuted  to  the  Bishop 
of  London.  In  spite  of  what  the  Govern- 
ment aaid,  the  Bill  would  form  a  precedent 
for  the  income  to  be  fixed  hereafter  in  any 
general  measure.  There  waa  nothing  to 
justify  80  high  a  charge  as  this.  The 
Bishop  of  Durham  had  had  a  larger 'in- 
come than  £8,000,  and  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  had  parted  with  property 
which  did  not  bebng  to  them  when  they 
gave  him  more  than  that  sum. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  that  one  reason 
which  had  been  stated  for  giving  the  re- 
tiring Bishops  those  high  salaries  was, 
that  they  had  establishments  to  maintain 
both  in  town  and  in  the  country  ;  but  it 
was  idle  to  talk  of  voting  away  the  money, 
and  to  suppose' it  was  necessary  for  any 
such  purpose ;  because,  on  their  retiring, 
they  would  give  up  one  at  least  of  their 
establishments.  By  the  present  state  of 
the  law  an  active  Bishop,  in  the  full  en- 
joyment of  bis  faculties,  got  upon  an 
average  a  aum  of  £5,000  a  year,  but  in 
this  iustance  they  had  already  voted  one 
Bishop  who  was  retiring — because,  accord- 
ing to  his  own  statement,  his  infirmities 
had  incapacitated  him  from  peiforming  his 
duties — a  sum  of  £6,000  a  year,  which 
was  actually  more  than  they  gave  to  a 
hardworking  Bishop.  That  was  an  in- 
stance of  the  poverty  of  virtue.  Our  Bi- 
shops professea  to  be  the  successors  of  the 
Apostles  ;  but  certainly  that  was  a  curious 
mode  of  imitating  their  humility  and  po- 
verty. He  proposed  that  the  retiring  pen- 
sion of  one  of  these  successors  to  the 
Apostles  should  be'  £3,000,  and  upon  that 
he  would  divide  the  Committee. 

Mb.  WILKINSON  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  had  not  put  the  case  quite  fairly 
when  he  stated  that  the  Church  roust  pay 
the  Bishop  of  Durham  £4,500  a  year,  or, 
if  not,  he  would  continue  to  enjoy  an  in- 
come of  £16,000  per  annum.  By  the 
arrangement  proposed  by  the  clause  it  was 
clear  that  there  would  be  a  gain  to  the 
common  EcolestasticAl  Fund. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  that  ho  did  not 
say  that  the  Committee  was  asked  to  vote 
£4,500  a  year  to  a  Bishop,  but  to  one  who 
had  ceased  to  be  a  Bishop. 

ViflcouKT  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
could  not  alloyr  the  Committee  to  come  to 
a  vote  upon  the  clause  without  informing  it 
that  the  notion  which  had  been  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  the 
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Bishop  of  Durham  had  hitherto  received 
£8,000  per  annum  only,  was  not  correct. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  must  explain 
that  he  had  stated  tliat  the  arrangement 
made  between  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners and  the  Bishop  was — the  law  being 
that  he  was  to  receive  £8,000  a  year — that 
upon  his  paying  a  certain  round  sum  to 
the  Commissioners  he  should  receive  the 
whole  revenue,  and  in  consequence  of  that 
arrangement  his  income  had  been  from 
£14,000  to  £16.000  per  annum. 

VisooDHT  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
was  just  what  he  was  coming  to.  Upon 
the  ground  of  the  Bishop's  retiring,  it  was 
proposed  to  give  him  this  salary  ;  and  it 
appeared  to  him  (Lord  Palmerston)  that 
£4,500  was  a  sum  not  disproportionate  to 
the  actual  receipts  which  had  been  taken 
by  the  Bishop  of  Durham,  and  which  were 
admitted  to  be  between  £14,000  and 
£16,000.  The  result  therefore  was,  that, 
after  giving  the  Bishop  this  pension,  and 
paying  his  successor  £8,000,  there  would 
still  be  a  surplus  left  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  Members  to 
an  orgument  which  had  been  used,  that 
unless  the  Committee  yielded  on  his  own 
terms  the  Bishop  would  retain  his  see.  He 
(Lord  R.  Cecil)  could  not  believe,  after  the 
confession  of  incapacity  which  had  been 
made,  that,  whatever  the  vote  of  the  Com- 
mittee might  be,  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
would  retain  bis  see  in  opposition  to  public 
opinion.  He  could  not  believe  that  they 
were  in  miierioordiam  as  regarded  thoso 
Bishops.  The  Bishop  of  Durham,  by  law, 
was  entitled  to  £8,000  a  year,  but,  by  a 
particular  arrangement,  he  had  managed 
to  obtain  double  that  amount ;  and  now  he 
came  to  Parliament  to  ask  for  an  allovsaoce 
based  upon  that  doubled  income  more  than 
equal  to  the  salary  allowed  to  the  woiking 
Bishops. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  lyas 
anxious  to  correct  a  mistake  iuto  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  fallen,  and  it  would  be 
important  that  he  should  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee what  the  law  really  was.  If  there 
were  any  arrangement,  it  was  not  framed 
by  any  ingenious  contrivance  between  the 
Bishop  of  Durham  and  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners,  but  its  terms  wore 
imposed  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  which 
provided  that  eertain  incomes  should  be 
assigned  to  certnin  Bishops,  and,  amongst 
the  rest,  that  a  salary  of  £8,000  should 
be  assigned  to  the  Bishop  of  Durham.  Un- 
der that  Act  it  was  arranged  that   the 
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Balaries  should  be  osti mated  upon  the  legally  entitled.  He  found  now,  howerer, 
ayerage  receipts  of  the  diocese,  taken  for ,  that  the  Bishop  was  entitled  legallr  lo 
a  period  of  seven  years  before  the  accept-  receive  £16,000  per  annnm,  and,  there- 
auce  of  the  see.  Whenever  those  receipts  fore,  ho  thought  Parliament  ought  to  M 
should  be  in  excess,  the  salary  was  to  be  with  him  as  it  had  done  with  the  Bishof 
a  charge  upon  those  revenues  ;  on  the  of  London,  and  calculate  the  retiring  pes- 
other  hand,  if  the  revenues  of  the  see  fell  ston  upon  the  amount  he  was  legallj  ati- 
short,  the  deficiency  was  to  be  made  up  by   tied  to  receive. 

the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  He  con-  Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  was  of  opi- 
sidered  that  that  was  a  very  bad  arrange-  nidh  that  the  retiring  pension  shooM  be 
ment ;  and  it  had  been  admitted  by  the  calculated  upon  the  basis  of  the  setu) 
House  to  be  so,  for  it  had  been  repeale<l,  receipts  of  the  Bishop,  whose  habits  lod 
and  they  passed  a  Bill,  prescribing  other  expenses  had  been  formed  by  the  letitri 
terms  which  were  better  calculated  to  amount  of  his  income.  With  respeet  to 
carry  out  the  proposed  object.  The  Bishop  the  Bishop  of  ^urham,  he  could  fullj  e«r- 
of  Durham  was,  therefore,  legally  in  pos-  roborate  the  statement  of  the  rigbt  boo. 
session  of  the  income  which  he  now  re-  Baronet  (Sir  G.  Grey)  of  the  manifieeat 
ceivcd  ;  and  being  in  possession  of  that  in-  uses  to  which  that  ineom^  had  beeo  ap- 
come,  and  spending  it,  as  he  (Sir  G.  Grey),  plied.  The  Bishop  had  been  accastamej 
living  as  he  did  in  his  diocese,  could  tes-  for  many  years  past  to  contribute  to  all 
tify ,  most  munificently ;  and  having  devoted  local  charities  within  his  'diocese,  nor  did 
large  sums  to  the  augmentation  of  small  he  confine  his  gifts  to  those  iostitotioiH 
livings,  he  was  now  returning  £2,000  a  connected  with  the  Church  merely,  bat  be 
year  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission.  extended  them  to  such  objects  as  the  b«L 

Mr.  card  well  said,  that  without  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  kimsdf 
imputing  any  contrivance  to  the  Bishop,  would  take  an  interest  in. 
the  fact  remained  the  same.«  The  Legis-  |  Mft.  DUNCAN  hoped  that  the  vorLloi 
lature  had  intended  the  income  of  the  clergy  would  be  dealt  with  upon  the  sane 
Bishop  of  Durham  to  be  £8,000  per  an-  '  principles  which  were  applied  to  Bishops. 
num,  while  he  had  actually  receiyed  about  I  Question  put,  **  That  the  words  *  f«Hi^ 
£16,000.  In  granting  a  retiring  pension,  thousand  five  hnndred'  stand  partof  tb« 
if  the  amount  was  to  be  one-third  of  the  '  Clause.'* 

income,  the  question  arose  in  this  case,  |  The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  52 ; 
was  that  proportion  to  be  based  upon  the  Noes  1 9  :  Majority  33. 
income  which  by  error — of  Parliament  if  i  On  the  Question  that  Clause  3  sbsM 
they  would,  but  certainly  by  some  error —  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
had  been  actually  received  by  the  Bishop,  !  Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  there  vas  on« 
or  upon  the  amount  which  it  had  been  the  !  point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  atteo- 
intention  of  all  parties  he  should  receive  ?  j  tion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Hot^c? 
He  was  inclined  to  adopt  the  second  rather  ,  Secretary.  As,  in  consequence  of  tk 
than  the  first  proposition.  The  noble  Lord  change  which  was  abdut  to  be  nMde,  s 
(Lord  R.  Cecil)  had  referred  to  some  argu-  number  of  poor  clergymen  would  be  de- 
ments, that  if  the  terms  proposed  were  not  prived  of  the  assistance  which  thej  qot 
accepted  there  would  be  no  resignation;  received  from  the  Bishop  of  Dorhom. u>^ 
but  he  (Mr.  Cardwell)  did  not  believe  that  - 

if  Parliament  should  vote  a  pension  upon 
just  and  equitable  terms,  consistent  with 
the  spirit  of  precedent,  any  Prelate  who 
had  already  admitted  his  incapacity  to  con- 
tinue in  his  office  would  venture  to  refuse 
those  terms. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  had  supported 
the  allowance  of  £6,000  to  the  Bishop  of 
London  upon  the  understanding  that  it 
was  one-third  part  of  his  present  income. 
He  had  been  prepared  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  in  the  case  of  the  Bishop 
of  Durham,  believing  that  the  sum  pro- 
posed by  it  was  onc«-tliird  part  of  the  in- 
come to  which  that  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
Sir  George  Grey 


as  the  **  Common  Fund**  would  benefit  con 
siderably  by  the  new  arrangement,  be 
thought  the  case  of  such  clergjmea  vouw 
be  deserving  of  the  special  considcratlos 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  CommissioDers  ia 
their  application  of  the  "  Common  Fond. 
He  regretted  that  the  right  hoa.  Geote- 
man  the  Member  for  the  Universitj  ^ 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole)  was  not  prcscBi 
to  hear  this  sugs^estion. 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  tlrf 
surplus  would,  of  course,  form  part  of  tfe 
••  Common  Fund,"  but  he  was  nota«f^ 
whether  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioo^ 
had  power  f  pecially  to  consider  those  p^^' 
liar  cases.  If  they  had  such  pover  ^ 
had  no  doubt  they  woold  do  so ;  hot  be 
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could  not  pledge  them  to  the  adoption  of 
any  course. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  point 
which  had  just  hecn  raised  gave  a  new 
aspect  to  the  matter.  Tlie  statement  that 
£4,000  to  £5,000  a  year  would  be  saved 
for  the  "  Common  Fund,**  no  doubt  induced 
many  Members  to  support  the  proposed 
arrangement.  It  now  appeared  that  a 
portion  of  that  sum  was  to  be  impounded. 
The  same  question  might  be  raised  in  re- 
ference to  the  diocese  of  London ,  seeing 
that  the  Bishop  of  London  had,  as  every 
one  knew,  contributed  enormously  towards 
the  support  of  the  poorer  clergy  out  of  his 
episcopal  income.  It  really  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced,  if  not 
under  false  pretences*  at  least  under  a  sort 
of  promise  which  could  not  be  fulfilled.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  keep  up  the  charities 
of  the  present  Bi»hops  and  to  replenish  the 
"  Common  Fund*'  at  the  same  time. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  he  had 
not  stated  that  those  claims  should  be  con- 
sidered, because  he  was  not  sure  that  the 
law  would  allow  their  consideration.  lie  had 
only  said  that  if  the  law  gave  them  power 
to  do  so  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  would  take  ii\to 
consideration  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
small  benefices  which  had  for  a  considerable 
time  been  augmented.  The  raising  of  the 
question  made  him  sincerely  glad  that  an 
Amendment  moved  in  another  place,  that 
all  the  surplus  under  the  Bill  should  go  to 
an  episcopal  fund,  had  been  negatived. 

Mr.  IlEADLAM  said,  he  thought  that 
the  claims  of  those  clergymen  stood  so 
high  that,  if  it  was  possible,  they  should 
receive  every  consideration  from  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners.  It  was  clear 
that  if  Parliament  had  not  interfered  they 
would  have  derived  this  addition  to  their 
mi;}erable  stipends  during  the  life  of  the  pre- 
sent Bishop.  He,  therefore,  thought  that 
if  Parliament  interfered,  they  ought  not  to 
do  so  at  the  expense  of  their  incomes. 

Mr.  RIDLEY  said,  he  hoped  those 
claims  would  not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  who  had  the 
large  sum  of  at  least  £450,000  iu  their 
hands,  and  yet  spent  but  little  of  that  in 
tlie  augmentation  of  small  livings. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners,  which  was  about  to 
be  produced,  entered  fully  into  the  subject. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  that  as  one  of 
the  Commissioners,  he  hoped  that  nothing 
that  had  passed  in  the  present  discussion 
would  be  understood  as  committing  them, 
aiiJ  that  the  Committee  would  reserve  their 


opinion  upon  it  until  they  had  read  the 
Report. 

Clause  agreed  to ;  as  also  was  Clause  4. 

On  Clause  5.  Every  Bishop  nho  blmll 
succeed  to  the  dioceses  of  London  aud 
Durham  respectively  shall  hold  his  See, 
and  all  the  property,  patrouagc,  and  rigiitd 
belonging  thereto  subject  to  any  pro  vision 
which  shall  be  made  by  the  authority  of 
Parliament  within  the  space  of  three  vearti 
next  after  the  passing  of  the  present  Act, 
*'  any  Law,  Statute,  or  Cauou  to  the  con* 
trary  notwithstanding." 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  :  As  it  stood  at  pre- 
sent  the  clause  provided  that  any  future 
appointed  Bishops  of  the  two  sees  men- 
tioned in  the  Bill  should  be  subject  to  any 
provision  which  might  be  made  *'  by  Par- 
liament within  three  years  after  the  pass* 
ing  of  this  Act.'*  He  would  pi'opose  to 
strike  out  those  words,  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof,  **  by  the  authority  of  Parliament 
relating  to  the  extent  of  his  duty  or  the 
amount  of  his  emoluments.*' 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that  ho 
hoped  the  hon.  apd  learned  Member  would 
not  press  his  Amendment,  as  hisrigiii  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  G.  Grey)  intended  to  ])ropose 
a  somewhat  similar  emendation  upon  the 
tliird  reading.  The  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  did  not,  however,  propose  to 
deal  with  the  limitation  of  three  jears. 

Mr.  DADFIELD  said,  he  thought  that 
if  this  provision,  limiting  the  time  to  three 
years,  were  not  got  rid  of,  the  clause  would 
be  valueless. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  advisability  or 
non  advisability  of  retaining  the  limitation 
of  three  years  would  be  better  discussed 
to- morrow,  when  the  Amendment  to  which 
he  had  referred  was  before  the  House. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  they  would  discuss  the 
subject  upon  the  third  reading,  under  ti.e 
disadvantage  of  being  able  to  speak  onco 
only.  He  did  not  wish  to  obstruct  the 
progress  of  business,  but  he  thought  it  riglit 
to  place  tho  fact  before  hon.  Mombers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  he  took 
exception  to  the  last  phrase,  as  at  best 
unmeaning,  and*  as  possibly  calculated  to 
create  some  difficulty  in  the  interpretation 
of  the  clause.  He  did  not  profess  to  be 
learned  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Law,  but  there 
was  upon  the  Treasury  Bench,  one  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral, who  ought  to  be  proficient  in  tlu; 
science,  having  devoted  a  whole  horn*  to  it 
that  day,  and  he  should  be  gl;^d  to  bo  in- 
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formed  by  him  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  word  "canon"  as  nsed  in  the  clause. 

The  solicitor  general  said,  he 
would  willingly  give  the  noble  Lord  the 
benefit  of  his  opinion  as  regarded  the  ap- 
plication of  the  three  words  *^  law,  statute, 
and  canon.*'  The  first  was  used  with  re- 
ference to  the  Common  Law,  the  second 
with  reference  to  Acts  of  Parliament,  and 
the  third  with  reference  to  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Law.  But  the  whole  phrase  was,  as 
every  one  must  be  aware,  little  else  than 
surplusage — mere  words,  of  course. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  follows  the  precedent  of  former 
Bills,  and  trudges  on  in  a  beaten  track. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  :  Allow 
me  to  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  he  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that  I 
framed  the  Bill.  I  never  saw  it  till  it 
came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  strictly 
speaking,  both  the  words  excepted  to  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  even  the  entire  clause, 
he  considered  were  unnecessary.  They 
had  no  enacting  power,  and  were  only  intro- 
duced to  save  the  honour  of  Parliament. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  he  still 
objected  to  the  words,  and  should  move 
that  they  be  omitted. 

ViscouKT  PALMBRSTON  said,  he 
must  beg  the  noble  Lord  not  to  press  the 
Motion  ;  though  the  words  might  be  unne- 
cessary, they  were  justified  by  precedent, 
and,  at  all  events,  could  do  no  harm. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  he  would 
consent  to  withdraw  the  Motion,  but  he 
should  renew  it  to-morrow. 

Clause  agreed  to. — On  the  Preamble, 

Sir  WILLIAM  HEATHCOTB  said, 
ho  must  protest  against  the  supposition 
that  he  approved  of  the  Preamble  in  its 
present  form.  An  Amendment  would 
probably  be  proposed  to-morrow. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  intended  to  propose 
any  material  Amendments  in  the  Bill  on 
the  third  readiirg  ?  If  so,  notice  of  them 
should  be  given  that  evening,  as  there 
only  remained  four  days  of  the  Session. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  only  Amendment  contemplated 
was  the  technical  one  of  eubstituting  the 
words  "  that  he  has  under  his  hand  and 
seal"  for  the  words  "  duly  and  canonically, 
with  reference  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  should  accept  the 
resignation  of  the  outgoing  Bishops. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  deemed 
that  Amendment  a  very  important  one, 
and  would  oppose  it. 

Lord  Robert  Cecil 


Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral would  stale  to-morrow  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  rested  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  his  objection  to 
the  Preamble  as  it  stood  now  was  that  it 
was  not  a  true  one ;  and  he  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
make  it  accord  with  the  facts  ?  At  pre- 
sent it  stated  facts  about  the  resignatioa 
which  never  occurred.  The  dates  were 
made  very  different  from  the  actual  d^tes. 
The  Bishops  had  offered  to  resign  opos 
condition  of  having  certain  snma  as  re- 
tiring pensions,  but  that  was  not  stated, 
though  it  ought  to  be,  in  the  Preamble. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  to  aoj 
Amendment  which  proposed  to  strike  oot 
the  words  '*  duly  and  canonically"  he 
should,  when  it  came  to  be  considered, 
offier  every  opposition  in  his  power.  At 
the  same  time,  defernng  as  he  did  to  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  which  had  been 
unequivocally  pronounced,  he  had  no  wisk 
whatever  to  obstruct  the  Bill. 

Preamble  agreed  to, — House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

'  METROPOLIS  LOCAL  MANAGEMENT 
ACT  AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Order  for  consideration  of  Lords  Amead- 
mentJB  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  pTop(^. 
"  That  the  said  Amendments  be  now  read/' 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  mn^ 
press  for  'the  postponement  of  the  Order, 
on  the  ground  that  an  hon.  Friend  of  his 
had  a  petition  against  the  Bill,  and  was  not 
able  to  be  present  to  lay  it  before  the  House, 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL  declined  to 
accede  to  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  butler  objected  to  the  haste 
with  which  these  Amendments  were  being 
hurried  ;  he  entertained  strong  objections  to 
them,  and  he  had  reason  to  believe  that 
there  was  a  general  feeling  throughout  the 
metropolis  against  them, — true  it  had  not 
been  strongly  expressed,  but  these  Amend- 
ments had  only  been  placed  in  ^e  hands 
of  Members  the  previous  morning,  when  it 
appeared  that  they  were  of.  a  nature 
seriously  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
the  ratepayers,  to  choose  their  own  churcS 
wardens  and  parochial  officers — 500.1XV 
ratepayers  were  to  be  deprived  of  their 
rights,  the  alteration  was  nncalled  for.  &n^ 
unless  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  et^ 
sent  to  postpone  the  consideraUon  of  these 
Amendments,  he  should  move  that  the  far- 
ther consideration  be  postponed  till  to- 
morrow. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  words  '*  That  the*'  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  con- 
sideration of  such  Amendments  be  post- 
poned till  To-morrow." 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.** 

Sir  benjamin  HALL  said,  the  only 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  Lords  re- 
lated to  the  appointment  of  parochial  offi- 
cers. That  Amendment  was  contained 
in  the  first  clause,  and  he  belieyed  that 
was  the  only  point  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  But- 
ler) referred.  Under  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion the  Vestries  were  elected  an  by  almost 
universal  suffrar^e,  namely,  by  a  rate-pay- 
ing suffrage.  One-third  went  out  by  rota- 
tion every  year,  and  there  was  household 
suffrage  with  single  voting.  The  Lords 
thought  that  bodies  so  constituted  had  the 
confidence  of  the  ratepayers,  and  that  they 
might  be  intrusted  with  the  election  of  the 
parochial  officers,  rather  than  that  there 
ahould  be  a  recurrence  of  those  exciting 
ficenes  which  had  occasionally  taken  place. 
In  most  of  the  parishes  the  vestries  elected 
the  churchwardens,  overseers,  and  other 
parochial  officers.  In  other  parishes  they 
were  elected  by  the  parishioners  at  large, 
and  the  object  of  the  Lords*  Amendments 
was  to  assimilate  the  practice. 

Mb.  PELLATT  complained  that  the 
Lords'  Amendments  would  destroy  the 
whole  vitality  of  the  Bill.  Parishes  now  in 
the  enjoyment  of  open  vestries  would  not 
like  the  measure,  and  he  should  move  the 
omission  of  the  Lords*  Amendments  so  far 
as  they  went  to  extinguish  the  first  clause. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  there  was  no 
right  which  the  inhabitants  of  the  metro- 
polis valued  more  than  the  ancient  right  of 
electing  their  parochial  officers.  In  some 
parishes  there  were  20,000  ratepayers  who 
would  have  the  right  to  vote  for  those 
parochial  officers,  while  the  largest  number 
of  members  in  any  vestry  was  not  more 
than  120.  The  ratepayers  did  not  wish  to 
delegate  this  right  of  election  to  the  ves- 
tries. The  first  clause  of  the  Bill  which 
bad  been  expunged  by  the  Lords  was  the 
very  part  of  the  measure  which  was  view- 
ed with  the  greatest  satisfaction  by  the  in- 
habitants of  the  metropolis,  and  he  cer- 
tainly hoped  that  the  House  would  not 
agree  to  its  being  expunged. 

Sib  WILLIAM  CLAY  said,  there  was 
much  that  was  good  in  the  Bill,  which  he 
was  sorry  to  see  rejected.  After  the  pass- 
iDg  of  this  Bill  a  church  rate  could  only 


be  made  in  open  vestry,  which  he  thought 
a  very  great  point.  Another  important 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  dispense  with  the 
necessity  of  the  payment  of  church  rates 
to  entitle  a  person  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
elective  franchise.  If  his  hon.  Friend's 
object  was  to  defeat  the  Bill  by  postponing 
the  consideration  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to-morrow,  he  feared  he  must  vote 
against  him. 

MR.WILKINSONsaid,thatata  meeting 
of  parochial  officers,  held  a  few  days  since, 
there  was  a  general  expression  of  opinion 
that  sooner  than  lose  the  Bill  the  first 
clause  should  be  struck  out.  As  he  under- 
stood that  the  clause  inserted  by  the  Lords 
could  not  be  struck  out,  and  the  original 
clause  inserted,  he  should  not  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  MURROUGH  said,  that  a  great 
number  of  the  Members  for  the  metropolis 
looked  upon  the  first  clause  as  the  only 
valuable  part  of  the  Bill;  and,  notwith- 
standing what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr.  Wilkinson)  who 
had  shown  less  discretion  in  the  matter 
than  his  hon.  Colleague,  he  could  assure 
the  House,  from  his  acquaintance  with  the 
constituency  of  Lambeth,  that  that  feeling 
was  shared  by  a  great  proportion  of  that 
constituency.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite would  not  be  showing  that  moral 
courage  which,  from  his  general  political 
conduct,  might  bo  expected  from  him,  if  he 
did  not  move  that  the  Lords'  Amendment 
for  expunging  Clause  I  be  not  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mihdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  BUTLER  admitted  the  necessity 
for  legislation,  and  thJtt  there  were  useful 
clauses  in  the  Bill ;  but  the  Amendments 
materially  affected  the  rights  of  his  consti- 
tuents, rights  which  they  valued  ;  he  should 
therefore  move  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  Lords  to  expunge  Clause  1,  be  not 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  MURROUGH  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  the  Amendment  in  page  I,  '  Leave  out 
Clause  T.*  *• 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  8  ;  Noes 
53 :  Majority  45. 

Amendment  agreed  to : — Several  others 
agreed  to ;  one  agreed  to,  with  an  Amend- 
ment. 

FORMATION,  4o,,  OF  PARISHES  BILL. 

Order  for  consideration  of  Lords*  Amend- 
ments read. 
Tee  Marquess  of  BLANDFORD  said, 
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be  would  Be^  to  move  that  the  Lords' 
Amendments  should  be  agreed  to.  At 
the  name  time  he  must  confess  that  lie 
very  much  regretted  that  the  clause  which 
]iermittcd  the  application  of  volantarj 
offerings  towards  the  endowment  of  the 
clergy  bad  been  rejected  from  the  Bill. 
He  felt  very  strongly  on  the  subject  of 
that  clause ;  nerertbeless,  he  felt  it  might, 
at  that  late  period  of  the  Session,  en- 
danger the  passing  of  the  Bill  if  he  were 
to  insist  upon  its  reinsertion.  He  should, 
therefore,  content  himself  with  expressing 
his  complete  adhesion  to  the  principle  of 
the  clause,  and  he  hoped  that  on  a  future 
occasion  the  subject  would  be  again  taken 
up. 

Mn.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  very 

flad  to  bear  the  observations  of  his  noble 
'riend.  He  confessed  he  felt  they  were 
]ilaced  in  a  yery  unfortunate  position.  The 
clause  had  been  inserted  in  the  Bill  with 
the  unanimous  approval  of  a  Select  Coiu- 
mittce,  and  it  had  passed  through  that 
House  without  a  division.  However,  it 
went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  at  tho  end 
of  the  Session  and  it  was  rejected  by  a 
Majority  of  two  Peers  in  a  House  of  only 
forty  Members.  Although  the  majority 
against  the  clause  was  no  larger,  he  quite 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend,  that  as  it 
wns  within  a  few  days  of  the  end  of  the 
Session,  it  would  endanger  the  passing  of 
tho  Bill  if  they  were  to  insist  on  its  re- 
insertion. At  the  same  time,  having  re- 
gard to  the  unequivocal  expression  of 
opinion  in  that  House  in  favour  of  the 
princi]»1c  of  the  clause,  he  trusted  that  at 
a  future  time  attention  would  be  again 
attratted  to  the  subject. 

Amendments  road,  and  agreed  to. 
Tho  House  adjourned  at  Ten  o'clock. 
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Minutes,]     Tool'  the  Oaths. — James  Baron  Wens- 

leydMe,  having  been  oreated  Baron  Wensleydale 

of  Walton. 
Public     Bills.  —  1*    Chancery    Amendment ; 

Chancery  Rogistran  Office. 
3^  Burial-grounds  (Ireland) ;   Lunatic  Asylums 

(Superannuations)  (Ireland);  Joint-stock  Banks. 

THE  NEW  PALACE  AT  WESTMINSTER- 
DECAY  OF  THE  STONE- WORK  —  TUE 
PATENT  LAWS. 

LoKD  LYNDHURST  presented  a  peti- 
tion from   Mr.  John  Benjamin  Dnines,  of 
Argyll  Street,   Hanover  Square,  London, 
gentleman,  the  inventor  of  a  sohition  for 
The  Marque s$  of  Blandford 


preventing  the  decomposition  of  stonework 
exposed  to  atmo^phcrie  action,  praving  for 
an  inquiry  into  its  efficacj,   and  if  fonnd 
successful,  that  their  Lordships  would  ac- 
cept the  use  of  it  for  national  purposes. 
The  nohle  and  learned  Lord  stated  that 
some  parta  of  the  stonework  of  the  Hon«es 
of  Parliament  were  in  a  state  of  consider* 
ahle  decomposition,  and  that,  two  rears 
ago,    Sir  Charles    Barrj  permitted  Mr. 
Daines  to  apply  his  solution  to  three  por- 
tions of  the  building,  covering  altogetiier 
a   surface  of    1,400    square    yards.  Sir 
Charles  having  intimated  to  him  that  be 
could  not  give  a  certificate  as  to  its  merits 
until  after  the  lapse  of  two  years.     Tbtt 
period  bad  now  expired,  and  Mr.  Daio^ 
received  yesterday  from  Sir  Charles  Barry 
a  certificate  stating  that  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  efficiency  of  the  solution, 
and  that  it  had   not  only  preserved  the 
stonework  to  which  it  had   been  applied, 
hut  had  checked  the  decay  in  those  por- 
tions where  decomposition  had  commenced 
at  the  time  of  application.     He  therefore 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Government 
would  have  any  objection  to  appoint  tvo 
or  three  of  their  Lordships  for  tho  purpose 
of  investigating  the   subject?      He  also 
availed  himself  of  that  opportunity  to  ask 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  wool- 
sack, whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Qovernment  to  introduce  a  measure  with 
respect  to  the  patent  laws,  which  were  nov 
in  a  very  unsatisfactory  state  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  quite  cm:- 
enrred  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that  the  state  of  the  law  of  patents  aod 
inventions  was  anything  but  satisfactorr. 
The  matter  underwent  investigation  before 
a  Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House 
some  few  years  ago,  and  also,  he  believed, 
before  a  Committee  of  the  other  Hoose  of 
Parliament ;  they  recommended  some  ma- 
terial changes,  and  the  present  system  had 
been  established  in  conformity  with  tbo 
changes  so  suggested.  He  had  often  had 
the  subject  under  his  own  consideration, 
and  he  felt  that  the  law  was  in  a  very  dis- 
creditable state.  Ho  would  again  luok 
into  the  matter;  hot  seeing  that  it  wis 
beset  by  almost  insurmountable  diflSculties, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  he  would 
introduce  a  measure  next  Session. 

Tns  Earl  of  H AUROWBY  said  it  w&s 
hardly  possible  to  institute  an  inqniry  iot^ 

the  merits  of  Mr.  Daines'  invention  brs 

• 

Committee  at  this  period  of  the  SesMoo. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  said,  he  M  ikH 
think  tho  inquiry  would  occupy  moro  tb«D 
two  or  three  hours  at  the  outside.    Tbe 
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deeompoBition  of  the  stonework  had  eom- 
menced,  to  a  rery  considerable  eitent, 
over  different  parts  of  the  building,  and  no 
time  ought  to  be  lost  in  taking  some  step 
to  prevent  the  continuance  of  the  evil* 

INDIA. 

The  Marquess  op  CLANBICARDE 
moved  for  Returns  connected  with  the 
land-tax  of  Bengal,  Behar,  Orisea»  and 
Benares;  of  Indian  officers  employed  in 
civil  and  political  daties  in  1847  and  1855; 
of  the  covenanted  civil  servants  in  actual 
employ  in  1834,  1847.  and  1855;  of  the 
same  absent  on  furlough;  of  their  total 
number,  and  their  salaries.  The  noble 
Marquess  said  that  be  did  not  move  for  the 
Returns  with  the  view  of  eliciting  any  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  the  subject  at  the 
present  period  of  the  Session,  but  in  the 
hope  that  the  Government  of  India  would 
receive  the  full  consideration  of  Parliament 
in  the  next  Session.  The  first  Return  for 
which  he  had  moved  was,  in  fact,  a  return 
of  the  number  of  estates  confiscated  to 
the  Government.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  question  of  how  far  those  confiscations 
could  be  defended  on  the  ground  of  public 
morality.  Ail  he  asked  was  a  return  of 
the  number  confiscated,  and  he  hoped  he 
would  not  be  told  that  the  Return  was  too 
lengthy  to  be  made.  With  regard  to  the 
civil  service,  be  understood  the  Governor 
General  had  been  obliged,  in  consequence 
of  the  paucity  of  civil  servants,  to  call 
upon  officers  of  the  Indian  army  to  per- 
form civil  and  political  duties.  This  was 
a  fact  which  concerned  the  efficiency  of 
the  army  as  well  as  the  civil  service,  and 
another  question  also  arose — namely,  whe- 
ther officers  of  Her  Majesty's  army  were 
not  entitled  to  perform  those  duties  as  well 
as  officers  of  the  Indian  army.  The  result 
of  the  present  system  was,  that  judicial 
functions  were  given  to  men  who  did  not 
know  the  language  of  the  persons  whom 
they  had  to  try,  and  that  a  boy  from  Hailey- 
bury,  who  was  entered  as  an  assistant, 
really  found  himself  with  authority  to  ad- 
minister judicial  functions.  All  he  asked 
was,  that  the  House  should  know  how 
many  of  these  officers  there  were.  He 
begged  also  to  move  that  the  Return  of 
the  law  expenditure  in  England  of  the 
fSast  India  Company  since  the  year  1853, 
ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House  on  the 
16th  Jdne,  be  made  forthwith.  He  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found  that  the  law  ex- 
penses of  the  East  India  Company  in  Eng- 
land were  something  monstrous,  and  would 
reveal  a  spirit  of  litigation  which  was  not 


creditable  on  the  part  of  a  sovereign  Power 
towards  those  whose  territory  and  revenues 
had  become  absorbed  in  the  possessions  of 
the  Crown.  He  believed  the  number  of 
appeals  would  not  be  nearly  so  great  if 
the  Courts  of  India  were  tolerably  well 
constituted,  or  if  a  spirit  of  litigation  and 
oppression  did  not  exist  which  induced  the 
civil  servants  of  the  Company  to  com- 
mence proceedings,  and  involve  the  Indian 
Government 'in  lawsuits  that  few  of  the 
natives  were  able  to  resist.  In  many  of 
these  cases  the  East  India  Company  had 
been  signally,  and,  he  might  say,  disgrace- 
fully worsted.  If  there  was  no  objection, 
he  would  likewise  move  for  copies  of  any 
Minute  of  the  East  Indian  Government  in 
1834,  specifying  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  allowance  to  be  made  to  the  deposed 
Rajah  of  Coorg.  He  could  not  under- 
stand upon  what  ground  it  was  th&t  the 
East  India  Company  required  this  deposed 
Prince  to  spend  his  income  in  India.  His 
stipend  amounted  to  the  paltry  sum  of 
£448  per  annum,  less  than  was  paid  by 
the  Company  for  a  dinner  at  the  London 
Tavern,  or  for  a  fee  to  counsel  for  arguing 
an  appeal.  The  sum  was  even  less  than 
the  salary  of  the  Directors,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  arrive  at  any  other  conclusion 
than  this,  that  the  Company  wanted  this 
gentleman  to  be  turned  out  of  the  country* 
in  order  that  ho  might  not  be  able  to  pro- 
secute his  legal  suit  against  thenr. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  he 
had  stated  on  a  former  occasion  that  the 
Government  did  not  feel  itself  called  upon 
to  defend  the  course  which  had  been  taken 
by  the  East  India  Company.  It  hap- 
pened with  respect  to  the  payment  of  pen- 
sions, that  the  law  and  constitution  had 
entrusted  the  East  India  Company  with  a 
very  large  discretion,  and  this  was  a  point 
on  which  the  Government  had  no  right  to 
interfere.  This  prince  had  obtained  leave 
for  a  year,  and  at  the  expiration  of  that 
period  the  Company  had  required  him  to 
return  to  India. 

Returns  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 

JUDICIAL   REFLECTIONS  ON   MEMBERS* 
OF   TUE  HOUSE— JUDGMENT  IN  RE 
DYCE  SOMBRE— QUESTION. 

Earl  ST.  VINCENT  rose  to  put  to 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  the  Question  of 
which  he  bad  given  notice : — Whether, 
inasmuch  as  the  Judgments  of  the  highest 
Legal  Tribunals  are  Matters  of  Public  Re- 
cord, and  may  be  referred  to  as  Facts  in 
the  Knowledge  of  Government,  and  con- 
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stderiog  the  severe  CeDsures  that  have 
hecn  passed  in  Three  suocessiTe  Judg- 
ments,  pronounced  by  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
collor  Cottenham,  by  Sir  John  Dodson, 
Judge  of  the  Prerogative  Court  of  Canter- 
bury, and  by  the  Judicial  'Committee  of 
Privy  Council,  upon  the  Conduct  of  a 
Noble  Member  of  this  House  holding  the 
Situation  of  Constable  of  the  Tower  of 
London,  and  also  a  distinguished  Office 
near  Iler  Mojesty's  Person,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  thought  proper, 
for  the  due  Preserration  of  the  high  Cha- 
racter of  this  House,  to  take  any  Steps  in 
reference  thereto  ?  or  if  they  intend  so  to 
do  ?  The  noble  Earl  requested  that  their 
Lordships,  in  indulgence  to  his  infirmities, 
would  permit  the  clerk  at  the  table  to  read 
extracts  from  the  judgments  referred  to, 
which  was  accordingly  done. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDO WN£  said, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  not 
prepared  to  institute  any  proceedings  in 
this  matter.     He  must  deprecate  the  dis- 
cussion of  circumstances   which  had  oc- 
curred  in   a    civil   suit  —  circumstances 
which  related  to  a  noble  Lord  who  had 
been  no  party  to  that  suit — and  who  had 
had  no  opportunity  of  being  heard  in  bis 
defence.     At  the  same  time,  whilst  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  not  prepared 
to  institute  any  such  proceedings,  it  must 
be  understood  that  it  expressed  no  opinion 
as  to  the  opinions  stated  in  these  judg 
ments,   or  the  opinions  which  successive 
Judges  had  pronounced    as  to  the  con- 
duct of  this  noble  Lord.     If  it  were  ne- 
cessary  to    institute  any   proceeding,    it 
ought  to   be   one   to    enable    the    noble 
Lord  to  come  forward  in  his  own  defence 
and  state  his  whole  case.     He  had  had  no 
such   opportunity;   and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances,  the  Government  was  not  pre- 
pared to  take  that  course  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  seemed  to  think  they  should. 
He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowue)  appre- 
ciated the  motives  which  induced  the  noble 
Earl  to  bring  the  subject  forward — that 
warm  affection  which  he  must  bear  to  his 
nearest  and  dearest  relative — a  most  dis- 
tinguished and   accomplished  lady;    but, 
'  believing  that  no  good  could  result  from 
any  proceeding,  he  trusted  that  the  matter 
would  be  suffered  to  drop. 

Earl  ST.  VINCENT  said,  that  the 
noble  Marquess  was  under  an  erroneous 
impression  in  thinking  that  Lord  Comber- 
mere  had  had  no  opportunity  of  being 
heard  in  his  defence^  for  that  he  (Earl  St. 
Vincent)  had  given  to  Lord  Combennere 
early  notice  of  what  he  intended  doing, 
Earl  St,  Vincent. 


and  had  subsequently  {snrarded  to  fain  a 
copy  of  the  question  when  he  bad  deter- 
mined upon  that  course.     He  would  give 
every  consideration  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Marquess  that  this  matter  should 
be  suffered  to  drop ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
precaution,  he  would  notice   that   on  an 
early  day  on  the  ensuing  Sesskm  he  would 
move  that  copies  of  these  judgments  be 
laid  on  the  table  with  a  view  to  further  pro- 
ceedings, feeling  a  strong  conTiction  ^kai 
these  public  judicial  censures  for  a  oea- 
tempt  of  Court  ought  not  to  pass  nniuytiesd. 
House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMON  S» 
Friday,  July  25,  1856. 

MiifUTXsJ  Nkw  Membkr  Swoiur. — For  Frame, 
Hon.  William  George  Boyle. 

Niw  WaiTB. — For  Kerry  Goostj,  v.  Visewmt 
Cattlerosse,  Comptroller  of  (he  Houeliold;  liar 
Nottingbam  Borough,  v.  The  Right  Boo.  Ed- 
ward Strutt,  Steward  of  Uempholme. 

PuBuo  Bills. — 1^  Aberdeen  Colleges. 

S*  Bishops  of  London  and  Durham  Retirem««t : 
Evidence  in  Foreign  Suits ;  Sheep,  Ac.  Coota- 
gioua  Diseases  preyention ;  Hay  and  S&av 
Trade;   Stoke  Foges  Hospital. 

PENSIONS— QUESTION. 

Mb.  B0WY£R  asked  the  hon.  Gen^ 
man  ibe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  bj 
what  Aet  of  Parliament,  or  other  aotbo- 
rity,  or  upon  what  ground,  two  pe&noos  to 
Caroline  Cort  and  Catherine  Liddoo,  for 
£25  each  per  annum,  had  been  reduoed  to 
£ld  each  per  annum,  being  25  percent,  or 
£315  sterling,  during  the  last  25  yean  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  replied  that  these  pen- 
sions were  originally  granted  at  £25  6s. 
per  annum,  but  they  were  subject  to  charges 
amounting  to  £6  6s.  In  the  2nd  and  ord 
year  of  the  reign  of  William  IV,  it  was 
enacted  that  in  future  pensions  should  be 
paid  net ;  and  when  these  peasioiis  were 
renewed,  at  the  commeneement  of  the 
reign  of  Her  present  Majesty*  they  weie 
granted  at  their  net  amount. 

Mr.  roebuck  asked  whether  the  ori- 
ginal sums  had  been  debited  against  the 
Civil  List  since  these  pensions  were  ro- 
duced  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  could  not  ansver  that 
question. 

Mr.  BOWYER  asked  the  right  bos. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  £iefa«* 
quer  whether  be  did  not  oonsider  that 
when  the  Legislature  provided  that  small 
pensions  were  to  be  paid  without  dedac- 
tioQS  it  intended  this  to  be  for  the  beneit 
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of  the  poor  peDaioners,  and  not  to  lend  to  a 
saving  of  the  public  foads  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  bon.  Gentleman  was 
as  capable  of  forming  an  opinion  of  the 
intention  of  the  Legislature  as  he  was. 
All  the  GoTernment  had  to  look  to  was  the 
warrant  by  which  the  pensions  were  granted. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  wished  to  k^ow  whe- 
ther the  State  was  debited  with  the  full 
amount  of  these  pensions.  He  wanted  to 
find  out  whether  anjbodj  pocketed  the 
difference. 

Mr.  WILSON  replied  that  a  consider- 
able portion  of  this  deduction  went  into  the 
annual  revenue  of  the  country ;  some  went 
as  fees  to  the  Exchequer  officers.  The 
civil  list  was  debited  with  the  exact  amount 
paid,  and  no  more. 

Mr.  roebuck  asked  what  the  fees 
were  ? 

Mb.  WILSON  promised  to  make  a  re- 
turn of  these  feea  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  move  for  it. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  he  would  move 
for  the  return  on  Monday  next. 

THE  ARMY— QUESTION. 

Colonel  NORTH  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control  whether  all  appoint- 
ments in  India  for  which  the  officers  of  the 
Indian  army  were  eligible  would  be  thrown 
open  to  those  of  Her  Majesty's  army? 

Mr.  V.  SMITH  replied  that  many  of 
the  appointments  in  question  had  already 
been  opened  to  officers  of  the  Queen's 
army,  and  other  relaxations  in  the  same  di- 
rection were  contemplated  ;  but  there  were 
certain  appointments  which,  owing  to  the 
character  of  the  duties  annexed  to  them, 
could  not  be  filled  with  efficiency  by  other 
officers  than  those  of  the  Indian  army. 

THE  MAIL  SERVICE— QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  G.  LANGTON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  whether  it  was  in- 
tended, previously  to  their  entering  upon 
the  service,  to  test  the  speed  of  the  steam- 
vessels  proposed  to  be  employed  under 
a  recent  contract  in  the  conveyance  of 
the  Australian  mails,  seeing  that,  by  the 
copies  of  the  tenders  now  before  the  House, 
the  time  occupied  by  the  voyage  from  Suez 
to  Melboumo  would  require  a  speed  of 
eleven  or  eleven  and  a-half  knots  an  hour, 
whereas  the  vessels  tendered  for  the  per- 
formance of  the  duty  were  set  down  at  a 
speed  of  nine  and  three-quarter  knots  per 
hour  only  ? 

Mr.  WILSON   said,  that  the  vessels 


would  be  surveyed  on  behalf  of  the  Govern* 
ment  by  an  officer  of  the  Admiralty,  but  it 
was  not  intended  to  make  any  preliminary 
test  of  their  speed,  the  principle  on  which 
the  contracts  were  framed  being,  that  the 
parties  who  took  them  bound  themselves 
under  heavy  penalties,  which  were  •invari- 
ably enforced,  to  perform  the  service  within 
a  stated  period.  The  whole  responsibility, 
therefore,  rested  on  the  contractors.  The 
vessels  had  been  already  in  the  service  of 
the  Government,  and  were  favourably  re- 
ported on  by  the  departments  which  had 
employed  them. 

Mr.  H.  G.  LANGTON  inquired  who- 
ther,  in  order  to  insure  the  regular  per- 
formance of  the  contract  for  conveying  the 
mails  between  Suex  and  Australia,  any 
clause  would  be  introduced  by  which  the 
contract  would  be  forfeited  in  the  event  of 
the  service  not  being  performed  within 
the  maximum  number  of  days  tendered  for 
-^namely,  thirty-nine  days  outwards,  and 
thirty- five  days  homeward  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  replied  that,  in  the  event 
of  the  service  not  being  performed  within 
the  stipulated  period,  the  parties  would  be 
liable  to  the  heavy  penalties  to  whicli  he  had 
already  alluded.  Moreover,  there  was  in 
this  contract  a  clause  enabling  Government 
to  put  an  end  to  the  engagement  at  any  time 
if  they  should  be  dissatisfied  with  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  service  was  carried  on. 

THE  PATENTS  OF  SECRETARIES  OF 
STATE— question. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Murrough, 

The  chancellor  of  the  BXCHE- 
QUER  observed  that  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  had  given  an  opinion  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  desirable  that  the  usage 
heretofore  followed  with  respect  to  the  ob- 
ligation of  Secretaries  of  State  to  take 
out  patents  for  their  office  should  be  main- 
tained, and  as  long  as  the  law  remained  un- 
changed that  practice  would  be  adhered  to. 

Mr.  MURROUGH  inquired  whether, 
that  being  the  case,  it  was  to  be  under- 
stood that  such  Secretaries  of  State  as 
had  neglected  to  pay  for  their  patents 
would  do  so  now  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Assuredly.  All  the  Secretaries 
of  State  now  in  office  will  take  out  their 
patents. 

THE   REPORT   OF   THE   CHELSEA  CQM- 
MISSIONERS— QUESTION. 
Mr.  LAYARD:    I  am  anxious  to  put 
to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 


put 
Go- 
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Ternment  a  qaestion  of  some  importanoe, 
and  I  venture  to  hope  that  the  lioose  will 
kindly  permit  me  to  preface  it  with  a  few 
explanatory  ohserrations.      It  will  he  in 
the    recollection   of   hon.  Memhera    that 
ahout  a  year  ago  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend*  the  Memher  for   Sheffield   (Mr. 
Roehuck)  moved  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee,  popularly  known  as  "  the  Cri- 
mean Committee."    The  nohle  Lord  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  endeavoured 
to  prevail  upon  the  Ilouse  not  to  grant 
that  Committee,  and,  to  mnke  his  appeal 
the  more  persuasive,  he  undertook  that  he 
would   himself   institute  an    investigation 
into  the  disasters  which  hefell  our  army, 
see  that  justice  was  done  to  the  country 
and  to  our  soldiers  who  perished  hefore 
Sebastopol,  and,  in  a  word,  be  our  leader. 
By  way  of  redeeming  this  promise  two 
very  eminent  officers  were  sent  out  to  the 
Crimea,  where  they  prosecuted  their  in- 
quiry with  great  zeal  and  energy.     They 
had  at  hand  all  requisite  means  for  carry- 
ing on  the  investigation;  they  took  copious 
evidence,  and  on  returning  to  this  country 
prepared  a  Report,  which  was  laid  upon 
the  tahle  of  this  Ilouse.     In  consequence 
of  the  statements  contained  in  that  Report 
I  gave  notice  of  my  intention  to  bring  for- 
ward a  Motion  expressive  of  the  deep  re- 
gret of  this  House  that  honours,  rewards, 
and  promotion  should  hsve  been  bestowed 
on  the  inculpated  officers.     Thereupon  the 
noble  Lord  expressed  his  willingness  to  ad- 
vise Her  Majesty  to   appoint  a  military 
commission  to  inquire  into  the  Report  of 
the  Crimean  Commissioners.      This  offer 
having  been  made  I  withdrew  my  notice 
of  Motion,  and  refrained  from  taking  any 
further  steps  in  the  matter,  for  my  only 
object  was  that  full  and  complete  justice 
should  be  done  to  all  parties.     That  Com- 
mittee has  sat,  and  its  Report  has  been  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House.    I  shall  forbear 
from  saying  anything  as  to  the  feelings 
with  which  the  country  has  received  the 
Report  that  has  emanated  from  that  mili- 
tary commission.    The  document  has  been 
laid  upon  the  table  at  a  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion   which   precludes   the   possibility  of 
its  receiving  from  this  House  that  delibe- 
rate consideration  which   the   importance 
of  the  subject  merits.     But  I  find  that, 
speaking  of  the  inquiry  which  they  were 
commanded  to  institute,  the  Commission- 
ers used  these  words  : — 

"  It  appears  to  ui  to  be  attended  with  unusual 
difficulties,  inasmuch  as  some  of  the  statements 
which  were  to  be  inquired  into  were  founded  in 

Mr,  Layard 


part  on  evidense  whieh  we  had  not  the  meaoidf 
investigating,  and  the  attendance  of  several  vii. 
nesses  which  it  would  have  been  desirable  10 
examine  could  not  be  obtained." 

After  clearing  from  all  shadow  of  imputa- 
tion the  officers  whom  the  Crimean  Com- 
mission had  inculpated,  and  declaring  th&t 
they  were  quite  guiltless,  the  Cooums- 
sioners  Joncluded  their  Report  as  ft^- 
lows  : — 

"  We  beg  leave  further  hnmbljr  to  aoWBt  te 
your  Majesty  that  there  does  not  appear  to  as 
any  ground  for  further  proceedings  thereoa.* 

The  House  is  aware  of  the  peraecstioD  to 
which  Colonel  Tulloch  was  aobjected. 

Gexbral  peel  :  I  rise  to  order. 

Mb.  layard  :  Upon  that  point  I  m\l 
not  longer  dwell  ;  but  it  is  at  least  eerUia 
that  Colonel  Tulloch  had  no  opportunity  d 
defending  himself,  not  having^  been  pretest 
when  the  inculpated  officera  were  nrnidr 
examination.  Now,  the  queatioo  I  shonki 
like  to  ask  of  the  noble  Liord  is,  whetber 
he  is  himself  satisfied  with  this  Report— 
whether  he  thinks  that  it  does  jostice  t^ 
this  House  and  to  the  country — and,  abore 
all,  to  the  memoiy  of  those  gallant  Des 
who  suffered  and  died  for  us  in  the  Criines 
and  at  Scutari — and,  finally,  whether  be  b 
willing  to  endorse  what  I  cannot  botre^trd 
as  the  somewhat  uncalled-for  opinion  of  tbe 
Commissioners  that  there  are  no  groan^ 
for  further  proceedings  in  this  matter  ? 

YisoouNj  PALMERSTON  :  Tbe  ques- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  appear  to  ee 
somewhat  unusual,  for  he  requires  not  s 
statement  of  facts,  hut  an  expressioa  d 
opinion.  I  must  object  to  one  portion  d 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  observattona — that 
in  which  he  stated  or  implied  that  tbe 
Board  of  General  officers  which  sat  at 
Chelsea  was  appointed  to  inquire  into  and 
report  on  the  proceedings  of  the  Cnmean 
Commission.  This  is  not  an  aeearate 
statement  of  the  case.  The  purpose  for 
which  the  Board  of  General  Officers*  whiek 
sat  at  Chelsea,  was  appointed,  was  to  re- 
ceive explanations  from  certain  officers  whs 
felt  that  their  conduct  had  been  Iwoogbt 
into  question  by  certain  passages  in  tbe 
Report  of  the  Crimean  Commissioners.  1* 
was  to  afford-  to  those  officers  an  oppA'** 
tunity  of  exculpation,  and  not  to  ^^ 
investigate  the  Report  of  tbe  latter  Cos 
missioners,  that  the  Chelsea  Commis^ 
was  instituted.  The  hon.  Member  sij* 
that  he  has  resd  their  Report,  but  aD»« 
me  to  inquire  whether  he  has  read  tss 
evidence  on  which  that  Report  is  basal  ? 

Mr.  layard  :  I  have. 
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Lord  PALMERSTON  :  In  that  case 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  qua1i6ed  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  on  the  question  ;  hut  I 
do  not  helieve  that  the  niajoritj  of  this 
House  has  enjoyed  the  same  advantage. 
In  conclusion,  I  have  only  to  ohserve  that 
it  is  not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  found  any  further  pro- 
ceedings on  the  Report  of  the  Chelsea 
Commissioners. 

BISHOPS  OF  LONDON  AND  DURHAM 
RETIREMENT  BILL. 

Bill  read  S**. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  condemned  the  clause 
in  the  Bill  which  restricted  the  time  within 
which  it  should  he  competent  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  effect  a  readjustment  of  the 
diocese,  revenues,  and  patronage  of  the 
see  of  London,  to  a  period  of  three 
years. 

Sir  G.  GRET  explained,  and  defended 
the  provision  thus  impugned. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  that  supposing 
the  dowager  Bishop — if  he  might  so  term 
him — died,  and  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
diocese  of  London  were  introduced,  and  it 
shared  the  fute  of  so  many  of  the  nohle 
Lord's  measures — namely,  was  massacred 
among  the  other  innocents — at  the  end 
of  three  years  the  Legislature  would  find 
this  enactment  an  obstacle  to  any  con- 
templated improvement.  The  power  of 
Parliament  was  theoretically  unlimited,  so 
much  so  that  De  Lolme  had  remarked 
that  it  could  do  anything  hut  convert  a 
female  child  into  a  male  one.  Practically, 
however,  the  case  was  very  different,  and 
the  ohjection  that  they  were  flying  in  the 
face  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  could  always 
he  used  with  effect. 

ViacouNT  PALMERSTON  observed, 
that,  if  a  Bishop  had  held  his  see  for  a 
aeries  of  years,  it  was  natural  that  he 
should  think  it  hard  on  him  to  make  an 
arrangement  considerably  curtailing  his 
patronage  and  emoluments,  and  exten- 
sively changing  his  position.  This  clause, 
however,  had  been  inserted  perhaps  from 
over  caution.  It  was  scarcely  necessary, 
inaaninch  as  whoever  succeeded  to  the  see 
would  receive  his  appointment  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  he  would  be  subject  to 
any  change,  within  reasonable  limits, which 
Parliament  might  make.  It  was  too  late 
then  to  alter  the  clause  ;  but  supposing 
a  Bill  to  be  brought  in,  and  to  fail  in  being 
carried  until  the  three  years  had  expired,  the 
Bishop  would  of  course  have  received  pre- 
vious notice  of  the  new  arrangement  that  had 


been  contemplated ;  and  in  any  subsequent 
attempt  at  legislation  this  circumstance 
would,  doubtless,  be  fairly  considered. 

Mr.  EINNAIRD  suggested  that  the 
clause  should  be  amended  in  the  other 
House. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Heklet,  the  fol- 
lowing was  inserted  in  lieu  of  the  original 
preamble : — 

"  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  make  provision  for 
certain  annual  Bums  to  be  paid  in  case  of  the 
resignation  of  the  Right  lion,  and  Right  Rev. 
Charles  James  Lord  Bishop  of  London,  and  the 
Right  Rev.  Edward,  Lord  Bishop  of  Durham, 
respectively." 

Bill  passed,  with  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  that  he  had  a  re- 
mark  to  make  on  the  question  as  to  affix- 
ing the  title  to  the  Bill, 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  this  was  a 
Lords'  Bill,  the  title  to  which  was  never 
affixed  by  the  Commons. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK:  In  that  case,  he  would 
speak  on  the  question  that  the  Clerk  take 
the  Bill  to  the  other  House.  He  had  a 
right  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmorston)  towards 
him.  The  noble  Lord  doubtless  did  not 
intend  anything  disrespectful  to  him,  but 
the  fact  was  nevertheless  the  same.  When 
he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  yesterday  proposed  an 
alteration  in  Committee,  the  noble  Lord 
stated  that  he  fully  agreed  with  him,  and 
promised  that  the  alteration  should  be 
made  on  the  third  reading.  But  the  Bill 
had  rtow  been  read  a  third  time  and  that 
promise  was  not  fulfilled. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS— REVIEW  OF  TOE 

SESSION. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  rose,  pursuant  to  no- 
tice, to  move  for  a  "  return  of  the  number 
of  Public  Bills,  and  their  titles,  the  orders 
for  which,  in  any  of  their  stages,  had 
been  discharged  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  the  date  of  the  discharge  of  each 
of  such  orders  ;*'  and  said: — Sir,  I  have 
thought  it  expedient,  before  we  disperse, 
to  ask  the  House  to  consider  the  course  of 
public  business  during  tlie  present  Session 
of  Parliament — I  take  this  step.  Sir,  with 
no  intentiou  of  preferring  a  Bill  of  indict- 
ment  against  those  who  are  mainly  respon- 
sible for  the  management  of  public  affairs 
in  this  House.  I  do  not  hold  the  opinion 
that  the  last  day  of  the  Session  affords 
either  the  most  convenient  or  the  fairest 
occasion  for  the  prosecution  of  a  party 
attack;  and  I  should  not  now  make  the 
Motion    which    I   am   about    to   place   in 
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your  hands,  Sir,  were  I  not  convinced 
that  there  are  great  evils  and  even  great 
dangers  connected  with  our  present  po- 
sition; and  did  I  not  believe  that  in 
the  course  of  this  discussion  some  sug- 
gestions may,  perhaps,  he  thrown  out 
which  may,  during  the  recess,  exercise  an 
influence  upon  the  public  mind,  and  lead 
to'  the  application — when  we  meet  again 
— of  some  remedy  for  the  grievances  to 
which  I  am  about  to  advert.  Sir,  the 
course  which  I  am  now  taking  is  not  un- 
precedented, but  it  is  far  from  being  a 
usual  weapon  in  party  warfare.  Indeed, 
on  looking  for  precedents,  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  more  than  one  instance  to 
which  I  can  call  the  attention  of  the 
House,  in  the  way  of  authority;  and  it 
scarcely  becomes  me  to  refer  to  that 
instance,  because  the  precedent  was  fur- 
nished by  myself.  In  the  year  1848  1 
felt  it  my  duty  to  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  course  of  business  during  the 
Session  which  was  then  about  to  close. 
I  think.  Sir,  that  reference  will  acquit 
me,  or  anybody  else,  of  indulging  in  the 
dangerous  habit  of  taking  advantage  of 
occasions  of  this  description  to  disturb 
the  serenity  which  should  attend  the  last 
hours  of  our  companionship  —  or  of  hav- 
ing seized  such  opportunities  to  express 
opinions  adverse  to  Ministers — a  course 
which  I  should  prefer  taking  during  the 
progress  of  the  Session,  when,  if  defeated 
in  argument  unfairly,  one  might  recur  to  the 
subject,  and  when  the  Government  would 
be  afforded  no  excuse  for  saying  that  at 
the  termination  of  their  labours  they  had 
been  called  upon  unexpectedly  to  vindi- 
cate proceedings  which  a  single  opportu- 
nity did  not  permit  them  completely  to 
defend.  In  the  year  1848  I  made  a 
Motion  similar  to  that  which  now  lies 
upon  the  table,  and  I  think  I  may  be  ac- 
quitted of  having  been  upon  that  occasion 
actuated  by  any  party  feeling,  inasmuch 
as  the  Gentlemen  who  then  sat  upon  the 
Ministerial  benches  had  but  recently  at- 
tained their  seats  there,  and  had  obtain- 
ed them  mainly  by  the  efforts  of  myself 
and  my  friends.  It  was,  then,  neither 
with  the  object  of  disturbing  those  Gentle- 
men in  the  occupation  of  those  benches,  or 
of  damaging  their  reputation  with  the  coun- 
try, that  in  the  year  1848  I  felt  called 
upon,  owing  to  the  exigency  of  the  sub- 
ject, to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  fairly 
to  consider  what  had  been  accomplished 
during  the  progress  of  the  Session  which 
was  then  just  about  to  terminate.  That 
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Session  of  1848  was  of  a  duration,  I  b^ 
lieve,  unparalleled  in  the  anoals  of  ParlU- 
ment.     The  House  of  Coounona  had  s£i 
for  ten  consecutive  months,  and  when  those 
ten  months  were  concluded,  it  is  not  to  be 
denied  that  the  account  of  oar    labours 
proved  them  to  have  been  of  a  very  froit- 
less  character.     Great  disaatisf action  aod 
great  discontent,  as  a  consequence,  pre- 
vailed   throughout    the    country.      M&nj 
reasons  were  assigned    and   many  causes 
alleged  in  explanation  of  the  fact  tbst  so 
prolonged   a  sitting  had  been   produet're 
of  results  so  unsatisfactory  and  so  shpi. 
It  was  said  then — and  this  was  a  reir 
favourite  mode  of  accounting  for  the  mor- 
tifying fact — that  it  was  to  be  attnbotsd 
to  the  forms  of  the  House,  which,  it  was 
contended,  were  not  suited  to  the  age  ia 
which  we  lived  or  to  the  proper  discbar^ 
of  the  multifarious  transactions  with  vlii^S 
we  had  to  cope.     Again,  it  was  said  that 
another  cause  which  produced   these  os- 
satisfactory  results  was,  the  too  protrsft- 
ed  discussions  which  took  place   in  tbk 
House;    it  was  said,   that   there   existed 
too  great  a  desire  upon  the  part  of  Mesa- 
hers  of  the  House  to  give  expressioo  u 
their  sentiments,  and  that  they  exfaibitai 
too  much  eagerness  to  debate  the  qu&tioas 
which  were  submitted  to  our  considerstioQ. 
Now,  it  appears  to  me   that  both  tkae 
allegations  have  at  all  times  a  veij  dAn- 
gerous  tendency ;  but  I  think  that  tendeccj 
was  especially  dangerous  in  the  year  1S4S, 
because  the  Parliament  of  that  day  vas  » 
young  Parliament.     There  were  then,  I 
believe,  280  new  Members  in  the  Hoase, 
and  nothing,  in  my  opinion,  is   more  t« 
be  deprecated  than   that  Gentlemen  whi) 
have   but  recently  entered    within    these 
walls,  and  who  consequently  cannot  have 
any  great  experience  as  to  the  mode  Id 
which    our    proceedings    are    conducted, 
should  be  led  to  suppose  that  any  standing 
order  or  form  of  the  House  presented  &b 
obstacle  to  the  satisfactory  prosecution  d 
the  business  of  the  nation.     Those  wbv 
are  better  acquainted  with  the  proceedicgi 
of  the  House  know   that  its  forms  iun 
been  adopted  after  deep  consideration  aji  1 
mature  experience,  and  that  the  first  J 
the  allegations  to  which  I  hare  just  ad- 
verted lias  little  or  no  foundation.    TL*^ 
second  allegation  is,  that  hon.  Members  §:< 
too  prone  to  discuss  the  questions  vht^ 
come  before  them ;   and  that  is  a  eWc^' 
which  ought  to  be  regarded  with  no  si&al 
degree  of  suspicion.     I   say  this  bt'ca--*^ 
what,  after  all,  is  the  Bouse  of  Commvz^ 
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if  it  he  not  a  House  of  discussion  ?    It  is  » 
House  of  Parliament.     Its  verj  name  de- 
notes its  character.     It  is  a  House  of  free 
and  ample  speech,  and  whatever  question 
may  arise  as  to  the  policy  of  our  legis- 
lation, however  little  our  wisdom  may  be 
thought  of,  or  the  labours  of  our  Commit- 
tees  appreciated,   I   have  ever  held  the 
opinion,  and  that  opinion  I  still  continue 
to  maintain,  that  the  main  claim  which  we 
possess   upon   the  confidence,  and,  as  I 
hope,  upon  the  affections  of  the  people  of 
this  great  empire  is,  that  there  prevails  in 
the  country  a  general  and  well-founded 
conviction  that   there  exists  in   England 
at    least    one    place    lu    whi^h,    in    the 
long  run,   truth  will   be  always   elicited. 
Well,   Sir,  so  anxious,  and   so  naturally 
anxious,  were  the  Government  in  the  year 
1848   to  avail   themselves   of  any   plau- 
sible  excuse  to   divert  from    themselves 
the  rising  odium  which  attended  the  re- 
sults of  our  Parliamentary  labours,   that 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  day  actually 
proposed  and  nominated  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject  of  the  forms  of  the 
House,  to  ascertain  whether  those  forms 
in  reality  constituted  an  obstacle  to  the 
efficient  discharge  of  the  public  business ; 
and,  if  so,  how  they  might  be  modified  in 
order  to  facilitate   its  transaction.    4£he 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  who 
was   at  the  time  Prime  Minister;  was  a 
Member  of  that   Committee;  among  its 
other  Members  were  the  late  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  the  late  Mr.  Goulburn,   and,   if   I 
recollect  rightly,    the    right   hon.    Gen- 
tleman   the    Member    for    Carlisle    (Sir 
James  Graham),  and  Mr.  Cobden.     I  also 
was  a  Member  of  that  Committee,  and,  if 
I  mistake  not,  we  enjoyed  the  advantage 
of  the   experience  and  judgment  —  most 
valuable  in   such  matters  —  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Malton  (Mr.  E.  Denison).    We 
considered  the  subject  with  great  atten- 
tion.     We  examined   a  member  of  the 
American  House  of  Assembly  to  the  rules 
which  were  applied  to  the  transaction  of 
public    basiness   in    the   United    States. 
We    also  examined    an    illustrious   exile 
who   was  then  residing  in  this  eountry 
—  who    had     been     Prime     Minister    of 
France,  and  who  was  a  great  master!  of 
debate  —  I  mean   M.  Guizot — as  to  his 
experienciB  upon   the  subject  of  our  in- 
q.uiry ;    and    tho    result  of    our    delibe- 
rations is  now  among  the  records  of  the 
House.     I  did  not  want  the  information 
which,  as  a  Member  of  that  Committee,  I 
obtained,  to  convince  me  that  neither  to  the 


forms  of  the  House,  nor  the  freedom  of 
discussion  which  we  enjoy,  was  the  unsatis- 
factory nature  of  the  progress  of  the  pub- 
lic business  during  the  Session  of  1848  to 
be  attributed.  It  was  with  such  feelings, 
Sir,  and  at  the  desire  of  many  of  my 
friends,  that  I  undertook  the  laborious  task 
of  reviewing  a  Session  which  had  lasted 
for  ten  months  ;  of  endeavouring  to  prove 
—that  neither  of  the  causes  alleged  had 
the  slightest  influence  upon  the  course  of 
public  business  in  Parliament  during  that 
Session,  and  of  yiudicating — I  trust  com- 
pletely— the  character  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  reference  to  the  accusations 
which  had  been  made. 

It  is  with  the  same  objects,  and  actuated 
by  similar  feelings,  that  I  have  brought 
forward  this  Motion  this  evening.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  a  Motion  that  ought  to  be 
made,  except  under  circumstances  of  ur- 
gency. It  is,  in  my  opinion,  of  importanoe 
that  we  should  discover  what  the  cause  is 
of  that  general  discontent  and  dissatisfac- 
tion wit^he  labours  of  this  House,  which 
could  scarcely  have  been  anticipated,  but 
which  I  think  everybody  must  acknowledge 
have,  within  the  last  six  weeks  or  two 
months,  arisen  in  the  public  mind.  I  do 
not  by  any  means  admit  that  it  ought 
to  be  regarded  as  a  matter  of  course  that 
the  Minister  of  this  country  should  be 
prone  to  legislation.  I,  upon  the  contrary, 
maintain  that  the  Minister  is  the  last  per- 
son in  this  House  who  should  take  an  aetive 
interference  in  matters  of  that  kind^  upon 
all  occasions.  As  a  general  rule,  I  think 
it  as  well  that  the  Minister  should  not 
deal  with  any  subject  which  may  require 
legislation,  unless  he  feela  convinced  that 
he  can  proceed  in  a  manner  which  will 
be  at  once  satisfactory  and  conclusive.  I 
should  say  that  when  there  arise  questions 
that  greatly  interest  the  public  mind,  al- 
though a  restless  and  even  in  a  certain 
degree  a  rational  feeling  may  demand 
legislation  with  respect  to  those  ques- 
tions, and  although  cTcn  it  is  possible 
that  they  may  be  ripe  for  solution,  yet  I 
contend  that  they  may,  in  many  instances 
with  advantage,  be  left  to  independent 
Members  of  the  House  for  the  purpose 
of  initiating  preliminary  discussion  in 
their  case — discussion  which,  by  impart- 
ing knowledge  and  ultimately  eliciting 
truth,  may  leave  those  questions  in  a 
position  to  be  dealt  with  ultimately  in  a 
satisfactory  manner  by  the  Government. 
Therefore,  Sir,  I  should  never  think  of  cast- 
ing it  as  an  imputation  upon  any  Minister 
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that  he  was  somewhat  reaeired  in  matters 
of  legislation,  and  that  he  was  not  prepared 
to  ask  the  House  to  sanction  toeasnres 
in  connection  with  great  topics,  unless 
he  felt  convinced  that  there  were  urgent 
reasons  for  their  introduction.  I  can,  more- 
over, conceive  a  state  of  affairs  in  which 
a  Minister,  anxious  to  do  his  duty  to 
his  Sovereign  and  to  his  country,  might 
yet  deem  it  necessary,  upon  the  assembling 
of  this  House,  to  call  upon  it  simply  to  ful- 
fil the  high  functions  of  granting  supplies 
to  Her  Majesty,  and  of  voting  the  sums 
required  for  the  service  of  the  State,  to  the 
exclusion  of.  all  questions  of  legislation. 
The  country,  for  example,  might  be  in- 
volved in  a  great  struggle,  and  I  can  un- 
derstand that  a  Minister  might  then,  not- 
withstanding that  there  were  matters  of 
internal  interest  that  called  for  the  speedy 
consideration  of  Parliament  with  a  view 
to  their  settlement,  be  of  opinion  that  the 
crisis  was  of  such  a  nature  as  to  require 
all  the  energies'of  the  Government  to  meet 
it,  and  such  as  to  justify  the  Minister  in 
calculating  with  confidence  upon  the  tem- 
per and  forbearance  of  the  public  and  of 
Parliament,  and  not  to  bring  forward  those 
measures.  I  can  also  coneeivo  that  there 
may  be  another  situation  in  which  the 
Minister  may  be  placed,  which  would  call 
for  the  exhibition  of  that  temper  and  that 
forbearance.  We  may  not  be  positively 
at  war,  but  we  might  bo  upon  the  point 
of  concluding  a  peace  by  which  a  great 
struggle  was  about  to  be  terminated ;  and 
the  Minister  may  then  say,  "  all  my  energy 
and  all  my  vigilance  are  required  to  carry 
on  the  important  negotiations  which  are  to 
close  this  contest,  and  to  lav  the  foundation 
of  a  settlement  that  may  secure  an  endur- 
ing peace  to  Europe."  In  these  circum- 
stances I  can  easily  conceive  that  a  Min- 
ister might  be  justified  in  not  appealing 
to  Parliament  to  pass  measures  relating 
to  internal  affairs,  however  important,  and 
might  simply  content  himself  with  asking 
the  House  of  Commons  to  vote  the  sup- 
plies necessary  for  the  public  service. 
But  of  these  three  pleas,  or  of  any  one 
of  them,  the  noble  Viscount  opposite  can- 
not avail  himself  to-night,  should  he  think 
it  right  to  answer  the  fair,  and  I  trust  not 
unbecoming  criticism,  which  it  is  not  my 
main  object  in  rising  this  evening  to  make, 
upon  his  conduct  of  the  public  business 
during  the  present  Session,  but  which  the 
nature  of  my  Motion  must  casually  and  in- 
cidentally elicit.  The  noble  Yisoount  can- 
not, in  tho  first  place,  plead  in  his  own 
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defence  to-night,  that  it  is  his  opinion  tbat 
wo  have  legislated  enough,  and  that  there 
are  no  questions  of  great  imp<H'tance  press- 
ing for  the  consideration  of  the  Legislatsre. 
The  noble  Lord  cannot  take  that  course, 
inasmuch  as  he  has  voluntarily,  during  the 
present  Session,  introduced  to  our  notice. 
not  only  questions  of  great  importance,  bot 
— as  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  the 
House— a  greater  number  of  qnestioss  of 
great  importance  than  probably  wat  ever 
introduced  by  any  Minister  into  Parlia- 
ment. Nor  can  the  noble  Lord  arail  bim- 
self  of  the  second  plea  to  which  I  btre 
adverted,  namely,  that  this  country  bebg 
involved  in^war — in  a  formidable  struggle 
— this  House  or  the  public  coald  not  fuHj 
expect  that  important  legislative  proposak 
should  be  made.  The  noble  Lord  is  o^ 
entitled  to  set  up  that  defence,  becaose 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Seastoa  be 
advised  Her  Majesty,  while  thanking  ber 
faithful  Commons  for  the  deroted  mannef 
in  which  they  had  supported  her  in  the  lite 
struggle  with  Russia,  to  recommend  tbea 
to  give  their  most  attentive  eonsidcratica 
to  many  subjects  of  great  importance  ia 
connection  with  tho  internal  affairs  of  tk 
nation.  The  noble  Lord,  I  may  add,  caa- 
not  avail  himself  of  the  third  pica — that, 
although  the  state  of  war  had  tenniaat^ 
the  negotiations  for  peace  were  of  a  nature 
to  demand  all  his  energy  and  vigilance,  to 
the  exclusion  of  the  ability  to  direct  be 
attention  to  the  preparation  of  great  mea- 
sures of  legislation — because,  besides  those 
subjects  to  which  the  noble  Lord  adrtsed 
Her  Majesty  in  Her  most  gracious  Speeeb 
to  direct  our  attention,  and  since  the  ne- 
gotiations  for  peace  commenced,  the  noble 
Lord  has  introduced  measures  upon  other 
subjects,  and  those  of  no  secondary  impor- 
tance, to  which  he  solicited  the  considera- 
tion of  Parliament.  I  therefore  think  «e 
need  not  argue  to-night  the  question  whc~ 
ther  legislation  is  or  is  not  necessary  iz 
the  present  circumstances  of  the  countrr. 
because  Ministers  them^^vea  are  the  pria- 
cipal  witnesses  to  tl^e  fact  that  legislation 
and  that  upon  a  vast  scale,  is  required. 

Now,  Sir,  in  making  these  observatioiis^ 
I  wish  to  guard  myself  against  the  use  ^' 
any  language  which  could  be  fairly  said  v 
savour,  even  in  the  slightest  degree,  of  ex- 
aggeration. 1  have  stated  thai  the  oo^-* 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  bai 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Sessioa  ^' 
Parliament,  introduced  to  our  notice  ib<^- 
sures  of  groat  importance,  and  a  greater 
number  of  measures  of  great  importaacc. 
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than  were  eter  submitted  to  Parliament  bj 
any  Minister  who  occapied  those  benches. 
That  assertion  I  think  1  shall  be  able  to 
substantiate.     Without  mentioning  many 
measures,  the  magnitude  of  which,  when 
I  refer  to  them  in  detail,  will  speak  for 
itself,  but  which  are  of  a  secondary  in- 
terest when  compared  with  the  principal 
features  of  the  legislatiye  scheme  of  this 
Session,  I  may  be  permitted  to  remind 
the  House  of  some  of  the  chief  subjects 
which  have  been  laid  before  ua  for  consi- 
deration.     We  hare,  in  the  first  place, 
been  asked  to  create  a  court  of  appeal — a 
high  court  of  appeal ;  the  highest  court  of 
appeal  in  the  last  resort.      E?ery  hon. 
Member  will,  I  am  sure,  concur  with  me  in 
the  opinion  that  that  is  a  subject  which 
may    be   described    as    the    greatest    of 
legal  questions.     It  may  -Ve  justly  so  de- 
scribed in  all  countries  ;  but  in  our  country 
it  is    more    than    the  greatest  of  legal 
questions,  because  it  is  also  the  greatest 
of  constitutional  questions ;   because,    in 
considering    tlie    creation   and    construc- 
tion   of    a.  high    court    of   appeal    we, 
from  tho  nature  of  our  institutions,  have 
not  only  to  fulfil  that  prime  object  itself, 
but  incidentally  to  consider  the  very  ele- 
ments of  a  senate,  or  rather  of  an  upper 
ch4taiber.     We  have  also  this  Tear  been 
called  upon  to  deliberate  upon  a  new  law  of 
partnership,  founded  upon  now  principles — 
principles  better  adapted,  than  those  upon 
which  the   present  Jaw  is  based,   to  the 
exigencies  of  this  advanced  age — principles 
which  would  facilitate  the  application  of 
capital  to  commerce  in  the  most  commer- 
cial country  in  the  world.     We  have  been 
asked     to    take    into    oar    consideration 
the  whole  law  of  divorce,  and  extremely 
important  changes  in  the  law  of  marriage. 
We  have  been  called  upon  to  review  the 
whole  discipline  of  the  Church — the  testa- 
mentary jurisdiction  of  the  country — the 
police  of  the  country — the  reform  of  the 
most  ancient,  the  most  wealthy,  and  the 
most  powerful  of  our  municipalities,  an  insti- 
tution intimately  connected  with  the  history 
and  the  liberties  of  England — the  super- 
annuation of  the  whole  of  the  civil  service 
of  the  country — the  criminal  appropriation 
of  trust  property — the  education  of  the 
entire  kingdom — the  retirement  of  Bishops 
from '  their  sees — and  last,  and  not  least, 
the  accurate  means  of   ascertaining  the 
most  important  produce  of  the  empire  by 
means   of    a  system  of   agricultural  sta- 
tistics.     Well,    Sir,  these    are  no  light 
qucstioziB.     These  are  questions  not  only 


among  the  most  grave  that  concern  a  State, 
but  they  involve  the  very  principles  upon 
which  sdbiety  itself  depends.  Sir,  I  do 
not  know  that  I  can  place  the  legislative 
scheme  of  the  Minister  more  fairly  before 
the  Uoose  than  by  referring  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  at  the  commencement  of 
tho  Session,  and  calling  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  to  those  propositions  which, 
subsequently,  were  submitted,  upon  the 
authority  and  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Government*  to  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  were  four  subjects — I  should 
rather  say  four  groups  of  subjects— which, 
in  the  heat  of  war.  Her  Majesty  was  advised 
by  the  Minister  to  recommend  to  the  at- 
tentive investigation  of  Parliament.  The 
first,  which  was  the  simplest,  embraced 
the  assimilation  of  the  mercantile  law  of 
Scotland  and  of  England.  The  second 
was  that  improvement  in  the  law  of  part- 
nership, founded  altogether  upon  new 
principles,  and  aiming  at  the  increased 
application  of  capital  to  commerce,  to 
which  I  have  before  adverted.  The  third 
was  a  measure  which  was  to  relieve  the 
mercantile  marine  of  this  mercantile  coun- 
try from  charges  of  great  weight  under 
which  it  had  long  laboured,  and  i^ainst 
which  loud  complaints  had  been  raised. 
And  the  fourth  series  of  measures,  and  the 
most  important,  dealt  with  a  large  and  ex- 
tensive reform  in  the  laws  of  Great  Britain 
in  the  first  place,  and,  in  the  second  place, 
in  those  of  Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  such  was 
the  nature  of  the  legislative  scheme  which 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session,  and 
in  a  time  of  war,  was  recommended,  in 
the  language  of  the  gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne  to  "  the  attentive  consideration" 
of  Parliament.  And  how,  let  me  ask, 
have  we  disposed  of  the  four  series  of  mea- 
sures to  whi^  I  have  just  alluded  ?  With 
respect  to  the  first  ouestion — the  assimila- 
tion of  the  mercantile  law  of  England  and 
Scotland — I  am  ready  to  admit  that  the 
Government  may  be  considered  as  having 
fairly  redeemed  the  pledge  which  they  gave 
in  its  regard.  A  Bill  to  effect  a  change 
in  the  mercantile  law  of  Scotland  has  now, 
I  believe,  passed  through  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  A  measure  seeking  to  change 
tho  mercantile  law  of  England  was  also 
laid  before  us.  It  involved,  indeed,  a  prin- 
ciple of  the  most  dangerous  character — a 
principle  which  aimed  at  doing  away  with 
the  necessity  in  mercantile  transactions  of 
written  contracts.  The  practical  sagacity, 
however,  of  this  House  protested  against 
that  principle,  and,  with  the  aid  of  the 
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whole  oommeroial  body,  sared  the  nation 
from  the  dangers  which  would  be  oonse* 
qdent  upon  the  operation  of  a  pfopoaition 
BO  unfortunate.  The  obnoiious  principle 
was  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  and  in  that 
shape  the  Bill  was  passed  into  law.  We 
may,  therefore,  I  tbiuk,  admit  that  the 
Government  have,  upon  the  whole,  fairly 
redeemed  the  pledges  which  they  gave  us 
with  respect  to  the  first  series  of  measures 
which  were  noticed  in  the  Royal  Speech. 
How,  Sir,  did  we  proceed  with  regard  to 
those  improvements  in  the  law  of  partner- 
ship which  we  were  led  to  expect — to  that 
measure  which  was  to  be  founded  upon  a 
new  principle ;  which  was  to  be  adapted 
to  our  advanced  and  enlightened  age ;  and 
which  in  this  peculiarly  commercial  country 
was  to  facilitate  the  application  of  capital 
to  commerce  ?  Now,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  Government  exhibited  every  evi- 
dence of  sincerity  with  respect  to  this 
second  class  of  measures,  for  upon  the 
▼ery  first  day  upon  which  we  met — the  Ist 
of  February — the  important  Bill  to  which 
I  allude  was  introduced  by  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  After  discussion — after  being 
amended  and  reprinted  on  the  25th  Febru- 
ary— upon  the  J  0th  of  March  that  mea- 
sure was  abandoned.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, however,  determined  to  deal 
with  a  subject  which  they  felt  to  be  of 
paramount  importance,  lost  no  time  in 
profiting  by  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  and  accordingly,  upon  the  7th  of 
April,  A  second  Bill  to  amend  the  law  of 
partnership,  and  to  accomplish  the  great 
objects  for  whose  attainment  its  prede- 
cessor had  been  framed,  was  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Commons  by  the  same 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  introduced 
on  the  7th  of  April.  UpooT  the  14th  of 
July  it  was  abandoned.  Now,  as  my  ob- 
ject is  not  to  prefer  a  Bill  of  indictment 
against  the  Minister  —  my  aim  being  a 
higher  one,  as  I  trust  I  shall  be  able 
to  substantiate — 1  must  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  this  fact.  Here 
we  have  an  important  subject  recommend- 
ed to  our  attentive  consideration  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  We  have  a  Bill 
brought  in  with  regard  to  it  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  and  abandoned.  But  that 
is  not  all.  A  second  measure  is  intro- 
duced, and  that  also  is  abandoned.  Now 
that  is  a  very  remarkable,  and,  1  cannot 
help  thinking,  a  very  unfortunate  cata- 
strophe for  the  Minister  of  any  public  de- 
partment to  experience ;  but  what  I  would 
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now  take  the  liberty  of  observing  to  tbe 
House  is,  that  such  a  catastrophe  is  oat 
peculiar  to  the  Vice  President  of  the  Ikard 
of  Trade,  hitherto  thought  to  be  so  peci- 
liarly  unfortunate  in  his  lej^slative  eoter- 
prises.  I  find  that  the  President  of  tb« 
Poor  Law  Board  was  not  much  more  me- 
cessful.  Upon  the  3rd  of  April  thst  foae- 
tionary  introduced  to  car  notice  a  Bill  for 
the  amendment  of  the  poor  law.  Uptin 
the  23rd  of  May  that  measure  was  akii- 
doned.  I  find  the  Minister  —  profiuo^ 
equally  with  his  rii^ht  hon.  ColleafK  br 
experience  —  re- introducing  this  BUI,  or 
rather  introducing  a  new  measure  spoa 
the  subject  of  the  poor  law,  on  the  23Fd  df 
May.  On  the  10th  of  Jolj  I  find  tlui 
measure  also  was  abandoned.  Here,  the^ 
we  have  two  Ministers  introducing  Biil^ 
upon  subjects  of  the  highest  importsBce, 
and  not  only  failing  in  their  efiPorts  to  carrT 
them,  but  recurring  to  the  experiment  ad^ 
again  encountering  failure.  But,  Sir,  tkn 
species  of  double  failure  is  not  peecl'^r 
either,  to  the  Vice  President  of  the  Bosrd 
of  Trade  or  to  his  right  hon.  Collcagneai 
the  head  of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  The 
Irish  Government,  represented  in  tbu 
House  by  the  Chi^  Secretary  to  the  hod 
Lieutenant,  upon  the  15th  of  April  intro- 
duced a  Bill  for  the  better  regulatkii  of 
lunatic  asylums  in  Ireland.  Upon  the2Lst 
of  May  that  measure  was  abandoned.  T^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  did  ns: 
lose  heart,  and  accori^ingly  he,  two  dsjs 
afterwards,  brought  in  another  Bill  dealisf 
with  the  same  subject  as  his  fbrmer  mea- 
sure. He  brought  it  in  on  the  23rd  cf 
May,  and  upon  the  14th  of  Julj  it  was 
abandoned.  Thus,  upon  three  sabjeets — 
and  1  have  mentioned  the  laat  two  caec'f 
incidentally  to  illustrate  and  in  some  de- 
gree to  soften  the  position  of  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  -> 
upon  three  subjects  of  moment  we  fii:- 
three  Ministers  trying  their  hands  t: 
legislation  and  failing  in  their  eSotts' 
not  despairing  in  consequence  of  oci 
failure,  but  making  a  second  attemp:. 
once  more  to  be  unsuoeesaful.  Tbs^ 
much,  then.  Sir,  for  the  law  of  partD^r- 
ship.  Let  me  now  direct  the  attention  *■" 
the  House  to  the  third  group  of  measorc^ 
referred  to  in  the  gracioos  Speech  free 
the  Throne — namely,  those  measures  wbki 
were  to  relieve  the  whole  mereasuW 
marine  of  England  from  those  local  dc^» 
and  passing  tolls  so  long  matters  w. 
grievance  to  that  body.  Here,  Sir«  I  ^^ 
afraid   1   shall  not  find  any  of  the  ^-'- 
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leajjiscs  of  tbc  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trndo  to  be  his  equals  in  misehance.  1 
find,  upon  the  4th  of  February,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  bring- 
ing in  a  Bill  to  carry- out  the  objects  aJ- 
Inded  to  in  the  Roynl  Speech  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subject  I  haTC  just  mentioned. 
Upon  the  26th  of  February  that  measure 
was  abandoned.  I  come  now  to  the  fourth 
series  of  measures  referred  to  in  the  Royal 
speech.  There  are,  first,  the  meastfres 
fnr  the  improvement  of  the  law  in  Great 
Britain.  It  appears,  as  far  as  I  can  ascer- 
tain, that  five  measures  were  brought  for- 
ward by  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
that  praiseworthy  object,  andl  think,  when 
I  state  their  titles,  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
no  Ministry  ever  yet  brought  forward  a 
scries  of  measures  on  subjects  of  such 
deep  interest  and  cxteuRive  application. 
First,  there  was  a  Bill  to  establish  a  new 
jurisdiction  in  matters  of  wills  and  admi- 
nistrations throughout  the  country.  That 
Bill  was  introduced  on  the  14th  of  March; 
and  on  the  10th  of  July  it  was  abandoned. 
The  next  Bill  was  that  great  measure  to 
found  an  appellate  jurisdiction  in  the  last 
resort.  It  was  brought  from  the  Lords  on 
the  9th  of  June ;  and  on  the  1 0th  of  July 
it  was  abandoned.  The  third  measure  re- 
lated to  a  subject  of  no  less  importance 
than  that  of  divorce.  It  was  brought 
into  this  House  on  the  4th  of  July ;  and 
just  let  me  I'emiud  the  House  of  the  cir- 
eumstances  under  which  it  came  down  to 
us.  It  had  passed  with  great  diHiculty 
through  the  House  of  Lords,  where  it  had 
been  subjected  to  the  criticism  of  some  of 
the  greatest  intellects  of  the  country.  It 
dealt,  I  believe  successfully,  with  most 
of  the  points  which  are  the  opprobrium 
of  our  law  of  marriage,  and  it  laid  the 
foundation  of  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of 
those  points  which  it  did  not  profess  to 
settle.  That  Bill  was  introduced  into  this 
House  on  the  4th  of  July ;  and  on  the 
l7th  of  July  it  was  abandoned.  The  next 
measure  of  this  character — a  measure  of 
legal  reform  —  dealt  with  a  subject  on 
which  the  present  state  of  our  law,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say,  is  a  disgrace  to  that 
enlightened  and  civilised  society  to  which 
it  is  our  pnde  to  belong ;  it  was  a  measure 
which  dealt  with  the  criminal  appropria- 
tion of  trust  property.  I  can  conceive  no 
subject  more  dei^erving  of  the  attention  of 
a  Government.  I  should  say  that  the  na- 
tion  itself  ought  never  to  rest   satisfied 
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until  the  state  of  the  law  upon  that  subject 
is  amended.  The  most  iniquitous  conse- 
quences have,  for  a  long  series  of  years,  re- 
sulted from  the  state  of  our  law  upon  (hat 
subject.  I  am  bound  to  say — I  speak  upon 
the  matter  on  the  highest  information,  and 
I  would  not  otherwise  presume  to  make 
the  statement — I  am  bound  to  say  that 
what  is  taking  place  in  this  country  every 
day  renders  it  still  more  necessary  that  a 
Bill  of  that  kind  should  be  passed.  I 
have  not  the  date  when  that  Bill  was  intro- 
duced into  this  House;  but  I  have  the 
fatal  day  before  me — the  21st  of  July  when 
it  was  abandoned.  The  fifth  measure, 
which  was  the  Church  Discipline  Bill,  was 
not  abandoned.  It  was  introduced  into 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  there 
it  was  rejected  on  a  division.  So  that 
none  of  those  five  great  projects  of  law, 
upon  subjects  which  no  one  can,  for  a  mo- 
ment, hesitate  to  admit  demand  the  *'  at- 
tentive consideration"  of  Parliament — to 
use  Her  Majesty's  gracious  words — and 
were  subjects  of  urgent  necessity,  if  any  sub- 
jects for  legislation  can  deserve  that  name 
— none  of  these  five  great  projects  have 
received  the  sanction  of  Parliament  during 
the  present  Session.  Now,  let  us  look  to 
the  measures  proposed,  with  a  view  to  the 
reform  of  the  law  in  Ireland,  and  let  us 
see  whether  we  have  been  more  fortunate 
in  that  respect.  Soon  after  Parliament 
met,  a  Bill  was  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  reform'  and  reconstruction  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland.  That 
measure  proposed  to  create  two  Vice  Chan- 
cellors, who  were  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  at  salaries  of  £3,500 
a  year  each.  It  proposed  to  creato  six 
chief  clerks  at  salaries  of  £1,000  a  year 
each,  and  six  junior  clerks  at  salarie9  of 
£350  a  year  each.  It  proposed  to  abolish 
the  offices  of  Masters  and  Examiners  of 
the  Court,  and  to  allow  the  present  func- 
tionaries to  retire  on  full  salaries — that 
is  to  say,  the  four  Masters  on  salaries  of 
£3,000  a  year  each,  and  the  other  func- 
tionaries with  corresponding  allowances, 
which  I  need  not  mention  to  the  House. 
This  Bill  was  followed  immediately  by 
another,  having  relation  to  the  Courts 
of  Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  in  Ire- 
land, and  which  was  introduced  on  ttie 
29th  of  February.  It  was  proposed  by 
that  second  Bill  to  constitute  two  Judges, 
with  salaries  of  £2,000  a  year  each  ;  a 
chief  registrar,  with  a  salary  of  £600  a 
year  ;  a  chief  clerk  with  a  salary  of  £500 
a  year  ;  and  two  assistant  registrars  with 
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salaries  of  J&400  a  year  eacb  ;  and  it  con- 
ferred the  power  of  pensioning  off,  at  the 
fall  salary  of  £1,200  a  year,  a  gentleman 
who  was  once  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  who  has  held  his  present  office  for  a 
period  of  ilot  more  than  two  years.  The 
effect  of  these  Bills,  when  introduced  into 
the  House,  was  of  a  startling  character. 
It  was  first  of  all,  I  believe,  supposed  that 
this  was  an  ingenioos  scheme  fur  compen- 
satini;  the  sister  country  for  the  failure  of 
the  Tipperary  Bank.  That  was  of  course, 
however,  only  a  superficial  view  of  the  case, 
but  it  was  the  popular  idea  when  these 
Bills  were  brought  before  ns.  Now  what 
happened  to  these  Bills  ?  The  Bill  for  the 
reform  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ire- 
land was  introduced  on  the  4th  of  Feb- 
ruary ;  and  on  the  1st  of  July  it  was  aban- 
doned. The  Bill  to  construct  a  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  in  Ireland  was 
brought  in  on  the  29th  of  February  ;  and 
on  the  1 7th  of  July  it  was  abandoned. 
These,  however,  were  not  solitary  cnses  in 
Irish  legislation.  There  was  a  Bill  with 
respect  to  juries  in  Ireland,  which  was  an- 
other of  those  measures  of  legal  reform. 
It  was  introduced  on  the  5th  of  February; 
and  on  the  27th  of  June  it  was  abandoned. 
There  was  a  Bill  with  respect  to  juvenile 
offenders  in  Ireland,  which  also  formed  part 
of  this  great  scheme.  It  was  introduced 
on  the  4th  of  February  ;  and  on  the  27th 
of  June  it  was  abandoned.  There  was  a 
Bill  to  deal  at  last  with  the  metropolitan 
police  of  Dublin — a  subject  which  had  long 
attracted  the  attention  of  Parliament.  That 
Bill  was  introduced  on  the  22nd  of  April ; 
and  on  the  1st  of  July  it  was  abandoned. 
Thus,  you  see,  that  five  great  measures  of 
legal  reform  in  England,  and  five  great 
measures  of  legal  reform  in  Ireland,  are 
introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and  in  every  case  those  measures  are  aban- 
doned. I  admit — because  I  wish  to  state 
the  case  fairly  towards  the  Government — 
that  two  measures  have  been  passed  for  the 
reform  of  the  law  in  Ireland,  which  I  think 
will  be  highly  beneficial ;  one  is  a  Bill  for 
the  construction  of  a  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Chancery  suits  in  Ireland,  and  the  name  of 
the  other  I  cannot  at  this  moment  remem- 
ber. But  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine,  who  is 
not  now  present,  stated  that  these  Bills 
were  virtually  Bills  brought  forward  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  £n- 
niskillen  (Mr.  Whiteside).  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  proposed  five  considerable 
measures  for  the  reform  of  the  law  and  the 
courts  in  Ireland,  and  I  am  happy  to  say 
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that  I  contributed  to  have  those  Bills,  as 
well  as  the  Government  measures  on  tie 
same  subjects,  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  and  I  believe  those  BiUs  of  niv 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  formed  the  ba&is 
of,  and  virtually  are,  the  measures  wbieJi 
passed  through  Parliament. 

Sir,  I  have  now  gone  over  tbe  four  grest 
subjects  which  were  referred    to    in   Her 
Majesty's  Speech  from  the  Throne,  aod  I 
have  placed  before  the  House — and  I  hope 
with   no  rhetorical    misrepresentation,  for 
my  speech  consists  entirely  of  a  reference 
to  the  records  of  this  House — what  )a& 
been  the  result  of  these  projected  measures 
of  the  Government.     But   Her  .Majestj's 
Government  introduced  many  other  mea- 
sures which  cannot  be  classed  in   any  of 
the  categories   referred   to   in   Her  Ma- 
jesty's gracious   Speech.       Let    us    see, 
in  the  calmest  manner  and  without  any 
comment,  by  a  reference  to   the  records 
on  the  table,  what  has  been   the  fate  cf 
those  other  measures.     There  was  a  mea- 
sure for  the  superannuation  of  the  members 
of  the  Civil  Service.     That  question  is  not 
a  new  one ;  it  is  a  question,  I  admit,  of 
very  great  difficulty ;  it  has  been  for  mors 
than  twenty  years  a  Parliamentary  ques- 
tion, and  has  taxed  the  utmost  efforts  ef 
successive  Chancellors  of  the  Ezeheqiier. 
I  had  that  case  before  me,  and  I  was  pre* 
pared  to  take  action  upon  it.     I  know  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  my  im- 
mediate successor   (Mr.  Gladstone)   gare 
the  utmost  attention  to  it ;  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now  ChaneeU 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  is  perfectly  master 
of  the  subject  is  evident  from  every  obser- 
va\ion  he  has  made  upon  it  in  this  Hou^e. 
It  is,  therefore,  clear,  that  when  Her  Ma- 
jesty *s  Government  determined  on  grappling 
at  all  with  the  question,  they  most  hare 
done  80,  not  only  with  the  intention,  but 
with  the  hope  of  settling  it.     Now  let  as 
see  what  has  been  the  result. '   The  Civil 
Service  Superannuation  Bill  was  introduced 
on  the  15tli  of  February;  and  on  the  18th 
of  July  it  was  abandoned — and  tlius  ter* 
minated  the  hopes  of  a  most  meritorioGs 
and  a  most  ill-used  body  of  Her  Majesty *s 
servants.     There  is  another  very  importact 
question  with  which   Her  Majesty's  G^ 
vemment  determined  to  deal;    and  that, 
again,  is  no  new  question,  but  one  which  bsJ 
long  engaged  the  attention  of  Parliamess 
— I  mean  the  reform  of  the  Corporation  oi 
the  City  of  London.     That  question  liss 
been  more  or  less  before  Parlianoent  (ot  s 
period  of  twenty  years.    There  have  be^t 
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if  I  recollect  right,  two  Royal  Commrssionft 
appointed  to  investigAte  that  subject,  and 
never  were  there  more  ample  materials 
ready  than  in  that  case  on  which  legi&la- 
tion  might  be  founded.  I  may  further  ob- 
serve, that  the  position  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  that  question  was  one  of 
unusual  favour  and  advantage,  because  a 
colleague  of  the  noble  Lord,  a  Secretary 
of  State  {Mr,  Labouchere),  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  Members  of  tlie  Cabi- 
net, was,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  one  of  the 
Royal  Commissioners  on  the  occasion  of 
the  last  investigation.  When,  therefore. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  resolved  at  last 
to  act,  they  had  the  advantage  of  having 
in  the  Cabinet  one  who  was  completely 
master  of  the  subject ;  and  every  one  must 
have  anticipated  that  the  measure  they 
would  bring  forward  would  be  one  per- 
fectly adequate  to  the  occaBion,  fully  ma- 
tuced,  and  thoroughly  adapted  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  The  consequence 
was,  that  the  moment  Her  ifajesty's  Go- 
Ternment  announced  that  they  had  a  Bill 
prepared  upon  that  subject,  a  general  feel- 
ing prevailed  in  the  House,  in  the  City, 
and,  I  may  say,  in  the  country,  that  at 
last  this  great  reform  was  to  take  place. 
But  what  has  been  the  fate  of  that  mea- 
sure ?  The  Bill  for  the  reform  of  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  was 
introduced  on  the  4th  of  February ;  and 
on  the  26th  of  June  it  was  abandoned. 

I  have  here,  Sir,  another  catalogue  of 
measures  to  which  I  must  advert  at  the 
risk  of  wearying  the  House;  bat  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  we  should  ac'* 
curately  know  the  data  on  which  any  con- 
clusion at  which  we  may  arrive  upon  this 
subject  should  be  founded.  I  must  now 
advert  to  a  measure  which  was  brought 
forward  for  the  local  management  of  the 
nieiropolis.  It  was  brought  forward  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
he  is  a  man,  one  would  suppose,  who  knew 
what  he  was  about.  On  the  28th  of  Feb- 
ruary  the  Bill  was  introduced  ;  and  on 
the  9th  of  May  it  was  abandoned.  I  now 
proceed  to  a  department  over  which  an- 
other offii^er — the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Health  (Mr.  Cowper) — presides.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Health  was,  I  be- 
lieve, originally  a  mem*bcr  of  the  profession 
of  Mars.  He  was,  therefore,  not  to  be 
daunted  by  the  unhappy  enterprises  of 
fais  oolleagues.  He  was  resolved  to  show 
a  martial  courage  be6tting  the  situation, 
ojid  when  he  introduced  his  Bill  on  die 
26th  4»f  May,  be  stated  that  he  would  not 


abandon  it  — he  demanded  battle.  The 
Bill  was  rejected ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that,  after  that  fitful  blaze  of  valour,  the 
courage  even  of  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  seemed  to  evaporate.  On  the  26th 
of  May  he  introduced  the  Burial  Bill ;  and 
on  the  12th  of  July  it  was  abandoned. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  introduced 
a  Vaccination  Bill  on  the  7th  of  March  ;  and 
on  the  10th  of  July  it  was  abandoned.  I 
have  referred  to  the  efforts  that  were  made 
by  another  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  amend 
the  poor  law ;  I  have  noticed  the  two  at- 
tempts that  he  made  with  that  object ;  but 
I  did  scant  justice  to  the  legislative  enter* 
prise  of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  I  find 
that,  besides  these  great  efforts,  ho  also 
introduced  a  Bill  on  no  less  difficult  a  sub- 
ject than  pauper  removal.  That  Bill  was 
introduced  on  the  1st  of  April ;  and  on 
the  27th  of  June  it  was  abandoned.  There 
was  a  Bill  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  aimed  at  dealing  with  a  difficulty 
which  many  Administrations  have  had  to 
encounter — ^namcIy,  the  claims  of  the  coal- 
whippers  of  London.  A  Bill  to  settle 
that  difficulty  was  .introduced  on  the  28th 
of  April;  and  on  the  4th  of  July  it  was 
abandoned.  I  must  here  shed  a  tear  over 
the  fate  of  a  Bill  which  was  to  settle  the 
site  of  the  National  Gallery.  It  was  in- 
troduced on  the  5th  of  June ;  and  on  the 
12th  of  the  same  month  it  met  a  fate 
which  I  deplore.  It  was  not  abandoned, 
but  it  encountered  a  fate  which  did  not 
permit  us  to  hear  more  of  it  this  Session. 
There  was  a  Bill  introduced  with  respect 
to  the  Dulwich  charity,  which  demanded 
legislation.  It  was  introduced  on  the  17tli 
of  July;  and  on  the  2 1st  it  was  aban- 
doned. The  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland 
also  engaged' the  attention  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government.  A  Bill  was  introduced 
upon  that  subject  on  tho  15th  of  July; 
and  that  Bill,  too,  was  abandoned.  The 
state  of  education  in  Scotland  had  also 
long  occupied  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  upon  that  subject  a  Bill  was 
introduced  this  year,  which  everybody 
thought,  from  the  spirit  of  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  the  uncompromi^^ing  tone 
which  seemed  to  animate  his  interesting 
rhetoric,  was  sure  to  be  persevered  in. 
But,  no; — I  find  that  after  having  been 
introduced  on  the  9th  of  April,  it  was 
abandoned  on  the  27th  of  June.  There 
is  another  Bill,  scarcely  second  even  to 
these  in  Importance,  and  that  is  the  Bill 
on  agricultural  statistics.  That  Bill  met 
with   the   same    melancholy  fate  as  the 
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others.  It  came  to  this  House  from  the 
House  of  Lords ;  it  was  never  brought  to 
a  division,  but  it  was  abandoned. 

Now,  Sir,  I  ask  any  Gentlemen  in  this 
House — I  care  not  whero  thej  sit — whe- 
ther they  are  votaries  of  Conservative  pro- 
gress, as  we  are,  or  whether  they  are  ad- 
Tocates  of  Liberal  movement,  as  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  or  ought  to  be — I  ask 
any  Gentleman  is  this  a  satisfactory  state 
of  affairs  ? — I  ask  those  Gentlemen  who 
habitually  attend  the  House,  and  take  the 

freatest  part  in  its  discussions,  whether, 
efore  I  placed  this  clear  and  accurate 
statement  before  them,  they  themselves 
were  aware  of  the  extent  and  importance 
of  the  legislative  failures  which  have  taken 
place  this  Session  ?  I  have  already  ad- 
mitted that  Her  Majesty's  Government  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  the  Bills  included  in  the 
first  group  of  measures  to  which  I  referred 
at  the  commencement  of  my  observations  ; 
and  I  have  now  to  acknowledge  tliat  they 
have  passed  two  other  measures.  One  of 
these  is  the  Bill  for  the  retirement  of  the 
two  Bishops.  Now,  I  can  only  say  myself 
that  I  regret  that  that  measure  did  not 
deal  with  the  whole  question,  and  that  it 
has  therefore  settled  nothing.  It  is  really 
not  a  measure  to  settle  the  question  of  the 
retirement  of  Bishops  ;  it  is  a  private  and 
personal  arrangement  ;  it  only  provides  for 
the  retirement  of  two  Prelates  ;  and,  al- 
though the  question  is  one  which  opens 
considerations  of  the  highest  interest, 
the  measure  we  have  passed  cannot  be 
regarded  as  an  Act  of  a  public  and 
general  character.  The  other  measure 
passed  by  the  Government  is  the  County 
Police  Bill ;  and  an  excellent  measure,  in 
my  opinion,  it  will  prove.  I  do  not  wish  to 
depreciate  the  merits  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  passing  that  Bill,  when  I 
remind  them  that  the  subject  to  which  it 
relates  had  long  engaged  the  attention  of 
Parliament,  and  that  a  well-matured  mea- 
sure for  its  settlement  had  been  introduced 
by  the  Government  of  Lord  Aberdeen, 
the  noble  Lord  himself,  as  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Office,  representing  that  Go- 
vernment upon  the  occasion  ;  I  only  make 
that  observation  for  the  purpose  of  remind- 
ing the  House  that,  although  that  measure 
was  an  important  one,  the  House  was  pre- 
pared for  its  enactment ;  and  that  the  dis- 
cussion of  it  did  not  greatly  occupy  their 
time. 

I  think,  Sir,  that  under  these  circum- 
stances we  cannot  bo  surprised  at  the  great 
dissatisfaction   and    discontent   that  have 
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suddenly  arisen — more  out  of  doors,  I  be- 
lieve, than  here,  and  therefore  all  the  more 
dangerous — the  great  dissatisfaction  and 
discontent  that  have  been  created  by  the 
mode  in  which  public  business  bas  been 
conducted  this  Session.  I  believe — I  am 
ready  frankly  to  admit  it — I  believe  that  st 
first  the  House  and  the  country  were  per- 
fectly prepared  to  view  tbe  position  of  tbe 
Government  with  the  utmost  indulgence  is 
regarded  legislation.  A  Ministry  thathsd 
terminated  a  war,  and  that  was  engaged 
for  a  considerable  time  during  the  stttiogs 
of  Parliament  in  protracted  negotiatioD^ 
for  peace,  was  in  a  position  to  appeal  to 
the  forbearance,  the  indulgence,  and  tbe 
confidence  of  Parliament ;  and  if  they  bad 
said — *'  We  are  engaged  iu  these  great 
affairs,  and  therefore  you  must  not  ex- 
pect from  us  that  we  should  attempt  to 
deal  with  any  of  those  questions  which 
must  ultimately  be  settled  bj  legisUtioa," 
— no  one,  I  believe,  would  have  mnmored 
either  here  or  in  the  country.  Bot  I  sav 
that  it  is  not  now  in  the  power  of  tbe 
Government  to  urge  that  plea.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  having  dnij  considered 
their  position,  and  having  greater  oppor- 
tunities of  accurately  ascertaining  the  real 
nature  of  that  position  than  we  who  srs 
not  connected  with  them  could  posaess, 
resolved  to  draw  the  attentive  consideratHw 
of  Parliament  to  a'yariety  of  tbe  wwi 
important  subjects  that  could  engage  tbe 
attention  of  a  Legislature.  Tbey  bare 
held  out  to  the  country  great  expeetatioos. 
and  they  cannot  now  be  surprised  that  tbe 
eountry  feels  disappointed.  But  if  this 
were  a  mere  question  of  tranai^it  disap- 
pointment, I  should  not  have  an  observa- 
tion to  make  upon  it.  I  cannot^  however. 
help  thinking  that  the  time  has  coose  when 
the  House  would  do  well  calmly  to  con- 
sider what  is  the  cause  of  a  state  of  affairs 
which  we  all  must  regret — ^which  is  most 
mortifying  to  us  as  a  legislative  assemVlj. 
and  which,  I  think,  cannot  be  very  satis- 
factory to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  It  is 
in  order  to  ascertain  that  cause,  and  not, 
as  I  have  already  said,  to  frame  a  Bill  of  in- 
dictment against  the  Ministry,  that  I  wact 
to  engage  the  attention  and  consideratkm 
6f  the  House  this  evening,  trusting  that  k 
the  course  of  the  discussion  suggestions  nsr 
be  thrown  out  which  must  fall  on  tbe  pul»c>f 
mind,  and  ultimately  lead  to  some  renjedial 
agoncy  for  this  evil  state  of  affairs.  N<'-'< 
Sir,  it  cannot  be  said  that  this  nofortoflste 
result  has  been  occasioned  by  the  forms  of  the 
House.  I  do  not  think  there  is  aoybody  oo« 
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— not  efen  the  younger  Member  for  Lam- 
beth (Mr.  Wilkinson) — who  will  get  ap  and 
Bay  tliat  the  forms  of  the  House  are  its  real 
cause.     Hon.  Gentlemen  who  hare  studied 
the  forms  of  the  House  must  be  aware  that 
since  the  year  1848  down  to  the  present 
time,  those  forms  have  undergone  a  gradual 
but  prudent  curtailment ;  so  much  so  that 
those  who  have  considered  well  that  sub- 
ject, and  who  know  how  much  wisdom  and 
experience  are  embalmed  in  the  forms  of 
the  House,  rather  appr^end  that  there 
has  been  of  late  years  too  great  a  diminu- 
tion of  the  checks  which  they  afford  against 
precipitate  legislation,  than  believe  that  we 
can  facilitate  the  conduct  of  public  busi- 
ness by  tfie  reduction   of  their  number. 
Nor  do  1  think  there  is  anybody  who  will 
pretend  for  a  moment  that  protracted  de- 
bates or  long  speeches  have  brought  about 
this  result,  because  since  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  Parliament  I  never 
remember  a  Session  which  has  been  more 
remarkable  for  the  absence  of  prolonged 
debates,  or  in  which  those  Members  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  addressing  us  at  that 
length  to  which  they  are  entitled  by  their 
eloquence,  their  knowledge,  their  experi- 
ence, and  their  position  in  this  House,  have 
trespassed  so  little  on  our  attention.     It 
is  not  the  forms  of  the  House,  it  is  not  the 
freedom  and  amplitude  of  our  disct^ssions, 
then,  that  have  occasioned  this  lamentable 
state  of  affairs.    -To  what  cause  is  it  then 
to  be  ascribed  ?    I  will  state  what  I  believe 
to  have  been  the  cause  of  it,  and  I  beg  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues  not  to  sup- 
pose that  in  stating  it  1  mean  anything  in 
any  way  personal  to  themselves.      Quite 
the  reverse.     I  believe  the  cause  of  this 
failure  in  legislation  is  mainly,  if  not  en- 
tirely, to  be  attributed  to  the  fact  that  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
now  form  the  Ministry  cannot  command  a 
Parliamentary  majority.     In  the  general 
conduct  of  affairs  the  greatest  respect  is 
paid  to  Gentlemen  who  occupy  their  posi- 
tion— a  position  which  they  obtained,  in 
my  opinion  with  all  honour,  and  in  a  man- 
ner which,  as   far  as  the  noble  Lord  is 
concerned,  does,  I  think,  the  utmost  credit 
to  his  spirit  and  promptitude.     I  say  that 
the  greatest  respect  is  paid  to  Gentlemen 
who  occupy  that  position;  and  I  believe 
there  is  great  willingness  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  fulfil  its  functions  as  to  Supply. 
All  the  money  which  is  required  for  the 
public  service  is  cheerfully  granted  to  the 
noble  Lord  when  we  are  at  war — if  troops 
are  wanted  they  are  at  once  given  to  him  ; 


and  when  he  is  engaged  in  negotiations, 
and  requires  forbearance,  that  forbearance 
is  yielded  with  equal  readiness.    Whether 
he  prosecutes  a  war  or  makes  a  treaty  he 
can  count  on  the  support  of  the  House. 
But  when  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  turn- 
ing to  the.  functions  of  a  Minister  in  a 
legislative  assembly  submit   measures  to 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  they  do 
not  meet  with  that  confiding  support  which 
can  only  exist  in  this  House,  when  it  is 
founded  on  traditionary  connection  or  iden- 
tity of  principle.     The  noble  Lord  and  his 
colleagues  are,  therefore,  never  sure  that 
their  measures  will  succeed  ;  and  there  are 
two  consequences  that  result  from   this 
circumstance  of  the  most  injurious  charac- 
ter.    The  first  is — and  it  is  a  great  evil — 
that  the   Queen's  Ministers  should  deem 
legislation  necessary  on  subjects  of  para- 
mount importance,  and  yet  should  not  bo 
able  to  succeed  in  legislating  thereon.  But 
there  is  another  evil  inevitably  consequent 
upon  this,  and  to  which  I  attribute  a  con- 
siderable share    of  the  present  disaster. 
The  moment  a  Government  is  habituated 
to  defeat,  the  moment  they  find  the  chances 
are  that  the  measures  which  they  propose 
will  not  succeed,  those  measures  cease  to 
be  prepared  with  that  scrupulous  exacti- 
tude, that  fineness,  that  finish,  and  that 
completeness  of  detail,  which  chracterise 
the  measures  of  a  Government  that  feel, 
on  introducing  a  Bill  to  Parliament,  all  the 
responsibility  of  successful  legislation  ;  and 
thus  it  happens  that  a  Ministry  is  tempted 
to  obtain  popularity  for  a  moment,  and  to 
make  for  themselves  some  transient  repu- 
tation— if  you  can  call  it  reputation — by 
dealing  with  a  variety  of  pubjects,  so  that 
the  country  may  say  "  Here's  a  Govern- 
ment of  men  of  business ;  these  are  the 
men  we  want.     They  are  going  to  con- 
struct a  high  court  of  appeal ;  questions 
that  have  remained  uiisolved  for  300  years 
are  now  about  to  receive  a  solution  from 
these  practical  men ;  the  law  of  divorce  is 
to  be  reformed ;  the  law  of  matrimony  is  to 
be   improved  ;  the  law  of  partnership  is 
to  be  adapted  to  the  requirements  of  an 
enlightened  age  and  a  commercial  coun- 
try ;    and  other  great   subjects  on  which 
the  thought  of  the  nation  has  long  been 
collected    are  at  *  last   to  be    settled    by 
men  who,  regardless  of  party  considera- 
tions,  are   determined  to  show  what  can 
be    done    by  people   who    are   animated 
only  by  a  desire  to  pass  wiso  and  useful 
measures."     When  Parliament  met  it  was 
announced  on  high,  although  anonymous. 
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fkatboritj,  that  a  new  era  bad  airived  in 
the  historj  of  the  Eugliah  Parliaiuent ; 
that  the  mere  struggle  for  power  and  pbiee 
was  to  cease,  and  that*  Inatead  of  it  we 
were  to  have  a  body  of  Ministers  who  were 
essentially  practical  men  of  business — who 
were  to  deal  with  all  the  di£Bcult  questions 
that  bad  baffled  all  preceding  Governments. 
We  were  told  that  the  maxim,  *'  measures 
not  men,'*  was,  for  the  future,  to  form  the 
principle  of  our  political  life ;  and  Tery 
shortly  after  that  we  had  an  illustration 
of  the  new  system  in  the  introduction  of 
the  Partnership  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
ileman  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  But,  Sir,  what  did  all  this  end  in  ? 
Why,  after  six  months  of  idle  pbantoms 
and  of  empty  uoi^e,  it  is  no  longer  "  mea- 
sures not  men,"  but  it  is  men  without 
measures. 

Now,  if  it  be  true — and  I  cannot  think 
that  when  the  matter  is  pondered  over 
many  will  doubt  that  it  is  true — if  it  be 
true  that  this  unfortunate  state  of  affairs 
arises  from  the  fact  of  our  having  a  Go- 
vernment who  are  unable  to  command  a 
Parliamentary  majority,  what  is  the  re- 
medy which  is  before  us  ?  I  know  I  shall 
here  be  met  by  an  objection  which  is 
heard,  not,  perhaps,  in  this  Houee  so 
much,  but  which  is  beard  in  every  part  of 
tho  country,  in  the  saloon,  and  in  the 
market-place  alike,  **  this  is  all  the  conse- 
quence of  the  RefoiTO  Bill.'*  ['*  Hear, 
hear!"]  One  of  my  hon.  Friends  near 
me  says  "  Ilear,  hear!"  and  that  shows 
how  popular  and  how  plausible  is  that 
idea.  But  is  the  Reform  Bill  the  real 
cause  of  this  state  of  affairs?  Because, 
when  there  is  a  great  difficulty  tliere  are 
alwajrs  many  specious  explanations  afloat, 
and  the  question  is,  although  they  be  spe- 
cious, are  tliey  true  ?  During  the  last 
twenty-fonr  years  the  Reform  Bill  has  been 
in  operation  ;  and  during  more  than  a 
moiety  of  that  time — for  a  period  of  at 
least  fourteen  years  014 1  of  the  twenty-four 
— you  have  had  the  affairs  of  this  country 
carried  on  by  Ministries  of  almost  every 
shade  of  opinion,  who  have  commanded 
large  and  compact  majoritieH.  Lord  Grey, 
who  represented  the  high  Whigs,  had  not 
only  a  largo  and  commanding  majority,  but 
he  had  a  majority  of  which  the  only  fault 
nas  that  it  was  too  large.  Lord  Melbourne, 
who  represented  what  was  called  Wbig- 
lladicalism,  but  what  in  more  courteous 
phraseology  we  may  now  call  Liberalism— 
Lord  Melbourne  for  live  years  carried  on 
the  Government  of  the  cooaUQr  with  a  suffix 
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cieot  majority,  even  in  a  Parliaoieiii  wbidi 
had  been  called  together  by  hia  political 
opponents.  Certainly,  the  last  two  years  of 
the  six  or  seven  over  which  the  adminis- 
tration of  Lord  Melbourne  extended  were 
not  distinguished  by  the  same  amount  of 
Parliamentary  support^  but    that  dreom- 
stance  was  not  to  be  attriboted  to  the 
House  of  Commons  ;   it  was  to  be  attii- 
buted   to  a  fact   which   I    am    anre  the 
Friends  of  Lord  Melbourne  haye  lived  I«o^ 
enough  to  regrtt — ^the  fact,  namely,  tbat 
he  clung  too  long  to  ofBce.     On  bis  re^e- 
nient  from  power  Sir  Robert  Peel  appeslad 
to  the  country  as  a  ConserratiTe  Minister, 
and  Sir  Robert  Peel  obtained  mi  am^ 
majority  to  enable  him  to  carry  on  success- 
fully the  government  of  the  ecMmtry.    It 
does  not  appear,  therefore,  that  there  i« 
any  truth  in  the  popular  statement  that 
the  Reform  Bill  is  the  root  of  all  thia  en). 
But  it  is  said  that  this  state  of  thiop 
may  be  attributed  to  the  fact  that  parties 
are  broken  up.     It  is  a  faTourite  topic  to 
talk   of    the    "  dislocation  "   of    partiei. 
Party,  they  say,  no  longer  exists,  beeaoie 
there  are  no  longer  distinctive  prioeipl«4 
among  public  men.     That  1  believe  is  al^ 
a  very  current  opinion.     But  is  it  tme^ 
It  would  be  well  for  us  to  consider,  for  ihe 
interest  of  the  country  and  for  our  ovu 
honour,  whether  the  fact  is  so.     I  will  so< 
venture   to* make  any  observations  upsa 
hon.  Gentlemea  who  are  Members  of  this 
[louse.     It  is  my  happiness  to  think  thai 
I  have  personal  friends  on  both  sides  of  it, 
and  indeed,  in  my  opinion,  the  question  is 
one  too  great  to  depend  upon  the  opinioas 
of  individual  Members  either  on  the  om 
side  or  the  other.  If  I  look  to  the  countrr 
— if  I  look  to  society  in  its  real  sense — I 
mean  to  tho  society  of  all  classes  in  this 
country — I  do  not  find  that  parties  are 
extinct — I  do  not  find,  when  I  listen  to 
men  of  influence  and  mark  among  dioss 
classes  of    the   community  that    take  an 
active  part  in  public  affairs,  that  dislbcttve 
principles  have  ceased.     I  find  that  there 
exist  two  great  classes  of  opinion,  which 
are  fairly  represented — not  that  I  think 
the  epithets  originally  were  either  very 
happy  or  very  precise,  but  which  have 
passed  into  universal  and  popular  accept- 
ance— by  the  terms  CooservatiTe  and  Li* 
beral.     I  hold.   Sir,  that  those   are  tvo 
classes  of  opinions  which  are  perfectly  div 
tinct,  and  in  most  instances  are  eatirdj 
opposed  the  one  to  the  other.     I  will,  wich 
the   permission   of    the  Houae^    proeeeJ 
briefly,  by  way  of  illustrating  my  mesa- 
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iTig,  to  advet*t  to  some  points  in  which- 1 
think  that  distinction  is  particalarlj  ma- 
nifest.     I  wish  to  speak  of  both  these 
classes,  I  assure  hon.  Members,  with  the 
greatest  respect.     They  are   both  repre- 
sented in  this  country  by  numerous   bo- 
dies of   men,  each  opinion    is  supported 
by  numbers,  by  intelligence,  by  property, 
and   by  respectability  in  every   sense   in 
^vhich  that  word  can  be  used.     But  their 
dissimilarity  is  perfectly  perceptible.     For 
example,  I  hold  that  a  ConserTati?e  prin- 
ciple   which  regards    the    Parliamentary 
settlement  of  1832  as  a  satidfactory  settle- 
ment.   I  hold  that  to  be  a  Conserrative 
principle  which,  without  blind  or  bigoted 
adherence  to  the  doctrine  on  all  possible 
occasions,  believes  that  tampering  with  the 
suffrage  is  a  great  evil  to  the  State.     I 
believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that  it  is  a 
Conservative   principle   which  holds  that 
the  due  influence  of  property  in  tlie  ex- 
ercise of  the  suffrage   is  a  salutary  in- 
fluence.    I  think  it  is  a  Conservative  prin- 
ciple  that   in  any  representative  scheme 
the   influence  of  landed   property  should 
be  sensibly  felt.     I  hold  it  to  be  a  Con- 
aervativo  principle  that  we  maintain  the 
union   between   Church  and  State — that 
we  should  not  only  maintain,  but  expand, 
the  ecclesiastical  institutions  of  this  coun- 
try.    I  hold  it  to  be  a  Conservative  prin- 
ciple that  the  estate  of  the  Church  should 
be  respected,  and  that  the  Church  itself 
should  not   be   a  stipendiary  of  the  civil 
power.     I   hold   it  to  be   a  Conservative 

Principle  that,  we  maintain  the  Church  in 
reland,  believing  that   maintenance  per-- 
fectly  reconcilable    with   the    rights   and 
privileges  of  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  that  kingdom.     I  hold  it  to  be 
a  Conservative  principle  to   cherish  and 
protect  all  traditionary  influences,  because 
they  are  opposed  to  a  crude  centralisation, 
aud  because  they  are  the  source  of  an  au- 
thority at  once  beneficent  and  economical. 
I  hold  it  to  be  a  Conservative  principle  that 
would  respect  existing  corporations  (tVont- 
cal  cheering).     Sir,  those  ironical  cheers 
from  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  convince 
me  that  I  am  right  in-  this  estimate,  and 
that  there  is  a  body  in  this  country  which, 
though  I  scarcely  had  expected  it,  is  even 
represented  in  this  House,  and  which  holds 
opinions  exactly  the  reverse  of  those  which 
I  have  stated.     [Cheers  from  the  Minis- 
terial Benches.]    Those  cheers  from  the 
Ministerial   benches   show    that    there   is 
in  this  country,  and  even  in  this  House,  a 
body  who  believe  that  the  Parliamentary 


settlement   of    1832    ought    not    to    be 
nraintained — that  it  arrests  the  progress 
of  the  movement  they  desire  to  see;  a 
body  who  believe  that  the  influence  of 
property  on  the  exercise  of  the  suffrage, 
which  we  regard  as  wholesome,  ought  to 
be  prevented;    a   body   who,   instead  of 
cherishing  and  encouraging,  hold  the  in- 
fluence of  landed  property  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  country  to  be  an  influence 
which  ought  not  to  be  encouraged,   but 
rather  to  b^  checked^    I   have  no  fear 
of  misrepresenting  the  opinions  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  when  I  say  that  there 
are  those  among  them  who  look  at  least 
with  suspicion  upon  the   union  between 
Church  and  State,  and  who,  if  they  bow 
to  it,  bow  to  it  only  because  it  is  estab- 
lished ;  who  are  not  in  favour  of  expanding 
— indeed,  scarcely   of  maintaining  —  our 
ecclesiastical  institutions  ;  who  would  will- 
ingly see  the  Church  a  stipendiary  of  the 
civil  power;  who  are  opposed  to  traditionary 
influences  ["  Hear  !"},  who,  as  the  cheer 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  assures  us,^  would 
rather,  instead  of  a  free  magistracy,  have 
a  magistracy  framed  upon  what  they  con- 
sider more  precise  principles,  but  in  my  opi- 
nion, principles  not  so  favourable  as  the  pre- 
sent to  the  preservation  of  the  public  liber- 
ties of  the  country.  I  do  not  find  fault  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  for  entertaining  such  opi- 
nions ;  I  am  trying  to  state  them  fairly ;  but 
their  assent  to  my  exposition  proves  that 
I  am  right  in  my  assumption,  that  in  this 
country  there  are  two  great  parties,  each 
representing  distinctive  principles.     If  I 
go  to  another  great  branch  of  public  life 
— if  I  touch  on  the  subjects  which  a  few 
years  ago  did  not  attract  much  notice,  but 
which  at  the  present  absorb  the  attention 
of  Parliament,  to  the  injury,  perhaps,  of 
many  of  those  measures  of  internal  im- 
provement to  which  the  Queen  invited  onr 
attention  in   Her  most  gracious   Speech 
from  the  Throne — I  mean  foreign  affairs 
— I  find  in  the  country — I  am  not  speak- 
ing of«  this  House,  for  far  be  it  from  me 
to  be  personal  to  any  hon.  Gentleman — 
that  there  are  opinions  on  all  the  great 
questions  of  foreign  politics  perfectly  op- 
posed to  each  other.     Nor  is  this  an  un- 
important consideration,  for,   let  me  re- 
mind the  House,  it  is  upon  the  prevalence 
of  one  or  other  of  these  two  classes  of 
opinion,  the  whole  form  and  aspect  of  the 
history  of  this  country  may   be  said  to 
depend.     I  hare  always  considered,  in  re- 
spect to  foreign  affairs,  that  there  were 
three  great  questions  upon  which  it  be- 
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oomM  an  J  man  who  aspires  to  be  a  states- 
man in  this  country,  as  well  as  of  any 
ParHamentAry  party  which  incurs  the  re- 
sponsibility of  supporting  particular  indi- 
viduals, to  hare  ^^lear  and  precise  ideas. 
These  three  subjects  are — the  Russian 
empire,  the  Austrian  empire,  and  our  rela- 
tions with  the  United  States  of  America. 
There  is  no  doubt  a  class  of  persons  in 
this  country  who  bare  always  looked  with 
great  jealousy  upon  the  expansion  and  the 
policy  of  the  Eusaian  empire ;  and  when 
we  went  to  war  with  Russia  the  object  of 
that  party — the  avowed  object,  which  they 
upheld  with  energy,  eloquence,  and  earn- 
estness— was  the  necessity  of  dismember- 
ing the  Russian  empire.  For  my  own 
part  1  have  always- been  of  opinion  that  the 
dismembering  of  the  Russian  empire  is  not 
an  object  which  any  statesman  ought  to 
propose  to  himself;  that  the  dismember- 
ment of  the  Russian  empire  could  not  be 
attained — even  if  we  were  successful  in 
attaining  it  at  all — without  one  of  those 
long  wars  which  might  fatally  exhaust  the 
energies  and  lower  the  character  of  this 
country  in  the  scale  of  nations;  and  even 
if  the  dismemberment  took  place,  we  shoOld 
iind  that  the  ultimate  result  would  be,  that 
the  balance  of  power  in  Europe  would  be 
distributed  in  a  manner  prejudicial  to  our 
interests.  That  I  take  to  be  the  Conser- 
vative view  upon  this  question,  as  opposed 
to  the  views  of  the  other  section.  I  ap- 
prehend that  there  are  in  this  country 
two  distinct  opinions,  each  supported  by 
powerful  parties,  on  this  question  of  fo- 
reign policy.  Take,  again,  the  case  of 
the  Austrian  empire.  I  hold  that  it  is  the 
Conservative  opinion  that  the  maintenance 
of  tiie  Austrian  empire  is  necessary  to  the 
independence,  and,  if  necessary  to  the  iu« 
dependence,  necessary  to  the  civilisation 
and  even  to  the  liberties  of  Europe.  Sir, 
there  is  a  contrary  opinion  to  that.  A 
great  party  in  this  country  is  of  opinion, 
that  from  the  dismemberment  of  the  Aus- 
trian empire  very  great  political  advan- 
tages might  bo  obtained,  not  for  this 
country  only,  but  for  the  whole  civilised 
world.  I  would  now  bring  you  to  a  ques- 
tion which  has  recently  been  engaging 
our  attention — to  Italy.  Just  as  the  dis- 
memberment of  the  Russian  empire  in- 
volves the  question  of  the  restoration  of 
Polaud  and  Finland,  so  the  dismember- 
ment of  the  Austrian  empire  involves  the 
question  of  the  independence  of  Hun- 
gary and  the  emancipation  of  Italy. 
Are  we  to  bo  told,  thai  upon  these  sub- 
Mr.  Disraeli 


jects  there  are  no  different  opiDiona  in 
this  country  9  Is  there  a  single  Gcnitlenuui 
here  who  is  not  conscious  that  even  to- 
morrow he  may  be  called  upon  to  vote 
upon  these  questions,  questiona  upon  which 
the  whole  policy  of  the  countrj  depends  ? 
I  hold  it  to  be  a  Conservative  principle  to 
believe  that,  if  we  or  any  other  Power 
should  forcibly  interfere  io  the  affaire  of 
Italy  with  the  view  of  chaogiag  the  politi- 
cal settlement  of  that  countrj,  the  nsdt 
will  be,  as  in  the  case  of  an  attempt  w 
dismember  Russia,  one  of  those  protracted 
wars  that  might  fatally  exhaust  this  cmffi- 
try,  and  which,  even  aupposing  it  to  be 
successful,  would  leave  Italy,  verj  poasiUj 
not  in  the  possession  of  Austria,  but  under 
the  dominion  of  some  other  Power  as  little 
national.  Let  us  look  next  to  oar  reU- 
tious  with  the  United  States.  What  m 
your  policy  with  respect  to  that  eonntry  t 
Ther<f  are  those  who  view  with  the  utmost 
jealousy  and  regard  in  a  litigious  spirit, 
the  progress  of  the  United  States  cf 
America —  who  think  that  any  advance 
in  their  power,  or  any  expansioa  of  th^r 
territory,  is  opposed  to  the  cogimercial 
interest,  and  perhnps  also  to  the  political 
influence  of  England.  But  I  am  not  of 
that  opinion  -^^  I  am  of  a  contrary  opi- 
nion— ["Hear!"] — I  apprehend,  tbco, 
that  with  respect  to  these  three  subjects  o£ 
foreign  policy,  on  any  one  of  which  we  may 
at  any  time  be  called  upon  to  act,  ther« 
are  distinctive  opinions  :  and,  therefore,  it 
is  idle  to  pretend  that  parties  have  eeased 
to  exist,  becanse  on  all  political  subjects, 
men  are  now  united  in  their  sentiments. 
While  nothing  can  be  more  monatroos  thaa 
attempts  on  the  part  of  the  people  oi  the 
United  States  to  attack  the  possessions  of 
civilised  Powers — attempts,  for  example, 
to  appropriate  Canada  or  Cuba  —  wh'de 
such  violations  of  international  law  would, 
in  the  case  of  the  United  States,  no  doubt 
bring  the  same  retribution  and  the  same 
punishment  as  would  visit  infractions  of 
public  law  by  any  other  country,  yet,  I 
cannot  forget  that  the  United  States, 
though  independent,  are  still,  in  aome 
sense,  colonies,  and  are  influenced  by  co- 
lonial tendencies;  and,  when  they  come  in 
contact  with  large  portions  of  terrtt<H'T 
scarcely  populated,  or,  at  the  most,  sparsely 
occupied  by  an  indolent  and  unintelligeot 
race  of  men,  it  is  impossible — and  you, 
yourselves,  find  it  impossible  —  to  resist 
the  tendency  to  expansion ;  and  expansioiu 
iu  that  sense,  is  not  injurious  to  Englaiiii, 
for  it  contributes  to  the  wealth  of  tkii 
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country— (let  me  say  this  in  a  whisper, 
lest  it  cross  the  Atlantic) — more  than  that 
—it  diminishes  the  power  of  the  United 
States.    In  our  foreign  relations  with  the 
United  States,  therefore,  1  am  opposed  to 
that  litigious  spirit  of  jealousy  which  looks 
upon  tlie  expansion  of  that  country  and  tho 
advance  of  these  young  communities  with 
an  eye  of  jealousy  and  distrust.     When  I 
am  told  that  parties  are  hro^ien  up,  I  reply 
that  the  Conservative  party  in  this  country 
*  retains  the  opinions  that  it  always  pro- 
fessed, and  is  prepared  to  stand  hy  those 
opinions.     I  take  it  for  granted  that  those 
wiio  profess  contrary  opinions  are  equally 
in  earnest    and   equally   ready  to   assert 
them.    But,  Sir,  if  there  is  such  a  thing 
aa  a  Conservative  party  —  if  there  are 
such  persons  as  Conservatives  in  this  House 
— I  should  like  to  know  where  are   the 
Liberals,  and  by  whom  are  they  represent- 
ed ?  I  do  not  know  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  represent  them ;   for,  so  far 
as  I  can  form  a  judgment,  the  opinions  the 
noble  Lord  has  generally  professed — and  I 
take  him  as  the  cliicf  and  ablest  exponent 
of  the  views  of  his  political  associates — I 
cannot  believe  that  the  noble  Lord  is  not 
as  ready  as  any  gentleman  who  sits  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  approve  the  Parlia- 
mentary settlement  of  1832.     The  noble 
Lord  has  frankly  and  explicitly  told  you 
that  he  does  not  disapprove  of  the  just  in- 
fluence of  property  on  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise— that  he  would  resist  any  endea- 
vour artificially  to  restrict  it.     He  is  not 
opposed  to  the  land  having  a  sensible  in- 
fluence on  our  representative  system.    This 
very  Session  he  has  announced  his  inten- 
tion to  support  the  Irifth  Church  establish- 
ment—-he  cannot  therefore  be  supposed  to 
be    adverse  to  our   Ecclesiastical   institu- 
tions.    Ue  has  never  been  hostile  to  tra- 
ditionary influences — he  bason  every  occa- 
sion cherished  and  promote  them.     The 
noble  Lord  has  never  joined  in  any  attempt 
to    pull  down  the  free  magistracy  of  the 
coantry  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  has  in  several 
Instances  upheld  them.     But,  Sir,  I  may, 
perhaps,  be  told  that,  although  in  domestic 
f politics  tho  noble  Lord  does  not  differ  from 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  it  is 
ill  bis  external  politics  that  he  is  so  dan- 
frerons — that  he  reserves  all  his  Liberalism 
fur  foreign  affairs.     ["  Hear,  hear  !"  from 
an  hon.  Member  on  the  Ministerial  side.] 
I  aril  glad  to  have  my  statement  borne  out 
\>y  a  follower  of  the  noble  Lord.     But  is 
:hi«}  true  ?     It  so  happens  that  during  tho 
Scsaiuu  of  Parliament  the  feelings  of  tho 


House  have  been  tested  upon  those  three 
great  cardinal  points,  upon  which  tlie 
foreign  policy  of  the  country  must  depend  . 
— the  Russian  empire — the  Austrian  em- 
pire— and  our  relations  with  the  United 
States.  Let  me  remind  the  House  what 
was  the  popular  feeling  that  existed  this 
time  last  year  in  respect  of  the  question  of 
the  Russian  empire.  Dismemberment  of 
the  Russian  empire  was  then  looked  upon, 
not  as  a  probability,  but  as  an  absolute 
necessity,  by  a  great  party  in  this  country, 
and  men  high  in  office,  some  of  whom  I 
believe  were  colleagues  of  the  noble  Lord, 
sanctioned  that  opinion.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
in  office  publicly  announced  that  no  peace 
could  be  sanctioned  by  this  country  which 
did  not  restore  the  independence  of  Poland, 
or,  at  least,  wrest  the  Crimea  from  the 
possession  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  there  was  a 
very  general  opinion  that  on  the  subject  of 
the  Russian  empire  the  noble  Lord  enter- 
tained views  of  a  very  extreme  character. 
It  was,  in  fact,  in  reference  to  that  very 
subject  that  I  took  occasion,  in  one  of  our 
debates,  to  lay  down  what  I  conceived  the 
Conservative  principles  on  which  peace 
should  be  negotiated  with  that  country. 
I  maintained  that  the  dismemberment  of 
Russia  was  impossible,  perhaps  not  desir- 
able, but  if  attempted  to  be  obtained  it 
would  lead  to  a  war  the  duration  of  which 
I  would  not  attempt  to  predict.  I  indicated 
on  that  occasion  what  I  deemed  were  the 
wise  and  statesmanlike  conditions  —  on 
which  peace  might  be  obtained.  Those 
were  not  the  views  sanctioned  by  those  who 
surround  and  follow  the  noble  Lord  ;  but 
when  the  hour  for  practice  arrived — when 
the  time  came  for  the  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  we  all  looked  to  the  noble  Lord 
to  ascertain  his  views  with  respect  to  the 
Russian  empire,  he  appears  to  me  to  have 
been  as  Conservative  in  his  conduct  as  we  ' 
could  have  wished  to  see  him.  He  agreed 
to  a  peace  which  recognised  the  integrity 
of  the  Russian  empire,  and  the  terms  of 
the  treaty  were  framed  very  much  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  policy  that  I  had  sketch- 
ed out.  Therefore,  as  far  as  his  views 
concerning  the  Russian  empire  form  a-  test 
of  his  opinions,  the  noble  Lord  is  as  little 
a  votary  of  Liberalism  as  he  is  on  the  wide 
hinge  of  questions  of  internal  interest  to 
which  I  have  adverted.  Then,  turn  to  the 
Austrian  empire.  That  unquestionably 
was  a  subject  on  which — notwithstanding 
our  recent  experience  of  the  Conservative 
policy  of  the  noble  Lord  in  regard  to  Rua- 
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sia — the  greatest  hopes  are  entertained  hj 
the  sincere  supporters  of  Liberal  principles; 
and  the  circumstances  that  occurred  at  the 
Conferences  at  Paris  seemed  to  authorise 
some  such  expectations.     But  what  really 
occurred  ?     Till  almost  within  a  few  weeks 
bnck,  it  was  supposed  that  a  riolent  inter- 
ference was  to  take  pUce  in  Italy,  and  the 
most  important  changes  were  anticipated, 
which  would  hate  totally  altered  the  balance 
of  power  in  Europe ;  still,  so  far  as  I  can 
obsenre — from  all  that  I  can  hear — there 
is  no  chance  whatever  of  any  such  dan- 
gerous course  being  followed  by  the  noble 
Lord  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  in  a  true  Con- 
servatiYe  spirit,  he  is  endeavouring,  in  con- 
junction with  our  great  Ally,  to  obtain  those 
temperate  changes  in  the  condition  of  Italy 
which  all  desire,  by  the  aid  and  influence 
of  Austrian  authority.  •   Let  us  now  come 
to  the  third  case  which  Iput.     Can  any 
one  doubt  that  many  persons  believed — 
and  for  that  belief,  perhaps,  there  wero 
more  colourable  causes  than  in  the  other 
instances—- that  the  noble  Lord  would  never 
be  content  with  less  than  a  war  with  the 
United  States.     We  were  told  that  he  was 
prone  to  resent  an  injury  or  an  insult  with- 
out so  much  as  asking  or  waiting  for  ex- 
planations—that no  explanations  would  be 
satisfactory — that  he  was  resolved  on  pick- 
ing a  quarrel,  and  a  quarrel  he  would  have. 
What  has  really  occurred  during  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament  ?    That  which  seems 
to  me  a  lamentable  circumstance,  if  not  a 
▼«ry  great  insult  to  the  Government  of 
this  country.     I  may  be  permitted  to  say 
that  when  Mr.  Orampton  received  his  let- 
ters of  dismissal  from  the  President  of  the 
United    States,   I  from   the   first  endea- 
Toured,  as  far  as  I  had  any  influence,  to 
discourage  any  discussion  with  respect  to 
our  relations  with  the  United  States  on  the 
narrow  issue  of  the  enlistment  quarrel,  and 
desired  that  when  the  discussion  did  take 
place  it  should  embrace  the  principles  on 
which    our    policy  towards   that   country 
should  be  founded ; — for  I  was  certain  that 
if  that  discussion  took  place,  in  time  the 
people  of  this  country  would  have  adopted 
a  tone  which  would  relieve  the  American 
mind  from  the  only  cause  which,  as  I  be- 
lieve, keeps  alive  feelings  of  suspicion  and 
jealousy  against  this  country — namely,  the 
mode  in  which  they  were  dealing  with  the 
question  of  the  appropriation  of  territory. 
But  how  did  the  noble  Lord  behave  when 
the  Minister  of  the  Queen  was — I  may  say 
— expelled  from  the  United  States?     It 
was  expected  by  every  one  who  had  inves- 
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tigated  the  afFair  that  this  country  wonlj 
be  involved,  if  not  in  a  war,  at  least  in  a 
bitter  and   protracted   eoDtroTersy.     Bot, 
on  the  contrary,  the  mild  dignity  of  Con- 
servatism was  never  more  eflFecCaally  repre- 
sented than  it  was  on  that  occasion  bv  the 
noble  Lord.     How  then,  after  onr  rerect 
experience,  can  any  one  regard  the  noble 
Lord  as  the  firebrand  which    he  was  for 
sonie  time  aMumed  by  the  world  to  be  I 
Well,  Sir,  under  the  circnmstanees  I  ea?;- 
not   but  think   that  the    Go Terameot  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  is  the  bead,  is  Coo- 
servative.     Whether  I  look  to  aubjeets  of 
internal  interest  or  the  conduct  which  it 
has  pursued   with  respect    to    the    high 
questions  of  foreign  policy,  1  do  not  %^ 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  fot- 
suing  the  course  they  did,  were  porsom^ 
any  other  than  a  course  in  harmony  vith 
Conservative  principles  and  Conserratire 
practice.     But  because  Her  Majesty's  6th 
vernment  have  pursued  such  a  course,  are 
we  justified    in   saying   that   parties  are 
broken  up  ?     It  may  bo  very  convenieot 
to  some  persons  to    promulgate   such  a 
theory.     It   may  be   very  convenient  to 
some  that  such   rumours  shonld    be  be- 
lieved ;  but  I  protest  against  their  anthea- 
ticity.   I  apprehend  (hat  there  is  a  Conser- 
vative party  and    a   Conservative  poUcr, 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Collea^Qes 
are  pursuing  that  policy,  the  inference  b 
erroneous  that  the  ConservatiTe  party  is 
extinct.     What  party  is  really  extinct  it  » 
not  for  me  now  to  say.     I  would  rather 
leave  that  question  to  the  inference  and 
the  critical  conclusion  of  the  House  and 
the  country.     I  know  it  may  be  said  that 
it  would  be  more  straightforward,  and  more 
in  accordance  with  the  genius  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country,  that  the  Conservative 
policy  should  be  carried  out  by  those  who 
are  avowedly  Conservativea ;  hot  what  I 
say  is,  that  we  who  maintain  Conserrative 
^opinions — and  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  aad 
learned  Meniber  for  Sheffield  will  again 
term  us  fancifully  "  what  remains  of  tbe 
Conservative  party  in  this  country  "* — and 
who  deplore  the  consequences  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary Session  like  that  bow  closing — 
that  we  have  two  sources  of  coosolatioo  ia 
the  present  state  of  affairs.     In  the  irt 
place  we  have,  what  I  think  should  bt*. 
and  what  I  have  no   doubt  will  be,  tb*? 
greatest   consolation  to  us — to   see  osr 
opinions  prevalent  iu    high  places.     Tb? 
second,  which  is  scarcely  less  impertass, 
is,  that  the  inevitable  consequence  of  the 
existing  system  will  be  an  injuriond  i^* 
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flueoce  upon  the  position  of  oar  rivals^ 
the  Liberal    partj.     No  parij  can  long 
exiet  where  its  chief  and  seleeted  men 
are  in  power,  and  continue  to  hold  office, 
not   only   without  carrjiog  their  princi- 
ples into  effect,  but  without  even  frankly 
avowing   their  profession.     I  see   before 
me  many  Members  of  the   Admtnistra* 
tion  who    obtained   tlieir   seats   in    this 
House  by  their  protestatiens  to  their  con- 
stituents— by  their   Liberal  engagements 
to  the  great  Liberal  party— *but  who,  hav- 
ing adopted  a  Conservative  policy,   still 
retain  their  seats  in  that  Administration. 
It  is  for  them  to  explain  their  position  to 
their  constituents,  and   to   the   party  iu 
the  country  wliom  they  are  supposed  to 
Vepresent.     But  I  would  say  to  the  Con- 
servative party,    do   not  lose    heart;    if 
this  system  continues,  the  Liberal  party 
will  be  thrown  back  fifty  years ;  nothing 
can    long     resist    the    deleterious    influ- 
ence of  the  position   in  which  they   are 
now  placed  with  reference  to  the  posses- 
sion of  power.     We  have  then  these  two 
sources  of  consolation  ;  and  the  people  of 
this  country  will,  upon  reflection,  soon  dis- 
cover what  is  the  reason  that  measures  of 
great  public  necessity  are  not  passed  in 
this  House,  though  they  are  proposed  by 
a  Minister.     They  will  find,  upon  reflec- 
tion,   that   from    the  competitive  emula- 
tion of  great  political  parties  has  sprung 
that  wise  and   temperate  system  of  Go- 
Ternment  which  has  sa  long  characterised 
the   history   of  this  country ;    they   will 
cherish   with   still   greater  interest,   and 
they  win  value  still  more  highly,  the  dis- 
tinctive   principles  which    form    parties. 
At   any  rate,  when  we  are  told — as  we 
have  been  told  for  the  last  six  months—* 
that  the  present  lamentable  state  of  public 
affiairs  is  occasioned  by  the  break-up  of 
parties,   we,   at  least,   can   say,    '*  That 
allegation  does  not  apply  to  us  ;  we  are  a 
Conservative  party  ;  we  hold  Conservative 
opinions ;    we  are  prepared  to  maintain 
them  ;  and  if  a  Minister  who  has  no  opi- 
nions cannot  pass  his  measures,  he  has  no 
right — and  those  who  defend  him  have  no 
right — to  libel  the  constitution  of  the  coun- 
try, to  which  we  owe  all  our  reputation 
and  our  greatness."     Sir,    1   now  move 
for— 

<*  A  Return  of  the  number  of  Pnblio  BUls,  and 
their  Titles,  the  Orders  for  which,  in  any  of  their 
stages,  have  been  discharged  daring  the  prosent 
Ses;9ion,  and  the  date  of  the  discharge  of  each  of 
auoh  Orders." 

ViacocvT  PALMERSTON  ;   "Sir,  the 


right  hon.  Oentleman,  in  reviewing  the 
proceedings  of  the  Session,  has,  in  the 
latter  part  of  his  speech,  gone  somewhat 
far  a-fidd.  Diverging  from  <|uestion8  re- 
lating to  Parliamentary  business,  he  has 
called  attention  to  the  constitution  si  divi- 
sion of  parties  in  this  country,  and  has 
touched  upon  subjects  which  affect  the 
genera]  interests,  not  only  of  Europe,  but 
of  the  civilised  world.  While  listening  to 
those  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman which  related  to  the  political  tenets 
of  the  Conservative  party,  I  was  led  for  a 
while  to  admire,  with  internal  thankful- 
ness, the  generosity  —  unequalled  in  this 
country — of  a  political  opponent  who  was 
inculcating  upon  those  who  are  considered 
to  be  his  Killowers  the  doctrine,  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  opinions  or  conduct  of 
Her  Majbsty*s  Qovemment  which  should 
prevent  them  from  giving  to  that  Govern- 
ment their  entire  support.  I  was  looking 
forward  with  hopeful  expectation  to  the 
manner  in  which  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament  we  should  all  go  out  into  the 
same  lobby — if,  indeed,  there  could  be 
found  any  man  who  would  give  us  an  op- 
portunity of  doing  so  by  a  Motion  adverse 
to  the  Government  or  involving  its  ex- 
istence. But,  Sir,  I  was  soon  disabused. 
These  brilliant  prospects  were  soon  con- 
verted into  darker  hues,  and  the  feeling  of 
overflowing  gratitude  gave  place  to  senti- 
ments not  quite  so  friendly.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  feeling  perhaps  confidence 
in  the  attachment  of  his  own  supporters, 
knowing  that  the  incitements  he  was  hold- 
ing out  to  desertion  would  be  without 
effect,  and  that  he  was  acting  with  perfect 
security  in  apparently  desiring  to  transfer 
to  us  that  allegiance  which  hitherto  has 
been  devoted  to  him,  proceeded  to  adopt 
what  I  must  say  was  a  somewhat  treach- 
erous course,  by  endeavouring  to  sow  dis- 
union in  the  ranks  of  those  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  Sir,  I  am  not 
afraid  of  the  result  of  these  endeavours. 
I  feel  as  confident  that  that  part  of  his 
speech  will  not  produce  schism  on  this  side 
as  I  .presume  he  felt  confident  that  his  ap- 
parent inducement  to  desertion  would  not, 
on  any  futuro  occasion,  thin  the  ranks 
upon  which  he  relies.  So  much,  then,  for 
that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman *s 
speech  which  related  to  internal  affairs, 
upon  which,  however,  I  will  just  add  one 
word.  While  in  the  end  he  reproached 
Her  Majesty *s  Government  for  abandoning 
liberal  views,  in  the  earlier  part  of  his 
speech  he  made  it,  as  it  wore,  au  accuAi- 
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tion  agaiD&t  the  GoTernmeiity  that  thejl 
had  devoted  all  their  attention  to  disturb- 
ing the  internal  interests  of  the  eonntry, 
and  had  inundated  the  House  with  more 

.  measures  of  improvement  than  it  was  pos- 
sible to  pass  in  the  coarse  of  the  Session. 
With  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
profession  of  faith  as  to  foreign  affairs,  no 
man  will  disputo  the  accuracj  of  his  state- 
ment that  our  relations  with  Russia,  with 
Austriat  and  with  the  United  States  of 
America  are  cardinal  points  npon  which 
the  foreign  policy  of  this  country  must 
turn.  I  will  not  discuss  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  practical  application 

.  of  his  own  peculiar  views  with  regard  to 
those  three  great  Powers  ;  but  I  must  say 
that  when,  as  the  leader  of  a  great  party, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  the  op- 
portunity of  explaining — ^from  Irhat  our 
cousins  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic 
would  coll  a  "  political  platform*' — not 
merely  to  those  who  happen  to  listen  to 
him,  but  throu^rh  this  House  to  the  coun- 
try, the  principles  upon  which  the  political 
policy  of  himself  and  his  party  is  in  future 
to  be  founded,  I  must  say  I  think  his  omis- 
sions are  more  remarkable  than  his  state- 
ments. It  is  somewhat  singular — some- 
what surprising— especially  after  the  events 
of  the  last  two  or  three  years,  that  the 
right  hun.  Gentleman  should  have  had 
nothing  to  say  with  regard  to  our  relations 
with  Frnnce.  What  we  are  to  infer  from 
the  silence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
that  point  1  cannot  tell ;  but  one  may  say 
of  it  that  which  was  said  of  the  statue  of 
Brutus,  that  its  absence  was  more  striking 
than  the  presence  of  the  others.  Certainly 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  have 
not  made  so  imperfect  a  catalogue  of  the 
cardinal  points  of  the  foreign  relations  of 
this  country.  Of  their  catalosue  France 
forms  a  most  essential  part.  These,  how- 
ever, are  the  mere  ornamental  parts  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  I  shall 
now  turn  to  the  more  practical  portion  of 
it.  I  do  not  rise,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  a  party  controversy  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not,  in  the 
first  place,  admit  the  correctness  of  the 
opinion  which  he  has  expressed,  that  the 
public  mind  of  this  country  is  impressed 
with  notions  adverse  to  the  efficiency  of 
this  House ;  and,  without  meaning  to  ap- 
ply to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any  charge 
of  want  of  sympathy  with  the  House,  I 
must  say  I  do  not  think  it  is  for  one  of  its 
Members  to  endeavour  to  run  dowu  the 
Uuusc  in  the  estimation  of  the  country.     I 
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shall  not  be  tempted  by^tbe  opportoaity 
which  some  parts  of  the  right  boo.  Gentle* 
man's  speech  afford  for  entering  upon  poli- 
tical controversy,  but  shall  rather  endea- 
vour, in  a  very  few  words,  to  Tindieate  the 
authority  and  character  of  Ibis  Home. 
The  great  charge  which  the  right  hoe. 
Gentleman  has  made  is  that  a  large  num- 
ber of  measures  relating  to  important  mat- 
ters, and  the  merit  of  which  he  did  not 
dispute,  which  we  have  introduced  to  Par- 
liament have  failed ;  and  he  has  inquired 
what  was  the  cause.  -^I  might,  if  I  wcrt 
disposed  to  argue  the  question  in  that  wst, 
speak  of  it  as  a  question  of  internal  dtases- 
sion  in  this  House — "  ^t  oavMMs  ^wearii 
eireumspice.*'  If  we  ask  the  cauae  wkj 
so  many  of  these  measures  have  failed,  1 
might  answer  that  it  was  on  aeeount  d 
the  obstruction  they  met  with  from  boo. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
["No,  no!"]  At  all  events  they  failed 
from  the  resistance  which  thej  met  in  tbn 
House.  But  I  do  not  state  that  in  aetO' 
sation  of  those  whose  obstruction  has  bees 
the  cause  of  the  failure  ;  I  do  not  state 
this  with  the  view  of  reproaching  them  f<Br 
their  conduct,  beoause,  for  reasons  I  hsre 
to  state,  I  do  not  think  there  ia  ^j  just 
cause  of  complaint  that  good  mcasarss 
have  been  obstructed.  If  we  were  is  ss 
arbitrary  country — if  this  were  a  cooatrr 
in  which  the  sovereign  power  had  notlm^ 
to  do  but  to  call  round  it  men  eoover- 
sent  with  the  different  matters  on  wbidi 
it  might  be  necessary  that  new  laws 
should  be  framed  —  if  we  had  nothing 
to  do  but  to  collect  the  cumnlaUve  wisdooi 
of  different  persons  learned  in  the  matten 
on  which  we  wished  to  legislate,  and  hav- 
ing framed  laws  in  accordance  with  their 
views,  at  once  to  issue  tliem  on  authority, 
snd  cause  them  to  be  carried  into  effect — 
then,  of  course,  measures  would  not  be 
brought  forward  one  day  to  be  withdrawo 
the  next,  or  abandoned  after  long  ao^ 
earnest  discussion.  But  we  must  recol- 
lect that  such  is  not  the  constitution  of 
this  country,  and  much  it  is  to  our  ad* 
vantage  that  it  is  not  so.  When,  however, 
we  are  enjoying  great  advantages  fro&i 
our  constitutional  organisation,  we  mofi 
take  the  rough  and  the  smooth,  tbegoeJ 
and  the  bad  together,  and  must  not  repuie 
at  defects  which  are  inherent  in  our  srs- 
teni,  froiA  which,  on  the  whle,  we  reaik«e 
such  grest  and  incalculable  advantages. 
The  Government  finds,  on  looking  ro&Q«^ 
that  in  certain  departments  of  the  State, 
in  particular  portions  of  the  administniti^<^ 
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ajstem,  affecting;  perhaps,  our  commerce,  I 
our  agriculture,  and  other  interests,  abuses  j 
and  inconTeniences  hafe  arisen,  requiring 
practical  remedies  to  be  applied.     The  Go- 
▼ernment  does  its  part ;  it  devises  measures 
calculated,  as  it  thinks,  to  accomplish  the 
ends  in  view,  and  submits  those  measures 
to  Parliament ;-  and  when  they  come  into 
this  House  no  one  supposes  that  their  suc- 
cess or  failure  is  to  depend  entirely  upon 
their  merit  or  demerit.     Why,  measures 
of  great  importance— measures  calculated 
to  produce  important  reforms  in  particular 
hranches  of  the  system  into  which  abuses 
have  crept,  must   necessarily  meet  with 
great   resistance,   partly  from    prejudice, 
partly  from  want  of  information,  and  partly 
from  interested  motives;   because  in   all 
abuses  there  must  be  a  certain  number  of 
men  who  profit  by  them,  and  who  in  our 
representative  system  are  enabled  to  bring 
their  resistance  -  to  bear  upon  this  House. 
Therefore  it  is  no  reflection  on  a  measure 
that  it  is  opposed — It  is  no  proof  that  it  is 
not  a  good  one,  that  it  is  not  well  con- 
structed, or  is  not  well  adapted  to  its  pur- 
pose, that  when  it  comes  into  Parliament 
it  should  meet,  in  the  first  instance  at  least, 
with  such  resistance  as  to  cause  its  failure. 
Well,  such  has  been  the  case,  undoubtedly, 
with  regard  to  many  of  those  measures  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  ad- 
verted.    I  repeat,  I  do  not  state  that  as 
a  reproach  to  thoso  by  whose  obstruction 
these  measures  have  failed.     Failure,  at 
first,  is  an  unavoidable  incident  to  free  dis* 
cussion,  of  freedom  of  opinion,  and  of  the 
intercourse  of  Members  of  Parliament  with 
persons*  out  of  the  House,  whose  organs 
they  must  necessarily  be,  and  whose  or- 
gans, if  they  were  not,  we  shonld  not — in 
this  House,  at  least — see  the  opinions  of 
the  community  properly  represented.     A ny 
man  who  expects  to  see  great  improve- 
ments in  any  part  of  our  system  accom* 
plisbed  off-hand — to  see  every  first  attempt 
aoccessfal,'  and  everything  that  is  required 
done,  in  one  Session — will  be  lamentably 
disappointed.      It  never  has  been  so ;  it 
never  will  be  so ;  it  never  can  be  so.     it 
is  a  necessary  result  of  our  free  constitu- 
tion that  the  best  measures  cannot  be  car- 
ried until  a  considerable  length  of  time  has 
elapsed,  until  they  have  been  well  discuss- 
ed, and  are  well  understood  in  the  country, 
until  prejudices  have  been  overcome,. until 
interests  have  been  silenced,  and  until  the 
great  majority  of  the  country  has  become 
convinced,  not  only  of  the  existence  of  the 
abase,  but  also  of  the   goodness  of   the 


remedies  which  it  is  proposed  to  apply.     If 
any  man  looks  bacK  to  the  different  im- 
provements which  have  been  made  at  any 
past  period  in  the  legislation  of  this  coun- 
try, he  will,  I  think,  perceive  that  such 
has  been  the  usual  course  of  events.     And, 
Sir,  though  such  slowness  of  progress  is 
mortifying   to   those  who  bring  in    such 
measures,   knowing   that  they    are  good 
ones — though   it  is  disappointing  to  that 
portion  of  the  community  out  of  doors, 
who  are  anxiously  looking  for  the  improve- 
ments aimed  at,  and  although,  more  espe- 
cially, it  exposes  this  House  to  censure 
from  those  ardent  spirits  who,  not  happen- 
ing  to  be  here,  think  that  if  they  were  here 
they  should,  by  their  energy,  their  ability, 
and  their  eloquence,  overcome  all  resist- 
ance, and  carry  their  views  into  practice, 
though  these  disappointments  and  mortifi- 
cations occur,  yet,  perhaps,  on  the  whole, 
this  delay  is  not  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  country,  because  measures  of  improve- 
ment, however  good  in  themselves,  might 
fail  to  produce  the  utmost  benefit  which 
they  are  adapted  to  secure,  if  they  were 
carried  too  hastily,  before  the  public  mind 
had  been  fairly  brought  into  accordance 
with  them,  and   before   ample  discussion 
had    afforded   the  means  of  sifting  them 
thoroughly,  of  removing  anything  in  them 
which  might  be  defective,  and  of  bringing 
them,  as  far  as  possible,  into  harmony  with 
the  state  of  things  with  which  they  were 
to  be  connected.     I  say,  then,  Sir,  that 
although  we   must   regret  that  many  of 
those  measures  which  we  felt  it  our  duty 
to  introduce  in  the  course  of  this  Session 
have  not  passed  into  law,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  a  year  or  a  Session  is  but 
a  moment  in  the  history  of  a  people.     It 
is  indeed  a  long  period  in  the  minds  of 
ardent  and  ambitious  men,  but  it  is  not 
long  in  the  progress  of  a  country  ;  and  the 
country  need  not   suppose  that,  because 
good  measures  have  not   been  passed  at 
once,  measures  of  the  same  kind  will  not 
in  some  future  Session  become  law.     Sir, 
there  has  certainly  beep  no  want  of  appli- 
cation or  of  devotion  to  public  duties  on 
the  part  of  Members  of  this  House.   There 
never  was  a  Session  in  which  during  the 
same  number  of  days  the  House  devoted  a 
greater  number  of  hours — day  by  day  and 
night  by  night— to  the  pnblic  service  than 
in  the  Session  which  is  now  about  to  closo. 
The  days  on  which  the  House  has  adjourn- 
ed  before  midnight   during   the   present 
Session  are  few  in  number.     Indeed,  du- 
ring the  greater  portion  of  the  Session 
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we  have  been  sitting  till  a  late  hoor  ef 
the  morning.  Mj  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Salford  (Mr.  Brotherton)  Beenis 
to  have  entirely  abdicated  his  functions. 
He  has  nobly  sacrificed  his  own  wishes 
and  theories  to  the  public  good.  He  has 
not  interfered  of  late  with  the  sitting  of 
the  House  after  midnight  Therefore,  if 
measures  of  importance  have  not  passed 
into  law  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, no  one  can  say  that  it  is  owing  to 
any  want  of  diligence  on  the  .part  of  the 
Members  of  this  House.  It  may  be  said, 
that  it  has  arisen  from  the  too  great  lo- 
quacity of  Members — that  the  measures 
.  in  question  have  been  discussed  too  much. 
Welly  I  might  at  first  be  disposed  to  say, 
that  I  would  rather  thefe  had  been  less 
discussion  ;  but,  taking  a  larger  view  of 
the  matter,  I  do  not  complain,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  country  has  a  right  to  com- 
plain, of  the  length  of  any  discussion  which 
was  bond  fide  intended  to  improve  or  to 
throw  light  upon  the  measure  under  con- 
sideration. Now,  in  so  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment itself  is  concerned,  hon.  Members 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  what  proportion  of 
the  time  of  sitting  inchided  in  the  Session 
has  been  at  our  disposal.  A  few  days  ago 
it  appeared  that  the  House  had  sat  104 
days.  Of  these,  fifty-one  were  Gorern- 
ment  days ;  the  rest,-  were  days  at  the 
disposal  of  private  Members.  Of  the  fiftjr^ 
one  days,  twenty  were  occupied  by  Com- 
mittees of  Supply,  in  discussing  and  pass- 
ing estimates  which  form  a  necessary  part 
of  the  public  service,  and  the  whole  of 
these  twenty  days,  therefore,  were  neces- 
sarily abstracted  from  the  time  available 
for  the  discussion  of  public  measures. 
There  were,  I  think,  only  twenty-two  duys 
during  the  whole  Session  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment was  able  to  bring  forward  and 
obtain  a  discussion  upon  measures  of  its 
own.  And  when  hon.  Members  consider 
the  great  diversity  of  opinion  which  neces- 
sarily prevailed  upon  many  of  the  subjects 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mentioned 
— when  they  consider  the  complicated  in- 
terests wbich  were  involved,  and  the  re- 
sistance which  some  of  those  interests  na- 
turally offered  to  our  proceedings,  I  think 
they  will  not  feel  that  on  those  two^md- 
twenty  dsys  we  were  inattentive  to  our 
duty,  or  that  more  might  easily  have  been 
accomplished.  Moreover,  Sir,  three  of 
those  days  were  given— I  need  not  remind 
hon.  Members  that  it  is  not  unusual  for 
Members  to  ask  the  Government,  in  Par- 
liamentary phraseology,  "  to  give  them  a 
Viscount  Palmcrston 


day". — three  of  those  days,  I  say.  were 
given  to  independent  Members,  Motions 
hostile  to  the  Government ;  three  other 
days  were  taken  by  Members  hostile  to 
the  Government,  without  our  leave  being 
asked,  on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Cotn- 
mittee  of  Supply.  There  were  a  few 
other  days  which  were  unavailable  for  any 
purpose  of  real  business ;  and,  as  I  ssid 
before,  the  whole  amount  of  time  during 
the  whole  course  of  the  Session  which  the 
Government  had  at  their  disposal  for  l^eir 
own  measures,  was  two-and-twenty  days. 
Now,  Sir,  as  I  have  said,  I  do  not  reproach 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  for  having,  from 
a  sense  of  duty,  obstructed  measarea 
which  we  thought,  if  passed,  would  have 
been  of  great  advantage  to  the  eonntry. 
We  trust  that  those  measures  may  succeed 
in  a  future  Session.  Indeed,  when  mea- 
sures of  great  importance  are  produced, 
which  involve  a  conflict  of  interests  and 
alterations  of  systems  long  establisbed,  I 
do  not  know  that  there  is  any  disadvantage 
in  allowing  them  to  stand  over  for  a  time, 
in  order  that  they  may  be  well  considered 
by  the  country,  and  that  in  the  recess  thej 
may  have  directed  to  them  the  studied  at- 
tention of  those  who  are  competent  to  un- 
derstand and  appreciate  them  in  all  their 
details.  I  am  not  even  sure,  if  we  had 
had  our  choice  in  regard  to  some  of  the 
measures  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  adverted,  that  it  would  not,  upon 
full  consideration,  have  been  the  better 
course  to  subject  them  to  more  mature  de- 
liberation, and  reproduce  them  for  disens- 
sion  in  another  Session.  Well,  Sir,  I  do 
not  stand  here  simply  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment against  an  Opposition.  An  Op- 
position is  so  called,  because  it  is  \tk  fime> 
tion  to  oppose.  We  do  not  compFain  of 
opposition  to  the  Government,  espeeiallj 
when  it  is  founded  upon  a  real  convic- 
tion, derived  from  constitnencies  or  lar^e 
bodies  of  m^n  out  of  doors,  that  the  mea- 
sures proposed  are  either  bad  in  their  na- 
ture, overstrained  in  their  enactments,  or 
difficult  in  their  provisions.  I  do  not  com^ 
plain  of  that ;  but  standing  here — if  I  may 
without  presumption  undertake  a  datj 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  cast 
upon  me — to  defend  the  House  of  Com- 
mons^  I  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  there  is 
nothing  in  any  of  the  statements  which  the 
right. hon.  Gentleman  has  made  that  ought 
in  the  slightest  degree  to  weaken  the  con^ 
fidence  which  the  country  has  felt,  and,  I 
maintain,  does  feel,  in-  this  Ilonse  as  a 
branch  of  the  Legislature.     Sir,  it  b  not 
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unnatural  that  those  who  sit  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the   House  sboold  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  end  of  a  Session  to  re- 
count what  thej  term  the   "failures"  of 
the  GoTerament^    but,  I  must  say,  Sir, 
that  we  bear  with  great  calmness  and  forti- 
tude those  partial  disappointments  and  in- 
conveniences to  which  the  nght  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  has  alluded,  because  we  look  with 
some  pride  and  satisfaction  at  tbe-victories 
which  we  have  achieved  upon  the  few  oc- 
casions on  which  we  have  been  called  to 
do  battle  upon  any  great  field  of  action. 
We  recollect — the  country  will  recollect — 
that,  although  good  measures  have  been 
defeated   by  determined  opponents  after 
midnight,  althongh  the  pertinacious  resist- 
ance of  hon.  Gentlemen  ensoonsed  on  the 
heights  of  the  Opposition  bendies  may,  in 
a  few  instances,  have  been  successful,  and 
although    we  may   have  sustained  some 
checks  by  having  our  Bills  refused  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  after  such  and 
auch  an  hour,  yet  we  know  that,  whatever 
may   have   been   our   mortifications    and 
**  failures*'  of  that  nature,  yec  upon  the 
five  or  six  occasions  on  which  there  have 
been   found  Gentlemen   who  have  fairly 
given  us  a  challenge  to  deadly  combat,  to 
light  a  Voutrance^  we  have  had  majorities 
auch  as  it  has  been  the  lot  of  few  Govern- 
ments to  enjoy.     We  remember  that  our 
majorities  have  grown  from  100  and  104 
to,  I  believe,  the  unprecedented  number 
of  194 ;   and  therefore,  looking  to  these 
great  achievements,  which  will  not  easily 
bo  effaced  from  the  memory  of  the  country, 
we  think  that  during  the  recess  we  may 
console  ourselves  with  the  reflection  that, 
in  spite  of  those  partial  inconveniences  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ferred, we  have  had  proofs  unmistakeable 
that  we  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  House 
of  Commons.   There  is  no  denying,  there  is 
no  gainsaying  the  record  of  divisions  upon 
votes  of  censure.     We  have  had  the  satis- 
faction of  seeing  that,  when  Motions  have 
been,  made,  the  avowed  and  clear  object  of 
which  was  to  take  froqi  those  who  now  are 
charged  with  the  conduct  of  affairs  the 
power  which  they  wield,  the  sense  of  this 
House  was   expressed  decidedly   against 
such  Motions.     I  would  humbly  trust  that 
our  future  conduct  in  the  offices  which  we 
hold  will  not  belie  the  good  faith  and  good- 
will which  the  past  has  evidenced,  and  that 
when  we  meet  again  next  year  we  shall 
not  find  that  anything  has  happened  in  the 
recess  calculated  in  any  way  to  weaken 
the  confidence  in  U3  which  large  majorities 


of  this  House  have  been  kind  enough  to 
express.  Sir;  it  is  true  that  there  are 
many  measures  of  grea^  importance  which 
we  have  not  been  able  to  carry.  It  is  also 
true  that  we  began  this  Session  having  on 
our  hands  the  conduct  of  a  great  and  an 
arduous  war.  It  is  true  that  our  attention 
was  directed  to  the  vigoroos  prosecution  of 
that  war.  It  is  true  that  soon  after  the 
Session  began;  we  had  thrown  upon  us  the 
difficult  and  delicate  task  of  conducting 
negotiations  for  peace — negotiations  to  be 
carried  on  in  concert  with  Allies,  in  which 
our  own  opinions  were  not  to  be  our  only 
guide,  and  in  which,  therefore,  great  deli- 
cacy of  management  was  require4.  It  is 
further  true,  that  we  succee4ed  in  bring- 
ing these  negotiations  to  a  satisfactory 
termination.  Therefore,  Sir,  while,  on 
the  one  hand,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  done  us  but  justice  in  reconnting  all 
those  various  and  important  questions  to 
which  the  different  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, had  succeeded  in  giving. their 
attention  in  spite  of  many  distracting 
cares,  while  he  has  done  us  the  simple 
justice  of  acknowledging  that  no  Govern- 
ment, in  the  most  peaceful  and  tranquil 
times,  ever  more  successfully  devoted  their 
attention  to  measdres  of  a  great  range  and 
scope  of  internal  improvement,  and  which 
' — though  for  the  reasons  I  have  mentioned 
failed  to  pass — prove,  at  all  events,  the 
sedulous  and  unremitting  attention  of  the 
different  Members  of  the  Government  to 
the  business  of  their  respective  depart- 
ments—on the  other  hand,  we  may  boast 
of  having  brought  a  vast  and  important 
European  transaction  to  a  good  and  satis- 
factory settlement.  Sir,  I  trust  that  no- 
thing I  have  said  will  bear,  any  more  than 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bears,  the  aspect  of  party  acrimony  as  be- 
tween different  sides  of  this  House.  I  do 
justice  to  the  motives  which  led  him  to 
make  his  statement ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  there  was  nothing  in  that 
statement-*!  trust  I  have  ahown  there 
was  not — which  ought  in  any  degree  to 
lower  the  character  of  this  House  in  the 
opinion  of  the  country,  or  to  induce  the 
nation  to  think  less  highly  than  it  hitherto 
has  done  of  our  powers  and  functions  as  a 
deliberative  and  legislative  assembly. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  would 
not  presume  to  detain  the  House  by  en- 
tering into  the  discussion  which  had  been 
going  on  for  some  time  with  regard 
to  the  respective  merits  of  what  were 
called   Conservatives  and  Liberals.      He 
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was  one  of  those  who  had  hut  a  hazy 
perception  of  what  constituted  the  exact 


they  did  not  express  their  sentimeiitB  was 
that  the  dehate  was  suddenly  brousbt  to  a 


difference  between,  them.  He  found  in-  conclusion,  and  no  opportunity  of  doing  so 
dividuals  on  the  other  side  entertaining !  was  afforded  them.  He  never  recollected 
Liberal  views   upon  particular  questions,   the  abandonment  of   a  measure  in   the 


and,  on  the  other  hand,  he  found  gentle- 
men on  the  Ministerial  benches  entertain- 
ing what  he    called   ConserFatire    views 


midst  of  a  debate  under  shnilar  eircnm- 
stances.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
Vice   Presideni  of  the  Board   of  Trade 


upon  particular  questions.  It  did  not  would  assure  them  that  a  measure  on  the 
appear  to  him  to  he  at  all  useful  or  subject  would  be  brought  forward  by  the 
necessary  to  enter  into  any  investigation  Guvemment  next  Session,  with  a  resolo- 
of  that  kind.  lie  wished  to  make  one  or  tiou  to  carry  it,  if  possible,  through  Par- 
two  remarks^  upon  some  of  the  measures  liament.  There  was  another  measure 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  which  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  himself  tn- 
Feferred.  The  Government  had  failed  to ,  trod  need,  for  the  repeal  of  the  oath  of 
carry  many  most  useful  measures ;  and  abjuratioq,  with  respect  to  which  he  had 
although  their  failure  was  no  doubt  to  a  some  observations  to  make.  Althoagh 
certain  extent  caused  by  that  obstructive ,  the  Ministers  in  the  House  of  Commons 
spirit  which  always  stood  in  the  way  of  supported  that  measure,  a  Cabinet  Mi ni»> 
reforms  that  treuched  upon  vested  in- 1  ter  in  another  place  voted  agunst  it.  He 
terests  and  shocked  prejudices,  he  thought '  was  astonished  that  Ministers  were  unable 
also  there  was  another  thing  which  con-  |  to  come  to  any  understanding  among  them- 
dueed  to  their  failure — namely,  a  belief ,  selves  with  regard  to  a  measure  of  that 
that  the  Government  were  not  very  much  -  description;  he  thought  that  the  vote  given 
in  earnest— that  they  would  uot  care  very  :  by  the  Earl  of  Harrowby  against  it  was 
much   about  being  defeated.     He  found   a  wretched  vote  for  a  member  of  a  Liberal 


fault  with  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  for  being  too  ready  to 
beat  a  retreat  and  abandon  bis  measures 


administration,  and  be  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  inform  his  colleague  that  no 
Administration    whose    leading    members 


on  a  small  show  of  opposition.     That  was  gave  such  votes  could  claim  the  support 
what  the  noble  Lord  bad  done  with  refer-  j  of  Members  on  that  side  of  the  Hoose. 
ence  to  the  Bill  which  dealt  with  the  local   The  oath  which  he  wished  to  repeal  bad 
charges  on  shipping.     The  Lancashire  dis-   been  condemned  by  the  House  of  Con- 
trict  regarded  that  measure  as  one  of  very   mens,  it  had  been  called  *'  blasphemous*' 
great  importance ;    but  no  decision   was ,  by  Lord  Derby,   yet  Members  were  still 
ever  come  to  by  the  House  with  respect   compelled  to  stand  at  the  table  and  take 
to  it,  for  it  was  never  pressed  to  a  divi- ,  it.     He  contended  that  no  Member  conld 
aion,   but,   in  the  midst  of   the  debate, ;  take  it,  after  the  condemnation  which  had 
ail  in  a  moment,  it  was  abandoned.    They  j  been  passed  upon  it,  without  a  sense  of 
were    told  that  the    subject   was  to   be  j  personal   indignity.      Lord   Derby    intro- 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  ;   but  it '  duced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  deaJing 
had  already  been  under  the  consideration ,  with  the  oath,  but  abandoned  it  without 
of  a  Royal  Commission,  and  had  received  '  any  apparent  reason.     The  oath  was  re* 
the  fullest  investigation.     The  right  hon.  i  tained  only  because  it  perpetrated  an  in* 
Gentleman   the   Member  for  Wells   (Mr.  'justice  on  a  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
Hay  ter)  showed  too  much  timidity  on  that  jects,   who  by  its  means  were  indirectly 
occasion,  for  if  the  Government  had  per- .  deprived  of  their  civil  rights.     He  hoped 
severed  they  would,    he    believed,   have  |  the  Government  would  make  this  a  Cabinet 
carried  the  second  reading.     The  reason '  question,  for  it  was  disgraceful  that  the 
given  for  withdrawing  the  measure,  and   City  of  London  should  for    nine  years 
leaving  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board   have  been  deprived  of  one  of  its  repro- 
of Trade  in  the  lurch,  was  that  Gentle-  { sentatives,    because    that   representative, 
men  on  that  side  of  the  House  had  not  although  entitled  by  law  to  a  seat  in  the 
sufficiently  supported  the   Government —  ;  House,  was  unable  from  conscientious  mo» 
that  they  had  not  made  speeches  in  favour  !  tives  to  take  an  obnoxious  and  impious 
of  the  measure ;  but  he  took  that  oppor-  I  oath.     The  last  subject  upon   whieh  he 
tunity  positively    to    deny    that  he  and  i  had  to   remark   was  the  allusion  of  the 
those  who  acted  with  him  were  not  anxious   right  hon.    Gentleman   (Mr.  Disraeli)  to 
to  give  the  Government  all  the  support   the  readiness  with  which,  daring  the  pre> 
in  their  power,  and  the  only  reason  why   sent  Session,  Parliament  had  granted  sap- 
Mr.  Milner  Gibson 
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plies  to  the  Crown.     Now,  the  public,  in 
his  opiDion,  believed  that  the  House  had 
been  voting  money  iu  blind  profusion  ;  that 
they  had  been  utterly  reckless  in  regard 
to  the  public  expenditure,   and  he   was 
a/raid  that  recklessness  was  not  altogether 
confined  to  the  Uouse,  but  was  shared  by 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  people.     The 
hinguage  of  the  day  was,  '*  Do  not  reduce 
jour  establishments ;  keep  up  both  your 
army  and  your  navy  ;  recollect  your  want 
of  preparation  at  the  commencement  of 
the  last  war  ;   and  that  House  had  sanc- 
tioned  an  expenditure  of  something  like 
£80,000,000  per  annum.      If  such  lan- 
guage was  held  in  the  first  year  of  peace, 
what  hope  had  they  of  any  reduction  of 
taxation,  of  a  continuation  of  those  finan- 
cial reforms  which   were  commenced  by 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  were  carried  on  until 
(he   unfortunate  moment   when   the   war 
began  ?     He .  was  glad  to  hear  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  say,  that  it 
was  not  the   policy   of  England  to  be  a 
great  military  Power;  but  he  was  afraid 
that  the  Government  had  to  some  extent 
been   pandering  to  the  notion  that  they 
ought  to  aapire  to   that  character.     He 
believed  they  were  not  more  to  blame  in 
that  respect   than   the   House,  but  they 
were   eertainly    somewhat  influenced    by 
what  Lord  Brougham  once  called  a  child- 
ish  passion    for  military  parade.      Such 
parade  did  not  suit  the  genius  of  the  insti- 
tutions of  SnglaiKl,  and  he  thought  they 
ihould    still    rest  for  their  main   defence 
3n  their  navy.     It  was  strange,  indeed,  to 
Snd   candidates  for  seats  in  that  House 
recommending  themselves  to  electors  upon 
the  ground  that  they  would  take  care  that 
Ue  army  and  navy  should  be  kept  up  and 
;hat  a  sufiUcient  amount  of  money  should 
le  expended.     The  duty  of  Members  of 
hat   House    was   to  take  care   that  our 
(stablisbmeniB     were    not    unnecessarily 
arge.     Tlie  business  of  that  House  was 
primarily     to     take    care  of    the    purses 
nd   liberties    of    their  constituents,   and 
hey  might   be  sure  that  the  Crown  and 
lie  govern iojc  classes  would  take  care  of 
be  army  and  navy — their  (the  House  of 
'ommonB)  great  difficulty  would  rathor  be 
>  keep  those  establishments  down.     He 
oped   that   next  Session  the  noble  Lord 
discount  Palmerston)  would  show  that  he 
as   an    economist,   and    tliat   he   would 
iopt  Earl    Grey*a  motto  of  *'  Peace,  re* 
enchment»  and  reform  ; "   otherwise  the 
Me  Lord  roig^ht  find  that  this  feeling  in 
kvour  of  large  military  and  naval  cstab- 
VOL,  CXLIII.    [third  series.] 


lishments  in  time  of  peace  was  only  a 
feeling  of  the  hour.  It  might  turn  out 
to  be  a  hot  fit,  and  the  noble  Lord  might 
have  to  suffer  the  cold  shiver  which  was 
sure  to  come  at  the  general  election,  when 
hou.  Members  had  to  go  before  their  con- 
stituents. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  that  some  years 
ago,  at  his  instance,  a  Commission  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of 
legal  education.  That  Commission  was 
composed  of  Mr.  Justice  Coleridge,  Vice 
Chancellor  Wood,  and  himself,  and  other 
Members  of  the  legal  profession.  It  had 
worked  hard,  had  made  inquiries  into  the 
state  of  education  abroad,  on  the  Con- 
tinent ;  it  had  framed  a  Report  which  was 
happily  unanimous.  Yet  since  that  Re- 
port was  laid  upon  the  table,  nothing  had 
been  done.  Thero  was  a  strong  feeling 
on  this  matter.  People  wonld  not  go  and 
serve  on  Commissions  if  they  were  to  be  so 
treated.  Vice  Chancellor  Wood  and  Mr. 
Justice  Coleridge  had  devoted  much  time 
and  attention  to  the  inquiry.  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  if  before  the  next  Session 
something  could  not  be  done  on  the  sub- 
ject? The  Solicitor  General  was  known 
to  take  great  interest  in  it.  At  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Session  he  had  put  a  question 
to  the  Home  Secretary  about  it.  The  Re- 
port had  been  discussed  by  the  Bnr  and 
was  generally  approved  of.  There  was  an- 
other subject  which  he  had  to  bring  before 
the  House — that  of  the  creation  of  a  de« 
partment  of  Public  Justice.  It  was  an  im- 
portant subject,  which  had  occupied  much 
of  the  attention  of  his  noble  Friend  Lord 
Brougham,  who  had  considered  that  if 
such  department  was  formed,  it  would  be 
the  means  of  introducing  several  useful 
reforms.  The  Lord  Chancellor  had  adopt- 
ed the  plan  of  appointing  some  person  to 
improvise  legislation  on  the  matter.  He 
(Mr.  Napier)  did  not  know  what  the  plan 
was,  and  therefore  would  not  criticise  it ; 
but  next  Session  he  should  ask  the  same 
question  as  he  had  then,  whether  a  Bill 
would  be  laid  before  Parliament?  He 
hoped  that  at  the  opening  of  the  next  Ses- 
sion, tlio  difficult  subject  of  criminal  juris- 
prudence would  be  dealt  with,  and  he 
thought  it  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the 
Government  during  the  recess.  Before  he 
sat  down,  he  would  refer  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Menw 
her  for  Manchester  (Mr.  }i,  Gibson)  with 
regord  to  the  oath  of  abjuration.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  had  supported  two  distinct  ques- 
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tioDS — one  to  modernise  tho  oath  of  abjur- 
ation, and  the  other  dealing  with  the  Jew- 
ish question.  This  question  was  altogether 
distinct.  There  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
removing  the  objections  to  the  oath  of  ab- 
juration if  no  reference  were  made  to  the 
Jews.  lie  would  recommend  his  right 
hon.  Friend  if  he  wished  to  make  his  mea- 
sure acceptablct  to  confine  himself  to  the 
modernisation  of  the  oath,  as  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, and  in  that  case  he  (Mr.  Napier)  would 
give  it  his  support.  He  had  brought  the 
two  matters  to  which  he  had  first  alluded 
before  the  House,  in  the  expectation  of  an 
assurance  from  the  Government  that  they 
would  consider  them  both,  and  submit  to 
the  House  their  views  on  the  department 
of  Public  Justice. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  complained  of  the  in- 
attention  which  private  aud  particular  in- 
terests met  with  at  the  hands  of  the 
House.  The  Charity  Commission  had  re- 
commended a  reform  of  Dulwich  College, 
which  the  House  had  neglected  to  sanc- 
tion. A  Report  with  respect  to  Sher- 
bourno  Hospital  was  framed  in  June,  1855. 
A  Bill  had  been  brought  into  that  House 
on  the  1st  July  last,  which  might  as  well 
have  been  brought  in  on  the  1st  of  Feb- 
ruary, and  the  consequence  was,  that  the 
Bill  was  abandoned.  Ho  certainly  could 
not  congratulate  the  Charity  Commission 
in  its  working,  and  ho  hoped,  that  next 
Session,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Baines)  would  be  prepared  to  bring  in 
these  schemes  at  the  time  when  tho  Legis- 
lature could  deal  with  them. 

Mr.  WILKINSON  observed,  that  there 
was  much  difference  of  opinion  respecting 
the  Bill  for  Dulwich  College.  One  party 
supported  it,  while  it  was  opposed  by  an- 
other, who  wished  it  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  before  it  passed.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had 
been  pleased  to  sneer  at  his  experience  in 
reference  to  a  measure  which  he  had  pro- 
posed to  the  House  when  he  brought  for- 
ward that  measure,  ho  hoped  that  he  had 
spoken  with  becoming  modesty  of  his  ex- 
perience. He  could,  if  he  pleased,  retort 
on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  had  met  with  no  cheers  from  either 
side  of  the  House.  He  had  listened  to 
that  speech  with  pleasure,  but  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  would  have  been 
none  the  worse  if  it  had  been  delivered  in 
an  hour  instead  of  two. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  congratulated  the 
]9ouse  and  the  Ministry  on  the  temper, 
Mr,  Napier 


the  dignity,  and  the  forbearance  thej  baJ 
shown  during  the  Session.  He  coojrrati}- 
lated  more  especially  the  GoremDieot  on 
its  conduct  at  an  instant  when  we  were  at 
the  point  of  war  with  those  whom  we  mlgU 
almost  call  our  countrymen  and  our  kiss- 
men — the  citizens  of  tlie  United  Statei 
So  far  were  we  from  lowering  our  charac- 
ter by  our  dignified  forbearance  in  that 
affair,  that  we  had  raised  it  to  s  poist 
which  it  would  not  have  reached  in  aoj 
other  way.  He  appealed  to  the  hon.  IfeiB- 
her  for  Derby  (Mr.  L.  Heyworth),  whobad 
just  returned  from  the  United  States,  vfae- 
ther  our  conduct  had  not,  in  the  estimauot 
of  the  people  of  that  country,  raised  oor 
character  to  a  point  it  never  reached  !«- 
fore.  He  hoped  that  these  trifliog  mat* 
ters,  which  had  so  nearly  caused  war  b^ 
tween  the  two  countries,  would  Derer  oecor 
again. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  he  wished  to  saja 
single  word  as  to  tho  working  of  the  n- 
commendation  of  the  Charity  Commissia- 
ers.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  GeDdeiaai 
that  the  Act  of  Parliament  relating  U>  tbai 
Commission  required  considerable  smeo^ 
ment ;  and  if,  during  another  Sessioo  ef 
Parliament,  he  held  the  position  wbicb  be 
then  held,  he  hoped  he  should  have  tbe  be- 
nefit of  the  experience  of  the  boo.  Meisber 
in  amending  that  Act.  Still,  oot  of  ^^^ 
eases  which  had  been  taken  up  by  the  Ga- 
vemment,  three  had  received  the  fiojsl 
Assent.  Of  the  two  which  had  not  pa^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  bad  p^ 
satisfactory  reasons  for  the  postponeioeEt 
of  the  men  sure  respecting  Dulwich  College. 
As  to  the  Bill  respecting  Sherbourae  U(^ 
pital,  it  had  been  introducei]  at  s  time 
when  it  was  expected  that  there  would  be 
no  opposition.  The  House  was  probaWf 
not  aware  what  had  happened  to  tbe  BiH 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  Tbe  Sherbournc 
Hospital  was  an  eleemosynary  chantj. 
The  Lords  had  introduced  AmeoJme&t? 
into  the  Bill,  among  which  was  one  $a^ 
dling  tho  estate  with  the  payment  of  £^*' 
a  year,  and  another  transferring  four  ad- 
vowsons  belonging  to  the  charity,  from  tbe 
trustees  to  the  Bishop  of  Dnrbani.  Tb^ 
changes — he  might  almost  call  them  tDO?* 
strouB — were  of  a  charMter  to  whidi  ^ 
House  could  not  agree. 

Mr.  VANCE  complained  of  the  intna<r 
in  which  Irish  business  was  canied  on  ^ 
that  Honee.  He  instanced  the  Traasfcr*' 
Lands  Bill,  which  had  been  niaeteco  li'r^ 
set  down  for  second  reading,  snd  on  «"  <^^ 
casions  had  come  on  after  twciwoeJ*' 
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at  night.  There  was  the  Burial  Bill,  which 
had  reached  the  Cummittee  stage,  and  had 
been  set  down  sixteen  times,  and  had  never 
come  on  till  twelve  at  night.  In  the  same 
way  the  Juries  Bill  had  been  set  down 
nineteen  times  for  second  reading.  If  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  would  at  an  early 
period  of  the  next  Session  give  a  few  days 
exclusively  to  Irish  bnsinesi^,  it  would  give 
more  satisfaction  to  Irish  Members. 

Mr.  L.  HEYWORTH  bore  testimony  to 
the  good  feeling  and  the  respect  towards 
this  country  which  ho  had  found  every- 
where during  his  recent  visit  to  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  read  a  pas- 
sage from  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
respecting  an  Amendment  of  the  law  of 
partnership.     He  had  alluded  to  the  Bill 
which  he.  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  introduced  to 
amend  that  law,  as  a  very  inadequate  at- 
tempt to  redeem  that  pledge,  and  to  his 
withdrawal  of  two  Bills  on  the  subject. 
This  was  quite  true.     The  Bills  did  not 
redeem  the  pledge.     But  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  that  the  Joint-stock 
Companies  Act  was  only  the  Partnership 
Act  under  another  name  ? — ^that  it  had  re- 
deemed the  pledge  to  the  very  letter,  and 
had  passed  a  law  of  partnership  in  a  better 
form  than  partnership  existed  in  any  part 
of  the  world,  even  in  America.     As  to  the 
Partnership  Amendment  Bill,  it  was  true 
that  he  did  withdraw  in  March  the  first 
Bill  which  he  had  introduced  on  the  sub- 
ject.    It  was  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
Henley),  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  have  delegated  the  super- 
intendence of  his  party  in  that  House,  had 
taken  a  formal  exception  to  that  Bill,  that 
he  had  withdrawn  it.     He  (Mr.  Lowe)  was 
not  well  versed  in  the  forms  of  that  House, 
and  he  therefore  took  it  for  granted  that 
the  objection  was  correct.     He  had  then 
introduced  another  Bill,  which  had  been 
read  a  third  time  ;  but  the  House  intro- 
duced a  clause  which  overthrew  tho  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Bill  was  founded.     He 
then  certainly  did  in  one  sense  abandon 
the  Bill,  but  he  abandoned  it  because  he 
was  defeated  upon  it — not  in  the  sense  in- 
tended bj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     He 
had  said,  again,  that  he  had  abandoned  the 
Coalwhippers'  Bill.      Now,  that  Bill  was 
given  up  because  the  coal  owners  came 
forward  and  said  that  they  would  do  all 
that   was   required  of  them — which  was 
merely  not  to  pfty  their  men  in  public- 


houses— without  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
They  had  accepted  the  pledge  of  those 
gentlemen,  and  withdrawn  the  Bill.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  next  made  out  an  ac- 
count against  him  that  he  would  omit 
those  three  Bills  from  tho  list. 

Return  ordered. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Saturday,  July  26,  1856. 

MiNUTKS.]    Public  Bills. — 3*  Consolidated  Fund 
(Appropriation);  Hoipitals  (Dablin). 

AUSTRALIAN  MAIL  PACKET  SERVICE. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE,  advert- 
ing to  the  contract  recently  concluded  hy 
the  GoTornment  for  postal  communication 
with  Australia,  complained  that  it  must 
necessarily  fail  in  the  essential  points  of 
the  communication,  inasmuch  as  its  terms 
were  such  as  could  not  possibly  be  per- 
formed. The  contractors  undertook  to 
perform  the  voyage  outwards  in  thirty-nine 
days,  and  the  voyage  inwards  in  thirty-five 
days  ;  and,  in  order  to  do  that,  their  ves- 
sels must  proceed  at  an  average  rate  of 
from  ten  and  a  half  to  eleven  knots  an 
hour.  The  utmost  speed,  however,  of  their 
present  vessels  was  nine  and  three  quarters 
knots,  and,  therefore,  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  complete  the  voyage  in  these 
periods  of  time.  What  cast  suspicion  over 
the  transaction  was,  that  tenders  at  a 
cheaper  rate,  and,  he  thought,  of  a  supe- 
rior description,  had  been  sent  in  by  other 
parties.  He  might  be  told  that  the  con- 
tractors were  liable  to  a  penalty  of  £100 
per  day  if  they  failed  to  perform  the  dis- 
tance in  the  given  time,  but  it  was  a  noto- 
rious fact  that  they  could  well  afford  to 
pay  such  a  penalty  out  of  the  surplus  pro- 
fits which  would  accrne  to  them  under  the 
contract.  On  the  whole,  he  thought  that 
the  prospects  of  the  colony,  with  regard 
to  postal  communication  with  England, 
were  worse  than  ever  under  this  new  ar- 
rangement. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  et- 
pressed  his  regret  at  the  absence  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  but  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  was  informed,  he  believed  the  penalties 
were  sufficient  to  insure  the  performance 
of  the  contract,  and  that  power  was  re- 
served by  the  Government  to  break  the 
contract  at  any  period,  if  it  were  carried  out 
in  an  unsatisfactory  manner,     lie  under- 
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stood  tbat  the  thirtj-nind  days  meant  from 
Sues  to  Australia,  and  as  very  recently  a 
sailing  vessel  had  accompliBhed  the  whole 
distance  in  fifty-nine  days,  he  thoushi  it 
was  yery  probable  that,  with  the  assifitance 
of  steam,  the  contractors  might  complete 
the  Toy  age  in  a  satisfactory  manner  in 
fifty  days,  including  the  passage  from 
England  to  Sues. 

THE  BISHOPS  OF  LONDON  AND  DURHAM 
RETIREMENT  BILU 

Commons  Amendments  CfrnMHered  (a<j- 
oording  to  Order). 

On  the  Motion  that  the  said  Amend- 
ments be  agreed  to. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  his  objec- 
tions  to  the  Bill  were  not  removed  by  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  inserted  in 
ibe  Preamble  by  the  other  House.  He  was 
still  of  opinion  that  the  resignation  of  the 
Bishops  was  a  resignation  for  a  considera- 
tion, and  as  such  was  illegal. 

YiscoDNT  DUN6ANN0N  looked  upon 
the  Bill  as  most  pernicious  and  dangerous 
to  the  interests  of  the  Church. 

The  Earl  of  HARROW BT  defended 
the  Bill,  which,  he  said,  was  most  whole* 
some«  and  would  bo  of  the  greatest  ad- 
Tan  tage  to  the  Church  and  to  the  dioceses 
affected.  He  looked  back  with  the  utmost 
satisfaction  to  the  share  which  he  had  had 
in  passing  this  Bill. 

Lord  Dbnman  and  the  Duke  of  Buo- 
CLEUCH  reiterated  their  objections  to  the 
Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  PEERAGE. 

Lord  REDESDALE,  adrerting  to  a 
«tatement  which  had  been  made  in  one  of 
the  morning  journals,  that  Her  Majesty 
bad  been  pleased  to  raise  a  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  peerage  by  the  title  of  Lord 
Kingston,  complained  generally  of  the 
praotioe  which,  he  said,  had  been  growing 
up  of  late  years  of  conferring  titles  upon 
individuals  raised  to  the  peerage  which 
were  already  held  by  Members  of  their 
Lordships*  House. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord*s  remark  was  in  this  in- 
stance founded  on  a  mistake.  Lord  King- 
ston was  not  the  title  which  was  to  be 
borne  by  the  Gentleman  alluded  to,  but 
Lord  Belper.  With  regard  to  the  general 
question,  the  noble  Lord  must  remember 
that  titles  were  distinguished  from  each 
other  by  being  described  of  such  and  sueh 
A  placOk      For  instance — the  noble  and 

Zord  Stanley  of  Alderley 


learned  Lord  on  the  cross  bench  bore  the 
title  of  Lord  Wensleydale  of  Wcnsleydale. 
and  also  of  Lord  Wensleydale  of  Walton. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  and  there  were 
numberless  similar  instaneea  in  the  peerage. 

LEASES  AND  SALES  OF  SETTLED 
ESTATES— HAMPSTEAD  DEATH. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  which  the  Lords  disagreed  io, 
insisted  upon,  with  the  Commons'  Rosoos. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  laofed 
that  their  Lordships  do  not  insist  upos 
disagreeing  to  the  Commons*  Ameodmentd 
to  this  Bill.  Tbe  principal  AmeodBtfo: 
was  the  introduction  of  a  clanae  wbic^ 
would  prevent  Sir  Thomas  Wileon,  Baronet, 
building  upon  Hampstead  Heath,  but  wfakh 
was  general  in  its  operation,  and  wotM 
apply  to  all  persons  similarly  situated.  It 
provided  that  the  Court  of  Cbancerj  shealil 
not  be  at  liberty  to  g^ve  relief  to  any  per- 
son who  had  already  applied  to  Parliamttt 
for  such  reliefi  and  been  refused  ;  and  tk 
principle  upon  which  the  Commons  sop- 
ported  this  Amendment  was,  that  no  jodi- 
cial  power  or  authority  created  by  PsH'a- 
ment  ought  to  have  a  ret rospec tire  opert- 
tion,  and  that  the  Court  of  Chancery  oogiit 
not  to  be  invested  with  powers  for  tbe  pQr- 
pose  of  reviewing  the  past  decisions  of  tbe 
Houses  of  Parliament.  He  would  move 
not  to  insist  upon  the  disagreement  to  tbe 
said  Amendment. 

Lord  REDESDALE  observed  that  gn 
the  previous  evening  their  Lordships  bs4 
divided  on  tho  clause  introduced  bv  the 
Commons  to  prevent  Sir  Thomas  Wilson 
from  exercising  the  ordinary  power  which 
tbis  Act  conferred  upon  all  other  tenanu 
for  life.  The  numbers  were  equal,  and 
consequently  the  Amendments  were  sent 
back  not  agreed  to.  However,  on  that 
day,  the  House  of  Commons  had,  by  vote, 
insisted  on  their  Amendments,  notwith- 
standing the  result  of  the  divisiun  in  tb^ 
Lordships'  House.  He  still  believed  tbe 
clause  in  question  to  be  a  very  objeetic^- 
able  one. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  tkt 
Sir  Thomas  Wilson  only  came  under  tbe 
general  principle  of  this  clause,  which  tp 
peared  to  bhn  to  be  a  very  just  oae. 

On  Question,  not  to  insist,  their  Lof^ 
ships  dioided: — Content  10  ;  Not  Co&ubi 
6 :  Majority  4. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  a  message  sent  e 
the  Commons  to  acquaint  them  tberewicfa. 

House  adjourned  to  Tntesday  next. 


1481 


BUhops 


{July  26, 1856 } 


(Scotland). 


1482 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  July  26,  1856. 

LEASES   AND   SALES    OF    SETTLED    ES- 
TATES BILI^(UAMPSTEAD  UEATIJ). 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Lords*  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to 
the  Commons'  Amendment  read. 

Lord  ROBERT  6R0SVEN0R  said, 
he  rose  to  move  that  the  House  insist  on 
the  ^Amendments  made  hj  them  in  the 
Bill,  and  which  had  heen  struck  out  hy  the 
Lords.  He  thought  it  was  niireasonable 
of  the  Lords  to  ask  the  Commons  to  give 
up  their  opinion  on  a  matter  respecting 
which  opinion  was  equally  divided  in  the 
Upper  House,  as  hod  been  shown  by  the 
division  which  had  taken  place  on  the  mat- 
ter in  the  Upper  House  on  the  ])revioo8 
evening.  A  clause  introduced  by  the 
Commons,  and  to  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mens  and  the  inhabitants  of  the  metropolis 
attached  very  great  importance  (the  clause 
relating  to  Hampstead  Heath),  had  been 
Ptnick  out  by  the  Lords.  Now,  viewing 
this  matter  as  one  of  very  great  impor- 
tance, he  should  move  that  the  Commons 
insist  on  the  Amendments  made  by  them, 
and  that  a  Committee  be  appointed  to 
draw  up  a  statement  of  the  reasons  which 
had  induced  the  House  to  adopt  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  doth  insist 
on  the  snid  Amendment. 

Committee  appointed,  **  to  draw  up 
Reasons  to  he  assigned  to  the  Lords  for 
insisting  on  the  said  Amendment:** — Lord 
Robert  Qrobtenor,  Sir  John  Shellet, 
Mr.  SoucrroR  General,  Mr.  Greene,  Mr. 
Mamet,  and  Mr.  Hadpield  : — To  with- 
draw immediately ;  Threei  to  be  the  quo- 
rum. 

Reasons  for  insisting  on  Commons 
Amendment  reported  and  agreed  to:— 
To  be  communicated  to  the  Lords,  with 
Bill  and  Amendments. 

BISHOPS— (SCOTLAND). 
Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  rose,  pur- 
■aant  to  notice,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  recent  announcement,  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  of  their  in- 
tention to  discontinue  an  allowance  here- 
tofore made  to  the  Bishops  of  the  Epis- 
copal Communion  in  Scotland,  and  to  the 
legal  disabilities,  not  applicable  to  the 
ministers  of  any  other  religious  denomina- 
tion in  this  country,   to  which  the  said 


Bishops  and  their  clergy  were  subjected 
in  common  with  the  Episcopal  Clergy  of 
the  United  States  of  America;  and  to 
move  for  copies  or  extracts  of  any  corre- 
spondence relating  to  the  subject.  At 
that  period  of  the  Session  he  would  not 
enter  into  any  detailed  discussion  upon 
the  subject,  but  he  was  desirous  briefly  to 
make  known  to  the  House  a  very  extra- 
ordinary state  of  facts,  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, obviously  called  for  the  intervention 
of  the  Legislature.  The  ease  of  the 
Scotch  Episcopal  Church  was  rather  a 
peculiar  one.  It  was  a  relic,  if  he  might 
so  call  it,  of  what  was  onco  a  National 
Establishment,  which  practised  and  ad- 
hered to  the  reformed  religion.  On  ac- 
count of  Its  political  connection  with  the 
fortunes  of  the  Stuarts,  it  was,  during  the 
last  century,  subjected  to  the  operation  of 
prospective  laws,  more  severe  and  more 
effective  than  any  other  laws  of  a  similar 
character  which  were  at  that  time  in  ope^ 
ration.  The  peculiarity  of  those  laws 
was,  that  they  did  not  touch  the  laity  of 
the  communion,  but  struck  at  once  at  its 
organised  body  of  officers,  and  were  di- 
rected positively  and  absolutely  against 
their  officiating  to  anything  which  could 
be  called  a  congregation.  Their  doing  so 
was  prohibited  under  penalties,  beginning 
with  fine  and  imprisonment,  and  ending 
with  transportation.  Towards  the  close 
of  the  last  century,  and  shortly  before 
the  beginning  of  the  revolutionary  war, 
when  there  was  no  longer  danger  from 
the  Stuarts,  Mr.  Pitt  introduced  into 
Parliament  a  measure  for  the  repeal  of 
those  laws.  Lord  Thurlow,  who  was  then 
Lord  Chancellor,  had  never  heard  of  Scot- 
tish Bishops ;  he  apparently  regarded 
them  as  specimens  of  a  bygone  race  which 
had  been  disinterred  from  beneath  the  soil, 
and  was  very  apprehensive  of  the  conse^ 
qoences  of  reviving  this  antiquated  species, 
and  calling  it  back  to  the  world  of  ani- 
mated life.  He  therefore  procured  the 
insertion  in  this  Act  of  Parliament  of  a 
clause  which  provided  that,  although  these 
persons  might  exercise  their  offices  accords 
ing  to  their  consciences  in  Scotland,  under 
no  circumstances  should  they  be  allowed 
to  officiate  in  England.  Now  this  legis- 
lation was  of  the  most  absurd  character, 
because  Ireland  was  not  included,  and 
might,  if  there  had  been  any  disposition  to 
occupy  it,  have  been  overrun  with  Scot- 
tish Bishops  and  clergy.  Since  that  time 
the  Sovereigns  of  the  House  of  Hanover 
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bad  felt  that  these  Bishops  of  the  Epis- 
copal Communion  in  Scotland,  represent- 
ing somcthin;;^  of  an  historical  relip:ion,  and 
being  freed  from  nil  imputation  of  disloy- 
alty, were  entitled  to  certain  marks  of 
Koyal  consideration.  Thcso  had  been  be- 
stowed upon  them  at  Tarious  times  and 
by  yarious  Sovereigns,  particularly  by 
George  IV.,  who,  when  he  visited  Scot- 
land, about  the  year  1822  gave  them  a 
substantial  mark  of  his  favour  in  the  shape 
of  a  small  Treasury  grant,  the  amount  of 
which  was  at  first  £1,200  evciy  two  years, 
but  which  was  afterwards  converted  into 
an  annual  grant  of  j£600.  His  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone's) hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Wilson)  recently  stated  that 
it  had  been  determined  to  withdraw  that 
grant  which  had  never  been  placed  upon 
the  Estimates,  but  had  for  something  like 
thirty  years  been  paid  out  of  the  Vote  for 
Civil  Contingencies,  as  a  part  of  which  it 
had  annually  been  brought  under  discus- 
sion, and  to  which  opposition  had  been 
raised  by  some  hon.  Members  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  of  the  nature  of  a 
State  preference  of  a  particular  denomina- 
tion. Now,  he  did  not  pretend  to  sny  that 
it  would  be  expedient  to  give  a  permanent 
character  to  this  grant.  ^His  only  com- 
plaint was,  that  it  ought  not  to  have  been 
suddenly  withdrawn,  but  ought,  according 
to  the  precedent  set  by  Lord  Derby  when 
Secretary  of  State  under  Lord  Grey's 
Administration,  in  the  case  of  the  North 
American  provinces,  to  have  been  conti- 
nued for  the  lives  of  the  persons  who  had 
received  it.  Their  incomes  were  exceed- 
ingly narrow,  and  (he  House  ought  not  to 
disappoint  individual  expectations  reason- 
ably entertained,  or  to  depart  from  its 
ordinary  liberal  rules  in  the  case  of  any 
particular  class.  He  therefore  did  not 
preclude  himself  from  raising,  on  some 
future  occasion,  the  question,  whether  it 
would  not  be  consistent  with  the  rules  and 
practice  of  that  House  to  continue  this 
small  allowance  for  the  lives  of  those  per- 
sons who  had  been  in  the  actual  receipt  of 
it.  That,  however,  was  a  minor  question. 
To  the  withdrawal  of  the  grant  in  prin- 
ciple he  made  no  objection  ;  indeed,  at  the 
time  that  he  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, he  stated,  in  reply  to  an  application 
that  measures  might  be  taken  to  make 
this  grant  permanent,  that  he  could  give 
no  encouragement  to  any  such  proposal. 
What  ho  now,  however,  wanted  to  bring 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Government 

Mr.  Gladstone 


'and  of  the  House  was  the  extraordinsrr 
burden  of  disability  under  which  the  Bibbops 
'  and  clergy  of  the  Scottish  Episcopal  Com- 
munion now  laboured.     There  were  at  this 
'  moment  on  our  Statute  Book  proscriptire 
laws  against  the  holding  of  enres  of  soois 
j  or  benefices  in  England  a^inst  two  limit- 
ed bodies  of  men  only.     It  might  be  ex- 
pected that  the  subjects  of  these  prohibi- 
tions  were   Mormonites   or   professors  of 
some  hideous  and  unheard-of  form  of  reli- 
gion ;  but  such  was  not  the  caae.    Thej 
were,  on  the  contrary,  the  merabers  of  the 
two  religions  communions   with  which  <m 
questions  of  doctrine   and    diseiplrDe  tke 
Church  of  En'^land  stood  in  the  oioet  iratoe- 
diate  relation  of  agreement.  They  m^re  tfce 
Protestant  Episcopal  Communities  of  Scot- 
land, and  of  the   United    States, ,  whieb 
sprung  from  the  loins  of  the  Ghon^  of 
England  respectively  in  the  17th  and  IStli 
centuries.    *  The    ministers  of  any   other 
religion    might,   by  fulfilling  the   proper 
legal  conditions,  qualify  theniseWes  for  the 
ministry  of  the  Church  of  Enghmd.    Adt 
Member  of  the  House  of  CommoDs  mis:b; 
qualify  himself,  be  ordained,  and  becoaic  a 
minister  of  that  Church.     Any  Romaa  C&- 
tholic  priest  was,  by  his  orders,  qualified  te 
present  himself  for  ordination.     Any  prics^t 
of  the  Greek  or  Eastern  chureh,  any  priest, 
minister,  or  layman  of  any  Christian  deoo- 
mination  whatever,  any  MahomeJan.  soy 
Hindoo,  any  Kafir,  any  Hottentot,  opoQ 
complying  with    certain    rules,  might  U 
presented  to  a  benefice  in  the  Chordi  of 
England  ;  but  the  unfortunate  minister  c-f 
the  Episcopal  Communion  in  Scotland  sod 
of  the    Protestant   Episcopal    Chiurch  in 
America  could  not.  as  the  law  now  stood. 
by  any  possibility,  hold  a  cure  of  souls  or 
a  benefice  in  that  Church.     To  make  th«; 
matter  still  more  ridiculous,  this  disabtlitj 
was  founded  on  no  spiritual  ineompeteocT. 
because  the  competency  of  those  persons 
had  been  fully  recognised  by  a  recent  Ae: 
of  Parliament,  which  allowed  the  minista? 
of  those  two  communities  to  administer  is 
England,  with  the  licence  of  a  Bishop,  a'l 
the   most  sacred   offices  of  the  Choreb. 
They  might  preach,  baptize,  oflFw  prayws. 
celebrate  the  Eucharist,  and,  if  Bishop, 
confirm  and  ordain,  and  do  all  other  tfait^^ 
which  were  within  the  episcopal  funetioo?: 
yet  wo  committed  the  absurdity  of  sayii^ 
that,  in  no  case  should  they  hold  a  cure  «f 
souls.     Now,  that  was  a  state  of  the  b« 
which  he  maintained  required  alteratke. 
and  the  moment  at  which  the  last  mark  ct 
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tomporal  consideration  for  those  persons 
had  been  withdrawn  was,  he  considered,  a 
D)08t  appropriate  time  for  making  such  an 
alteration.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  his 
right  hon  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whom  he  saw  in  his  place, 
would  jicid  to  the  fairness  of  the  claim, 
and  would  admit  that  this  was  a  most  in- 
vidious proscription,  and  one  to  which  an 
end  ought  to  be  put.  He  was  quite  ready 
to  admit  that  it  might  not  be  wise  simply 
to  repeal  those  laws  without  making  some 
provision  to  prevent  ira))roper  persons  re- 
sorting to  Scotland  or  America  for  ordina- 
tion with  a  view  to  holding  benefices  in 
England.  The  agreement  of  those  com- 
munities with  the  Church  of  England  was 
.a  reason  why  Parliament  shonld  take  secu- 
rity against  the  abuse  of  any  facilities  for 
ordiiAlion  which  might  exist  in  those  coun- 
tries. He  did  not  imagine  that  there 
would  be  any  such  facilities,  becauso  he 
believed  that  with  regard  to  ordination  the 
Scottish  Bishops  were  quite  as  strict  as 
the  English  ones — indeed  stricter,  he  ap* 
prehendcd,  than  some  of  the  more  lenient 
of  the  latter  Prelates.  Still  he  considered 
that  there  was  a  fair  ground  for  making 
special  rules,  such  as  that  according  to 
which  a  clergyman  ordained  by  a  Bishop 
of  the  Colonial  Church  could  not  hold  a 
benefice  in  England  without  the  consent  of 
the  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  and  also  of  the 
Archbishop  of  the  province.  The  existing 
prohibition  was  monstrous,  and  quite  at 
variance  with  the  spirit  of  modem  legisla- 
tion ;  and  ho  was,  therefore,  sanguine  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  other  Members  of 
the  Government  would  take  a  view  of  it 
similar  to  his  own,  and  would  speedily  in- 
troduce into  Parliament  a  Bill  for  its  abro- 
gation. 

Mr.  black  said,  that  he  was  by  no 
means  favourable  to  Parliamentary  grants 
for  religious  purposes,  deeming  the  prin- 
ciple both  vicious  and  unconstitutional,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  was  unwilling  that 
an  act  of  injustice  should  be  done  to  any 
party,  and  he  thought  it  rather  hard 
that  the  Episcopal  Communion  in  Scot- 
land shonld  be  singled  out  for  more  severe 
treatment  than  was  awarded  to  any  other 
class  of  religionists.  The  Scottish  re- 
cipients of  this  small  bounty  were  fairly 
entitled  to  expect  that,  as  it  had  been 
granted  to  them  for  thirty  consecutive 
jearsy  it  would  be  continued  for  their  life- 
time. They  were  gentlemen  of  exemplary 
piety,  between  whom  and  the  Apostles 


there  was  at  least  one  point  of  resem- 
blance— povert}'.  The  legislative  disabi- 
lities under  which  they  laboured  were  a 
disgrace  to  modem  civilisation,  and  a  re- 
proach to  the  statute  book. 

Mr.  PELL  ATT  said,  he  thought  that 
the  improvements  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  IJui- 
versity  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone)  should 
emanate  from  the  Church  and  not  from 
the  Legislature. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  consider  the  matter,  for 
the  present  state  of  the  law  was  disgrace- 
ful. He  trusted  that  the  working  clergy 
would  be  looked  to  as  well  as  the  Bishops. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  the  disqualifications  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  had  referred, 
nor  could  he  conceive  what  rational  ar- 
gument could  be  urged  in  their  favour. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  :  They  were  introduced 
by  Lord  Thurlow  in  a  Bill  passed  in  1792.] 
It  scarcely  needed  the  logical  and  forensic 
diction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  dis- 
play the  absurdity  and  illiberality  of  such 
regulations.  However,  as  they  existed  by 
virtue  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  it  would 
need  the  interference  of  the  Legislature  to 
remove  them,  and  it  would  not  be  compe- 
tent for  the  Church  to  do  so  by  its  own 
action.  There  was  no  difference  between 
the  religious  tenets  of  the  Episcopal  Com* 
munion  in  Scotland  and  those  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  in  this  country.  Each  sub-^ 
scribed  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  and 
though  there  might  be  some  distinction 
in  their  liturgies,  there  was  none  in  their 
doctrinal  opinions.  Whatever  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Thurlow,  who  was  no  great  theo- 
logian, might  have  been  on  this  question, 
it  was  very  certain  that  these  disqualifica- 
tions, affecting  one  of  two  classes  of  reli- 
gionists which  were  precisely  identical  in 
faith,  were  entirely  irrational.  The  pre-» 
sent  seemed  a  gracious  moment  to  revoke 
them,  when  the  Government  had  found 
itself  fompelled  by  a  sense  of  public  duty 
to  take  away  the  small  grant  heretofore 
enjoyed  by  the  Episcopal  Communion  in 
Scotland.  It  was  with  great  reluctance 
that  the  Government  had  done  so  ;  but 
there  were  reasons  which,  in  their  view, 
rendered  it  imperative  to  take  the  step. 
The  grant  had  been  usually  made  once 
in  two  years.  Previous  to  the  surrender 
by  the  Crown  of  the  hereditary  reve- 
nues, which  took  place  on  the  accession 
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of  William  lY.,  the  cliarge  was  defrayed 
from  that  source  of  income,  but  it  had 
since  that  period  been  defrayed  from  the 
Vote  for  Civil  ContiDgencies,  there  being 
now  no  fund  at  the  disposal  of  the  Crown 
to  meet  charges  of  that  description.     The 
first  grnnt  appeared  to  have  been  made  in 
1813,  by  a  Treasury  Minute,  dated  the 
28th  of  December  in  that  year,  upon  a  re« 
presentation  from  the  Protestant  Bishops 
in  Scotland  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  in- 
comes of  many  of  the  Episcopal  clergy, 
which  had  been  reduced  in  some  cnses  to 
£,20  a  year.     The  grant  was  again  made 
in  1815,  but  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
paid  regularly  until  1828.   From  that  date 
^1,200  had  been  paid  once  in  two  years. 
The  hereditary  revenue  having  been  sur- 
rendered to  the  public,  the  grant  roust 
now  be  provided  for  from  public  funds. 
The  annual  sums  of  £2,000  for  the  poor 
clergy  of  the  Scotch  Presbyterian  Church, 
and  of  £1,-100  for  the  officers  of  the  Ge- 
neral Assembly  mannging  the  affairs  of 
that  Church,  were  payable  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  under  the  Act  of  2  &  3 
Will,  4,  c.  116,  passed  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  effect  to  the  recommendations 
of  the   Committee   on    Civil  Government 
Charges  in   1831.      The  charge  for  the 
Episcopal  clergy  was  not  included  in  the 
items  mentioned   in   the   Report  of    the 
Committee,  but  no  doubt  it  would  have 
been  provided  for  in  like  manner  had  it 
been  adverted  to  at  the  time  as  likely  to 
become  a  permanent  charge.      The  sum 
was  divided   in   proportions  of   £100   to 
each  of  the  six  Bishops,  and  the  remainder 
among  the  inferior  clergy  according  to  the 
discretion  of  the  trustees,  subject  to  the 
limit  of  £80  as   the  maximum   of   the 
emolument  of  each.      It  having  been  re- 
presented that  the  funds  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government  for  Civil  Contingencies 
could  not  with  propriety  be  applied  to  such 
purposes  as  the  grant  contemplated,  the 
Government  had  to  decide  whether  they 
would  place  it  on  the  annual  Votes  or  dis- 
continue it  altogether.     Looking  at  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  haviiig  par- 
ticular regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Epis- 
copal Church  in  Scotland  was  upon  the 
whole  a  wealthy  communion,  its  resources 
being  considerable,  and  its  numbers  not 
greater  than  those  of  a  large  London  pa« 
rish  ;  and  remembering,  also,  that  in  Scot- 
land they  were  Nonconformists,  the  Go- 
vernment came  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  place  the  grant 
on  the  annual  Votes,  and  that  the  latter  al- 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


tematire^-that  of  abolishing  it  altogether 
-^was  the  only  one  that  coiidd  be  adopted. 
The  Government  had  arrived  at  that  deter- 
mination with  considerable  rdactance,  but 
they  had  not  felt  justified  in  taking  any 
other  course. 

Me.  THOMPSON  said,  he  approved 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  iu  with- 
drawing the  grant ;  but  he  would  sobmit 
that  the  legal  disqualifications  to  which  its 
former  recipients  were  liable  ougt  also  to 
be  removed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MR.  CONSUL  MATHEW— EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  begged  to 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to  make 
a  brief  personal  explanation  with  respect, 
to  a  gentleman  who  undeservedly,  u  re- 
garded  himself,  had  been  a  saffem'  on 
public  grounds.  He  alluded  to  Mr.  Matbew, 
who  had  lately  held  the  office  of  British 
Consul   in  Americai  bat  from  whom  hii 
exeqitatur    had    been   withdrawn   on  the 
charge   that  he  had  been  implieated  in 
breaches  of  the  American  law  in  matters 
relating  to  the  enlistment  question.    The 
proceedings  of  Mr.  Consul   Mathew  bad 
been  taken  in  the  most  direct  and  straight- 
forward manner.    He  had  reported  all  that 
he  had  done  to  his  official  superior,  Mr. 
Crampton ;  that  gentleman  had,  in  his  tarn, 
reported  his  proceedings   to  the  Govern' 
ment,  by  whom  they  were  sanctioned  and 
approved.     It  was  clear,  therefore,  that, 
whatever  might  be  thought  of  the  merits 
of  the  general  question,  no  blame  could 
fairly  attach  to  Mr.  Consul  Mathew.     The 
responsibility  of  his   proceedings,  if  they 
constituted  a  breach  of  the  American  law^ 
was  transferred  to  his  superiors,  and  if  he 
had  gone  wrong  he  had  done  so  in  his  zeal 
for  his  country,  and  in  his  earnest  desire 
to  carry  into  effect  the  instruotions  of  those 
who  were  in  authority  over  him.     In  ac- 
quainting them  with  the  course  he  luid 
taken,  and  in  procuring  their  approval  of 
it,  he  had  placed  himself  beyond  the  pos- 
sibility of  offence,  but,  unfortunately,  as  it 
appeared,   not  of  punishment.      He  was 
undeservedly  a  sufferer,  and  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) considered  him  to  be  veil  entitled 
to  the  consideration  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment.    He  had  been  given  to  understand, 
however,  that  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
on  the  enlistment  question  words  were  im- 
puted to  him  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  the  effect 
that  he  was  not  disposed  to  give  entire 
credence  to  the  statements  of  Mr.  Coosul 
Mrthew.     If  any  such  words  had  im 
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been  attributed  to  him,  all  he  eould  saj 
was  that  they  had  been  erroneottslj  attri- 
buted, for,  in  point  of  fact,  he  gave  the 
fuile8t  credence  to  the  statements  of  tbat 
geotieinan,  whom  he  believed  to  be  an  ho- 
nourable and  well-intentioned  man. 

TUB  ROSS-SniRE  RIFLES. 

On  the  Motion,  '*  That  the  House  at  its 
rising  do  adjourn  till  Tuesday,'* 

Thb  Earl  op  DALKEITH  said,  he 
wi»l)cd  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  tlie  case  of  Captain  Frazcr,  late  adju- 
tant of  the  Boss-shire  militia.  Having 
regard  to  the  late  period  of  the  Session, 
and  to  the  circumstonce  that  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War  was  not  in  his  place,  he 
should  not  go  into  the  details  of  the  sub- 
ject, but  would  reserve  to  himself  the  right 
of  bringing  it  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  early  next  Session.  At  present  he 
would  merely  observe  that  Captain  Frazer 
appeared  to  have  been  treated  with  singu- 
lar severity  in  having  been  deprived  of  his 
commission  in  the  Ross-shire  Rifles  by  the 
Secretary  for  War,  on  account  of  some  ! 
alleged  neglect  with  reference  to  a  certain  '• 
correspondence-  on  the  subject  of  some 
transactions  which  had  occurred  in  the 
Highland  regiment,  in  which  he  had  been 
an  officer  previously  to  his  connection  with 
the  Ross-shire  Rifles.  The  Secretary  for 
War  had  taken  this  power  into  his  own 
hands,  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Judge  Advocate,  who,  when  the  whole 
case  was  referred  to  him,  stated  that  if  a 
court-martial  had  been  granted  its  extreme 
sentence  would  have  been  a  reprimand. 

GENERAL  BEATSON. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  that  on  the  ni^ht 
of  the  22nd  instant  both  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  and  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War  (Mr.  F.  Peel)  stated 
that  the  proceedings  against  General  Beat- 
son  were  continuing  ;  that  the  charges 
were,  in  fact,  at  that  very  time  held  over 
his  head.  On  the  following  morning,  that 
of  the  23rd  of  July,  General  Beatson  re- 
ceived a  letter  acquitting  him  of  all  the 
charges  which  had  been  made  against  hkn. 
Had  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Peel)  been 
in  his  place  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  should  have 
pot  to  him  this  question — **  Seeing  that 
your  acquittal  was  passed  in  consequence 
of  your  having  had  in  your  possession  for 
at  least  one  fortnight  documentary  evidence 
respecting  the  charges  against  General 
Beatson,  did  you  at  the  time  that  you 
made  the  declaration,  that  the  charge  was 


still  hangring  over  his  head,  contemplate 
writing  the  letter  of  the  23rd  ?  If  you 
did,  you  misled  tho  House  by  that  state* 
nicnt,  and  any  statement  you  may  here- 
after make  must  be  takeu  with  the  con- 
sideration that  you  made  such  a  state- 
ment." 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  apprehended  that  it  was 
not  competent  for  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Dalkeith)  to  rnako  a  Motion  on  the  ques- 
tion of  adjournment.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  for  War  would  be  in  his 
place  on  Tuesday  and  would  then  give  any 
explanation  that  might  be  required.  He 
would  no  doubt,  on  the  same  day,  answer 
the  question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield. 

Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
till  Tuesday  agreed  to, 

PENSIONS—EXPLANATION. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  wished  to  give  an  expla- 
nation with  reference  to  certain  small  pen- 
sions originally  chargeable  on  the  Civil 
List,  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) had  called  attention  the  other  even- 
ing, but  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
when  those  pensions  were  transferred  from 
the  Civil  List  to  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
Govenimcnt  had  made  any  profit  on  tho 
difference  between  the  nominal  grant,  as 
at  first  regulated,  and  the  actual  payment 
subsequently  made.  Pensions  originally 
chargeable  on  the  Civil  List  were  liable, 
while  thus  circumstanced,  to  certain  de- 
ductions in  the  nature  of  fees  and  taxes, 
but  when,  on  the  succession  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty those  pensions  were  transferred  to  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  the  net  amount  was 
paid  to  the  recipients.  The  public  gained 
nothing,  nor  did  the  recipients  lose  any- 
thing by  the  operation. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Two  o*clock  till 
Tuesday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 

Tuesday,  July  29,  1856. 

MiHCTts.]     Took  the  Oaths, -^The  Lord  Vernon. 

PuBuc  Hills. —1*  Conveyance  of  Sites  for  Hos- 
pitals. 

RoTAL  Asssirr  — Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tion) ;  Charities ;  Cambridge  UniTersitj  ;  Court 
of  Chancery  (Ireland)  ( Receivers) ;  Coatham 
Marriages  Validity ;  Indemnity  ;  Episcopal 
and  Capitular  Estates  Continuance;  Customs 
(No.  3);    Railways  Act  (Ireland)  1651,  Con* 
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tiDiuuioe ;  Turnpike  Acts  CoBtinuance  (Ire- 
land) ;  Bankruptcj  (Scotland) ;  Unlawful  Oaths 
(Ireland) ;  Commissioners  of  Supply  (Scotland) ; 
Intestates  Personal  Estates ;  Oxford  College 
Estates ;  Commons  Inolosure  (No.  2) ;  Marriage 
Law  (Scotland)  Amending;  Income  and  Laad 
Taxes ;  Stamp  Duties ;  Racehorse  Duty ;  Coast- 
guard Service  ;  Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  ; 
General  Board  of  Ileal th  Continuance  ;  Militia 
Pay ;  Cursitor  Baron  of  the  Exchequer ;  Luna- 
tic Asylums  Act  Amendment ;  Deeds  (Soot- 
land)  ;  Judicial  Procedure,  die.  (Scotland) ; 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery  (Ireland) ;  Mer- 
cantile Lfiw  Amendment ;  Shcopp  dtc.  Contagi- 
ous Diseases  Prorention ;  Courts  of  Common 
Law  (Ireland) ;  Nuisances  Removal,  Ac.  (Scot- 
land) (No.  2) ;  Formation,  dtc.  of  Parishes ; 
Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Act, 
1863,  Amendment;  Burial-grounds  (Ireland); 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Superannuations)  (Ireland) : 
Joint-stock  Banks ;  County  Courts  Acts  Amend- 
ment ;  Stoke  Poges  Ilospital ;  Evidence  in  Fo- 
reign Suits ;  Bishops  of  London  and  Durham 
Retirement ;  Hay  and  Straw  Trade ;  Metropolis 
I^iocal  Management  Act  Amendment  (No.  2) ; 
Vice  President  of  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
cation ;  Reformatory  and  Industri^tl  Schools ; 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland) ;  Marriage 
and  Registration  Acts  Amendment ;  Criminal 
Justice  ;  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates ; 
Hospitals  (Dublin). 

PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT- 
SPEECH  OF  THE  LORDS  COMMISSION. 
ERS. 

The  PARLIAMENT  was  this  day  pro- 
rogued by  Commission. 

The  Lords  Commissioners,  namely,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  CitANWORTH),  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  (the  Earl  of  Haurowby), 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley),  the  Lord  Wil- 
LOUOHBY  D'Eresby,  and  the  Lord  Mont- 
eaole,  being  seated  at  the  fgot  of  the 
Throne,  and  the  Commons  preceded  by 
their  Speaker  being  present,  the  Royal 
Assent  was  jriven  to  several  Bills. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  on  be- 
half  of  the  Lords  Commissioners,  then 
delivered  the  following  Speech : — 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 
"We  are  commauded  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  release  you  from  further  At- 
tendance in  Parliament^  and  at  the 
same  Time  to  express  to  you  Her  warm 
Acknowkdgments  for  the  Zeal  and  As- 
siduity with  which  you  have  applied 
yourselves  to  the  Discharge  of  your 
Public  Duties  duriug  the  Session. 

"When  Her  Majesty  met  you  in 
Pailiamcnt  at  the  Opening  of  the  Ses- 


sion Her  Majesty  was  engaged,  in  Co- 
operation with  Her  Allies,  The  Em- 
peror of  the  French^  The  King  of  iSar- 
dinia,  and  The  Sultan,  in  an  arduous 
War,  having  for  its  Object  Matters  of 
high  European  Imjiortance;  and  Her 
Majesty  appealed  to  your  Loyalty  and 
Patriotism  for  the  necessary  Means  to 
carry  on  that  War  with  the  Enei^' 
and  Vigour  essential  to  Success. 

''You  answered  nobly  the  Appeal 
then  made  to  you;  and  Her  Majesty 
was  enabled  to  prepare  for  the  Ope- 
rations of  the  expected  Campaign  Na- 
val and  Military  Forces  worthy  of  the 
Power  and  Reputation  of  this  Country. 

"  Hafpilt  it  became  unnecessary  to 
apply  those  Forces  to  the  Purposes 
for  which  they  had  been  destined.  A 
Treaty  was  concluded  by  which  the 
Objects  for  which  the  War  bad  been 
undertaken  were  fully  attained;  and 
an  honourable  Peace  has  saved  Eurupe 
from  the  Calamities  of  continued  War-> 
fare. 

"  Hee  Majesty  trusts  that  the  Be- 
nefits resulting  from  that  Peace  will 
be  extensive  and  permanent ;  and  that 
while  the  Friendships  and  Alliances 
which  were  cemented  by  common  Ex- 
ertions .during  the  Contest  will  gain 
Strength  by  mutual  Interests  in  Peace, 
those  Asperities  which  inherently  be- 
long to  Conflict  wil]  give  place  to  the 
Confidence  and  Goodwill  with  which  a 
faithful  Execution  of  Engagements  will 
inspire  those  who  have  learnt  to  respect 
each  other  as  Antagonists. 

^'Her  Majesty  commands  us  to 
thank  you  for  your  Support  in  the 
Hour  of  Trial,  and  to  express  to  you 
Her  fervent  Hope  that  the  Prosperity 
of  Her  faithful  People,  which  was  not 
materially  checked  by  the  Pressure  of 
War,  may  continue  and  be  increased  by 
the  genial  Influence  of  Peace. 
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gotiations  on  the  Subject  of  Questions 
in  connection  with  the  Affairs  of  Cen- 
tral America;  and  Her  Majesty  hopes 
that  the  Differences  which  have  arisen 
on  those  Matters  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  that  of  the 
United  States  may  be  satisfactorily  ad- 
justed. 

"We  are  commanded  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  inform  you  that  Her  Majesty 
desires  to  avail  Herself  of  this  Occasion 
to  express  the  Pleasure  which  it  afford- 
ed Her  to  receive  during  the  War  in 
which  She  has  been  engaged  numerous 
and  hpnourable  Proofs  of  Loyalty  and 
Public  Spirit  from  Her  Majesty's  In- 
dian Territories,  and  from  those  Colo- 
nial Possessions  which  constitute  so  va- 
luable and  important  a  Part  of  the  Do- 
minions of  Her  Majesty's  Crown. 

"  Her  Majesty  has  given  Her  cor- 
dial Assent  to  the  Act  for  rendering 
more  effectual  the  Police  in  Counties 
and  Boroughs  in  England  and  Wales. 
This  Act  will  materially  add  to  the  Se- 
curity of  Pereon  and  Property,  and  will 
thus  afford  increased  Encouragement  to 
the  Exertions  of  honest  Industry. 

''Her  Majesty  rejoices  to  think 
that  the  Act  for  the  Improvement  of 
the  internal  Arrangements  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  will  give  fresh 
Powers  of  Usefulness  to  that  ancient 
and.  renowned  Seat  of  Learning. 

"  The  Act  for  regulating  Joint-stock 
Companies  will  afford  additional  Facili- 
ties for'  the  advantageous  Employment 
of  Capital,  and  will  thus  tend  to  pro- 
mote the  Development  of  the  Resources 
of  the  Country ;  while  the  Acts  passed 
relative  to  the  Mercantile  Laws  of  Eng^ 
land  and  of  Scotland  wiU  diminish  the 
Inconvenience  which  the  Differences  of 
those  Laws  occasion  to  Her  Majesty's 
Subjects  engaged  in  Trade. 


tisfaction  that  you  have  given  your  At- 
tention to  the  Arrangements  connected 
with  County  Courts.  It  is  Her  Ma- 
jestj^'s  anxious  Wish  that  Justice  should 
be  attainable  by  all  Classes  of  Her  Sub- 
jects with  as  much  Speed  and  with 
as  little  Expense  as  may  be  consistent 
with  the  due  Investigation  of  the  Merits 
of  Causes  to  be  tried. 

"Her  Majesty  trusts  that  the  Act 
for  placing  the  Coast-Guard  under  the 
Direction  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
will  afford  the  Groundwork  for  Arrange- 
ments for  providing,  in  Time  of  Peace, 
Means  applicable  to  National  Defence 
on  the  Occurrence  of  any  future  Emer- 
gency. 

"  Gentlemenof  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, 

''We  are  commanded  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  thank  you  for  the  Readiness 
with  which  you  have  granted  the  Sup- 
plies for  the  present  Yeai'. 

"  Mg  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 
"  Her  Majesty  commands  us  to 
congratulate  you  on  the  favourable 
State  of.  the  Revenue,  and  upon  the 
thriving  Condition  of  all  Branches  of 
the  National  Industry;  and  She  ac- 
knowledges with  Gratitude  the  Loyalty 
of  Her  faithful  Subjects,  and  that  Spirit 
of  Order  and  that  Respect  for  the  Law 
which  prevail  in  every  Part  of  Her  Do- 
minions. 

"Her  Majesty  commands  us  to 
express  Her  Confidence  that  on  your 
Return  to  your  Homes  you  will  pro- 
mote, by  your  Influence  and  Example, 
in  your  several  Districts,  that  continued 
and  progressive  Improvement  which  is 
the  vital  Principle  of  the  Well-being 
of  Nations ;  and  Her  Majesty  fervently 
prays  that  the  Blessing  of  Almighty 
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God  may  attend  your  Steps,  and  proa* 
per  your  Doings  for  the  Welfare  and 
Happiness  of  Her  People/' 

Theo  a  Commission  for  proroguing  the 
Parliament  was  read. 

After  irhioh 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said— 

**  Mt  Lords,  and  Gentlemeh, 
••  By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sion, under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and 
other  Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we 
do,  in  Her  Msjesty's  Name,  and  in  ohe- 
dience  to  Her  Commands,  prorogue  this 
Parliament  to  Tuesday  the  Seventh  Day 
of  October  next,  to  he  then  here  holden ; 
and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  pro- 
rogued to  Tuesday  the  Seventh  Day  of 
October  next." 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  July  29,  1856. 

MiHOTB.]    Nbw  Mbubbr  Swobb. — For  County  of 
Dorset,  Henry  Gerard  Sturt,  ^sq. 

THE  LEITRIM  MILITIA— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BRADY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Under  Secretnry  for  War  why  the 
staff  of  the  Lcitrim  Militia  was  not  to  be 
quartered  in  the  county  town  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendation  of  the  Xiord  Lieu- 
tenant of  tho  county  ? 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  that 
the  arrangements  respecting  the  staff  of 
the  Irish  Militia  rested  with  the  Irish  Go- 
Ternment.  There  had  not  been  any  cor- 
respondence on  the  subject  with  the  War 
Department. 

Mr.  BRADY  said,  he  would  then  beir  to 
address  his  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  UORSMAN  said,  that,  not  having 
any  notice  of  the  question^  he  was  unable 
to  answer  it, 

ARMT  WORKS  CORPS— QUESTION! 
Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  wished 
to  put  a  question  to  the  hon.  Under  Secre- 
tary for  War.  Considerable  dissatisfaction 
had  been  felt  by  the  men  of  the  Army 
WoKks  Corps  because  they  did  not  receive 
ir  printed  discharge  on  tboir  re- 


turn to  this  country.     Thai  omiasioo  liad, 

however,  been  repaired  by  a  subsequent  ar- 
rangement ;  and  he  now  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  claim  made 
by  the  men  to  psy  from  the  date  of  their 
landing  op  to  the  receipt  of  their  discharge 
would  be  taken  into  the  early  considera- 
tion of  the  GoTemment  f 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  he  was 
informed  that  the  great  body  of  the  mat 
had  been  settled  with  on  their  arriyal.  and 
had  returned  to  their  homes  perfectly  sa- 
tisfied ;  but  a  small  number  had  moved 
this  question  relative  to  the  snma  to  whiek 
they  supposed  they  were  entitled.  Then 
could  be  no  doubt  their  discbarge  dmiei 
from  the  period  of  their  arrival  io  tliis 
country,  and  they  would  therefore  all  be 
paid  up  to  that  time,  but  they  were  not 
entitled  to  anything  more. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  sud.  he.wishcd 
the  Government  to  consider  that  these 
men,  not  having  been  discharge,  were 
unable  to  obtain  employment  elsewhere. 
They  wished  to  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  militia.  The  number  that 
had  brought  forward  this  grievance  was 
not  so  small  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  suppose.  It  was  above  400  men.  He 
would  ask  if  the  Government  would  take 
the  case  into  their  consideration  at  an  early 
moment  ? 

SiK  JOSEPH  PAXTON  said,  that  he 
had  investigated  almost  erery  one  of  the 
claims  that  had  been  made  ;  and  in  evcrv 
case  he  had  found  that  the  statement 
about  their  not  being  able  to  obtain  em- 
ployment elsewhere  was  groundless.  In 
not  one  ease  had  there  been  the  least  diffi* 
culty  through  their  not  having  a  vriltea 
discharge.  The  terms  upon  which  tbey 
had  been  engaged  were  that  they  should 
have  a  free  passage  to  this  coontrj.  and 
on  arriving  here  should  receive  a  gratuity. 
They  had  received  their  gratuity,  and  had 
given  a  written  receipt  for  it ;  and.  the 
men  bad  all  been  dealt  with  aecording  to 
the  original  arrangement. 

FRENCH  DECORATIONS— QUESTION. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  for  War  if 
there  was  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
table  the  documents  bearing  the  names  of 
the  British  officers  and  soldiers  upon  whom 
the  medals  granted  by  the  Emperor  of  tbe 
French  had  been  conferred. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  PEEL  said,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  lay  thoae  decs- 
raents  upon  the  tabic. 
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CASE  OF  GENERAL  BEATSON— 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  put  a 
question  of  which  I  gave  notice  on  Satur- 
day. The  House  will  recollect  that  both 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War  stated  the  other  night 
that  the  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  Gene- 
ral Beatson  was  still  pending,  and  that  the 
House  ought  therefore  to  abstain  from  ex- 
pressing any  opinion  on  the  subject.  On 
the  day  after  that  statement  was  made, 
the  23rd  of  July,  a  letter  was  written  by 
tbe<}ovemment  to  General  Beatson,  based 
upon  documents  which  had  been  in  the 
possession  of  the  War  Department  a  fort- 
night before,  and  giving  a  full  acquittal  to 
that  officer.  I  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
whether  he  was  aware  of  those  documents 
when  he  addressed  the  House  the  other 
night  ?  I  suppose  he  only  spoke  the 
words  that  had  been  set  down  for  him. 
That  excuse  cannot,  however,  apply  to  the 
faon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  F.  Peel),  who  must 
have  had  cognisance  of  the  documents 
when  he  made  his  statement  to  the  House. 

ViscounT  PALMBRSTON:  Sir,  the 
circumstance  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  alludes  only  shows  the  bad  re- 
sults attending  the  interposition  of  hon. 
Members,  at  the  instigation  of  persons  not 
in  this  House,  upon  matters  which  are  still 
under  the  consideration  of  Government, 
and  have  not  yet  been  made  the  subject  of 
action.  I  practised  no  deception  on  the 
House.  I  was  quite  aware  that  this  ques- 
tion had  been  considered  by  my  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment ;  and  I  stated  the  other  night,  as 
distinctly  as  I  could,  that  in  a  very  few 
(lays  a  decision  would  be  come  to  by  the 
Government  and  a  communication  made  to 
General  Beatson.  I  did  not  think  it  pro- 
per then  to  inform  either  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  or  the  House  what  would 
be  the  decision  on  this  matter  at  which 
the  Government  were  likely  to  arrive.  If 
any  inconvenience  has  arisen  it  is  owing, 
therefore,  to  the  impatient  haste  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  acting  on  a 
suggestion  of  Genei  al  Beatson,  on  a  ques- 
tion tha^  was  pending  elsewhere.  Of 
course,  until  the  decision  had  been  defini- 
tively taken,  and  regularly  communicated 
to  the  gallant  officer  concerned,  it  might 
have  been  liable  to  a  change  in  the  event 
of  certain  circumstances  being  brought  to 
*the  knowledge  of  my  noble  Friend. 

Mr.  FREDERICK    PEEL    said,    be 


would  only  add  to  the  statement  just  made 
by  his  noble  Friend,  that  in  answering  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  prallant  Member  for 
Portarlington  (Colonel  Dunne)  on  a  pre- 
vious evening,  he  (Mr.  F.  Peel)  said,  in 
substance,  that  although  the  correspond- 
ence had  not  been  completed,  yet  the  com- 
munications received  by  the  Government 
did  not  support  the  charges  made  against 
General  Beatson. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  inquiry  was  still  pending. 

Mb.  FREDERICK  PEEL:  I  made 
use  of  no  such  an  expression. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  would  give 
notice,  that  early  next  Session  he  should 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tho 
manner  in  which  officers  in  the  army  were 
put  upon  their  trial  on  the  most  serious 
charges,  without  receiving  any  previous 
notice  of  the  accusations  brought  against 
them.  That  practice  was  one  deeply  af- 
fecting the  honour  and  discipline  of  the 
army,  and  must  touch  tho  feelings  of  every 
soldier. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  know  whether,  now  that  the  in- 
quiry in  General  Beatson *s  case  was  con- 
cluded, the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  any  objection  to  mention 
the  name  of  the  gallant  officer's  accuser? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  Sir,  I  do 
not  know  from  whom  General  Shirley  re- 
ceived the  information  which  he  commu- 
nicated to  General  Vivian,  and  which  the 
latter  sent  home  to  my  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  War  Department ;  nor  am 
I  aware  that  my  noble  Friend  knows  their 
names  either.  One  officer  whose  name 
has  been  mentioned  in  connection  with  this 
matter  is  Colonel  O'Reilly — a  man  of  per- 
fect honour  and  the  highest  integrity,  who 
was  distinguished  for  his  ardent  desire  to 
improve  himself  in  his  profession,  and  who 
with  that  view  served  as  a  volunteer  in  the 
Sardinian  army,  and  also  in  the  armies  of 
other  countries.  He  afterwards  went  to 
Turkey,  where  he  was  appointed  to  the 
command  of  the  Turkish  cavalry.  As 
far  as  anything  communicated  by  General 
Shirley  originated  with  Colonel  O'Reilly, 
I  am  confident,  therefore,  that  the  latter 
stated  only  what  he  believed  to  be  strictly 
correct. 

Sir  CHARLES  BURRELL  said,  he 
thought  the  proceedings  instituted  against 
General  Beatson,  whose  accuser  was  al- 
lowed to  remain  anonymous,  were  extremely 
harsh,  and  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  law 
of  England. 
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ViscouKT  PALMERSTON :  Sir.  while 
General  Beatson  was  in  England  the  par- 
ties from  whom  the  information  came  were 
at  Schumla,  and  afterwards  at  Kertch. 
The  inquiry  erdered  hy  my  nohle  Friend 
was  merely  a  preliminary  one,  to  see  whe- 
ther further  steps  were  necessary. 

SMITnFIELI>-QUESTION. 

VwcODJfT  RAYNIIAM  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether,  as  Smithfield  could  not  again 
be  converted  intp  a  cattle-market,  there 
was  any  objection  to  the  immediate  re- 
moval of  all  the  pens  and  barriers  remain- 
ing there,  so  as  to  enable  it  to  become  a 
place  of  recreation  for  the  inhabitants  of 
that  crowded  locality  ? 

Thb  CFIANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  no  doubt  Smithfield  was 
in  its  present  state  very  unsightly^  and 
also  somewhat  inconvenient.  There  were 
difficulties,  however,  which  existed  as  to 
the  ownership  of  the  site ;  and  it  was  im- 
possible, under  any  circumstances,  to  ap- 
propriate it  without  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
If  the  railings  were  now  to  be  removed, 
there  would  be  a  largb  open  space  left, 
which  it  would  be  difficult  to  keep  in  pro- 
per order. 

THE  CRIMEAN  INQUIRY— QUESTION. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  the  Report  re- 
cently laid  on  the  table  with  reference  to 
the  condition  of  the  army  in  the  Crimea 
attributed  many  of  the  disasters  which  took 
place  to  the  want  of  forage,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  any  notice 
of  the  very  gross  neglect  which  had  been 
exhibited  by  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  who 
was  at  the  head  of  the  department  respon- 
sible for  such  supplies  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  replied,  that 
Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  was  not  examined 
before  the  Board  of  General  Officers,  and 
he  had  not  an  opportunity  of  making  any 
statement  as  to  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Treasury.  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  was 
only  the  organ  of  the  Treasury,  but  of 
course  an  opportunity  would  be  afforded 
him,  as  an  executive  officer  of  the  depart- 
ment, of  giving  any  explanation  be  might 
think  necessary. 


CoLOKBL  NORTH  said,  that  lie  voold 
take  an  early  opportunity,  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  of  bringing  the  sabject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House.  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan  had  posiUTely  refojied 
to  attend  the  Board,  and  had  issued  a 
pamphlet  containing  statements  which  in 
his  (Colonel  North's)  opinion,  were  oust 
disrespectful  to  the  Board. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  Sir  Charles  Trereino 
had  sent  in  a  written  statement  to  the 
Board  of  General  Officers,  bat,  inasmeeh 
as  neither  his  conduct  individoally,  nor  the 
conduct  of  the  Treasury,  was  referrsd  to 
the  consideration  of  that  Board,  SirCharies 
Trevelyan  did  not  think  it  his  dut?  to  ap- 
pear before  the  Board  to  gire  evidence. 
He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  bad 
been  in  communication  with  Sir  Charies 
Trevelyan  on  the  subject  of  the  Crimnn 
inquiry;  and,  with  reference  to  theootiee 
which  had  just  been  given  hj  the  hoo. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  fae 
thought  it  right  to  state  that  Sir  Cb&rles 
Trevelyan  disputed  altogether  the  correci- 
ness  of  the  condu^ons  at  which  the  Botfd 
had  arrived  so  far  as  the  Treassryvere 
concerned. 

PROROGATION  OF  PARLIAMENT 
Message  to  attend  tbe  Lords  Comioj- 
siONEOS.  The  House  went;  sod  tbe 
Royal  Assent  was  given  to  several  Bills. 
And  a  Speech  of  the  Lords  ComuissioN' 
ERB  was  delivered  to  both  Hooses  aftar- 
wards  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguis^  the 
Parliament  was  read. 
After  which 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said; 

**My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen. 

"  Bt  virtue  of  Her  Majesti's  Comm'*- 
sion,  under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  *^ 
other  Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  ve 
do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name  and  ia  obe- 
dience to  Her  Commands,  prorogue  this 
Parliament  to .  Tuesday  the  7th  <laj  ai 
October  next,  to  be  then  here  bolden; 
and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  pr^ 
rogued  to  Tuesday  tbe  7th  daj  of  0^ 
tobcr  next." 
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LAN  Act  to  regulate  certain  Offices  of  the 
xA.     House  of  Commons. 

II.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Metropolitan  Police. 

in.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Period  for  which  Her 
Majesty  may  irraot  Letters  Patent  of  Incor- 
poration to  Joint  Stock  Banks  In  Scotland  ex- 
isting before  the  Act  of  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  forty-six. 

IV.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  One  million 
six  hundred  and  thirty* one  thousand  and  fivQ 
Pounds  One  Shilling  and  Five-ponce  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Service  of  the  Year 
ending  the  Thirty-first  day  of  Marrh  One  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  fifly-six.    . 

V.  An  Act  for  funding  Exchequer  Bills  and  rais- 
ing Money  by  way  of  Annuities. 

VI.  An  Act  for  raising  Five  Millions  by  way  of 
Annuities. 

VII.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Twenty-six 
Millions  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
Service  of  the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  fifty-six. 

VIII.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Royal  Marine  Forces  while  on  shore. 

IX.  An  Act  to  amcn4  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Advance  of  Public  Money  to  promote  the  Im- 
provement of  Land. 

X.  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Desertion, 
and  for  the  better  Payment  of  the  Army  and 
their  Quarters. 

XI.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Inclosure  of  certain 
Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales. 

XII.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  under  an  Act  of  tlie  Fifteenth 
Year  of  iler  present  Majesty,  to  faciliute  Ar- 
rangements for  the  Relief  of  Turnpike  Trusts. 

XIII.  An  Act  to  make  Provisioo  for  the  Manage- 
ment of  certain  Lands  belonging  to  Her  Ma* 
jesty  within  the  former  Limits  of  the  late 
Forest  of  Delamere  in  the  County  of  Chatter, 

XIV.  An  Act  to  abolish  the  Office  of  Secretaiy  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  in  Ireland. 

XV.  An  Aot  for  further  regulating  the  Payment 
of  the  Ottt-Pensioners  o{  Greenwich  and  CkeUea 
Hospitals. 


XVI.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  to  order  certain  Offenders  to  be  tried  at 

.  the  Central  Criminal  Court. 

XVII.  An  Act' to  authorize  for  a  further  Period 
the  Advance  of  Money  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  for  carrying  on  Public  Works  and 
Fishemh  and  for  the  Employment  of  tho 
Poor. 

XVIII.  An  Act  to  authorise  for  a  further  Period 
tho  Application  of  Money  for  the  Purposes  of 
I^ans  for  carrying  on  Public  Works  in  Ireland* 

XIX.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  Twenty-one 
Million  one  hundred  and  eighty-two  thousand 
seven  hundred  Pounds  by  Exchequer  Bills  for 
the  Servioc  of  the  Year  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  fifly-six. 

XX.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Compositions 
payable  to  Bankers  who  have  ceased  to  issue 
Bank  Notes. 

XXI.  An  Act  for  raising  the  further  Sum  of  Five 
MillioQS  by  way  of  Annuities. 

XXII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
the  Duties  on  Fire  Insurances. 

XXIII.  An  Act  for  granting  certain  additional 
Powers  and  Authorities  to  the  Canada  Com- 
pany. 

XXIV.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  in  Irehmi  to  acquire  certain 
Lands  for  the  Site  of  a  Prison  for  the  Recep- 
tion of  Juvenile  Convicts. 

XXV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Drafts  on  Bankers. 

XXVI.  An  Act  to  confirm  Provisional  Orders  of 
the  General  Board  of  Health  applying  the  Pub. 
lie  Health  Act,  1848.  to  the  DistricU  of  Water- 
loo with  Seafortht  West  Ham,  Sowerhy  Bridge, 
and  MoMS^iide  ;  for  Alteration  of  the  Bounda- 
ries of  the  Districts  of  Rutholme  and  Bithop 
Auckland:  and  for  other  Purposes. 

XXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Pawnbrokers. 

XXVIII.  An  Aot  to  make  further  Provision  for 
rendering  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools 
in  Scotland  more  available  for  the  Benefit  of 
Vagrant  Children. 

XXIX.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of  the  Tros- 
tees  and  Director  of  the  National  Gallery,  and 
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to  authoriie  th«  Side  of  Workt  of  Art  belong- 
ing to  the  Public. 

XXX.  An  Act  to  settle  an  Annuity  on  Sir  Wit- 
Ham  Ftnwiek  Williami,  in  consideration  of 
bis  eminent  Senrices. 

XXXI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  Seven- 
teenth and  Eighteenth  Tears  of  Her  Majesty, 
eonoeminff  the  University  of  Oxford  and  the 
College  of  Saint  Mary  Winchester. 

XXXIL  An  Act  to  amend  the  Whichwood  Dis- 
afforesting Act,  16^3. 

XXXIII.  An  Act  to  cbntinue  the  Act  for  ex- 
tending for  a  limited  Time  the  Provision  for 
Abatement  of  Income  Tax  in  respect  of  Insu- 
rance on  Lives. 

XXXIV.  An  Act  to  grant  Allowances  of  Excise 
Duty  on  Malt  in  Stock ;  to  alter  and  i?egulate 
certain  Drawbacks  and  Allowances  in  respect  of 
Malt  Duty ;  to  repeal  and  re-impose  the  Excise 
Duty  on  Sugar  used  in  brewing  Beer ;  and  to 
amend  the  I^w  relating  to  Malt  Roasters. 

XXXV.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  West  India 
Relief  Commissioners  to  grant  further  Time 
for  the  Repayment  of  Monies^advanoed  by 
them  in  certain  Cases.    « 

XXXVI.  An  Act  for  the  better  Preservation  of 
the  Peace  in  Ireland. 

XXXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  for  trans- 
ferring to  Counties  in  Ireland  certain  Works 
constructed  wholly  or  in  part  with  the  Public 
Money. 

XXXVIII.  An  Act  for  the  further  Amendment 
of  the  Laws  relating  to  Labour  in  Fatflories, 

XXXIX.  An  Act  to  carry  into  effect  a  Conven- 
tion respecting  a  Loan  by  Uer  Majesty  to  the 
King  of  Sardinia, 

XL.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Seventeenth 
and  Eighteenth  Tears  of  Iler  present  Majesty 
relating  to  Industrial  and  Provident  Societies. 

LXL  An  Act  to  make  further  Provision  for  the 
Establishment  of  Savings  Banks  for  Seamen. 

LXII.  An  Act  to  continue  tlie  Act  for  the  Bx- 
emption  of  Stock  in  Trade  from  Rating. 

XLIII.  An  Act  to  authorize  Issues  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  for  the  Redemption  of  cer- 
tain Annuities  charged  ou  Branches  of  the 
gross  Revenue. 

XLIV.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  Four  Mil- 
lions by  Exchequer  Bills  and  Exchequer  Bonds, 
for  the  Service  of  the  Tear  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  fifty-six. 

XLV.  An  Act  for  confirming  a  Scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  Saint  Mary  Mag- 
dalen ffotpital  near  Bath. 

XLVI.  An  Act  to  exempt  Imprisonments  under 
the  Act  of  5  Geo.  IV.  c.  06.  from  the  Opera- 
tion of  the  Act  abolishing  in  Scotland  Impri- 
sonment for  Civil  Debts  of  small  Amount. 

XLVII.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation  and  Re- 
gulation of  Joint  Stock  Companies  and  other 
Associatione. 

XLVIII.  An  Act  ibr  amending  the  Procedure 
before  Magistrates  and  Justices  of  Peace  in 
Scotland, 

XLIX.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Turnpike 
Acts  in  6hreat  Britain, 

L.  An  Act  to  enable  Parishioners  and  others, 
forming  a  numerous  Class,  to  sell  Advowsons 
held  by  or  in  trust  for  them,  and  to  apply  the 
Proceeds  in  providing  Parsonage  Houses,  aug- 
menting small  Livings,  and  to  other  beneficial 
Purposes ;  and  for  giving  other  Powers  to  such 
Persons. 


LI.  An  Act  to   permit  the  Use  of  Rice  is  (W 

Distillation  of  SpiriU. 
LI  I.  An   Act   to  suspend  the   makins:  of  hn^ 

and  the  BaUota  for  the  Militia  of  tbe  Uniiri 

Kingdom. 
LIII.  An  Act  for  eonfinniog  a  Scheme  of  tbe 

Charity  Commissioners  for  tbe  Endowed  Scbool 

at  MouUon  in  the  County  of  Lineolii. 
LIV.  An  Act  to  facilitate  tbe  Despatch  of  Busi- 
ness   before  Grand  Juries   in  EmM  anJ 
Wales, 
LV.  An  Act  for  transferring  tbe  Fevers  of  \k 

Church  Building  Commissioners  to  ibe  £ecl^ 

si:istical  Commissioners  for  Ewfland. 
LVI.  An  Act  to  constitute  the  Court  of  Sesiioi 

the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Scotland^  ud » 

regulate  Procedure  iu  matters  ooniwcted  wtfa 

the  Exchequer. 
LVII.  An  Act  to  abolish  the  Jorisdictioo  of  tii; 

Court  of  the  Liberties   and  Manor  of  Sax 

Sepulchre  in  and   near  DubUn,  and  ibr  thf 

future  Regulation  of  certain  Markets  of  (be 

said  Manor. 
LVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  for  the  R^<^ 

tration  of  Persons  entitled  to  Tote  in  the  Bst- 

tion  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliuneot  k 

Burghs  in  Scotland, 
LIX.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Mode  of  proTidinf  ff 

certain  Expenses  now   charged  upon  eertu 

Parts  of  tbe  Public  Revenue. 
LX.  An  Act   to  amend   the  Laws  of  Scdt*^ 

affecting  Trade  and  Commeroe. 
LXL  An  Act  to  continue  an  Act  for  the  Son^ 

of  Great  Britain,  JBcrwick-upon-Tweei  aoi 

the  Isle  of  Man. 
LXIL  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Msintenuc^c^ 

Navigations  made  in  connexion  with  dni^ 

and  to  make  further  Provision  in  relMiw  ^ 

Works  of  Drainage  in  Ireland, 
LXIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  reUtioi  ^ 

Grand  Juries  in  Ireland. 
LXIV.  An  Act  to  repeal  certain  SUtutes  mU^ 

are  not  in  use. 
LXV.  An   Act  to  encourage  the  proTJdm?  ^ 

improved  Dwellings  for  the  Labooiing  C^ii''^ 

in  Ireland. 
LXVI.   An  Act  to  extinguish  eerUio  Righii<< 

Way  and  to  stop  up  certain  Roads  ud  Taiiu 

near  the  Camp  at  Alderskot. 
LXVJL  An  Act  to  extend  the  Period  for  app'r 

ins:  for  a  Sale  under  the  Acts  forftcUiuiins  ^ 

Sale  and  Transfer  of  Incumbered  trtai«  » 

Ireland,  and  to  amend  thb  sjtid  Acts. 
LXVm.  An  Act  to  further  amend  the  U«  "^ 

lating  to  Prisons  in  Ireland, 
LXIX.    An   Act  to  render  more  effectual  i*^ 

Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  ia  <^'<>^^' 

and  Wales. 
LXX.   An  Act  to  render  valid  certsin  Msniaf* 

in  the  Church  at  Coatham  in  tbe  I'ari^  "^ 

Kirk  Leatham  in  the  County  of  Yorl^, 
LXXI.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  AcU  for  np- 

lating  Turnpike  Roads  in  Ireland, 
LXXIl.   An  Act  to  continue  «  The  RaiI«P  -^ 

(Ireland),  1851." 
LXXllL  An  Act  to  indemnify  such  Personi  J 

the  United  Kingdom  as  have  emitted  to  qu**^ 

themselves  for  OflSces  and  Eraploymenw.  **^ 

to  extend  the  Time  limited  for  those  rurp**^ 

respectively. 
LXXIV.  An  Act  to  continue  tbe  Act  to  fvut^ 

the  Management  and  Improvement  of  tpis*r 

and  Capitular  Estates  in  England. 


PUBLIC  GENERAL  AG^S. 


LXXV.  An  Att  for  the  foriher  Alteration  and 
Amendment  of  tiie  Laws  and  Duties  of  Cus- 
toms. 

LXXVI.  An  Aet  to  continue  for  a  limited  Time 
the  Exemption  of  certain  Oharitiee  from  the 
Operation  of  the  Charitable  Tmsts  Acts. 

LXXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  and  Practice 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland  in  relation 
to  the  Appointment  of  ReeeiTera  over  Real  Es- 
tate, and  to  expedite  the  Sale  of  Estates  in  the 
said  Court. 

LXXVIIL  An  Act  to  continue  the  Act  of  the 
Second  and  Third  Tears  of  Her  Majestj,  Chap- 
ter Seventy-foury  for  prerenting  the  adminis- 
tering and  taking  of  unlawful  Oaths  in  Ire- 
land, as  amended  hy  an  Act  of  tiie  Elerenth 
and  Twelfth  Years  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign. 

LXXIX.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  Bankruptcy  in  Scotland, 

LXXX.  An  Act  to  grant  Relief  in  assessing  the 
Income  Tsx  on  Luids  in  Scotland  in  respect  of 
certain  Public  Burdens  charged  thereon ;  to 
alter  and  regulate  the  Allowances  to  Clerks  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax;  and  to 
amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the  Land,  Assessed, 
and  Income  Taxes,  and  the  Redemption  and 
Purchase  of  the  Land  Tax. 

LXXXI.  An  Act  to  reduce  the  Stamp  Duties  on 
certain  Instruments  of  Proxy ;  to  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  the  stamping  of  Articles  of 
Clerkship  to  Attorneys  and  others;  and  to 
exempt  from  Stamp  Duty  Admissions  to  the 
F^vedom  of  the  City  of  jLondonby  Redemption. 

LXXXII.  An  Act  to  repeal  and  reimpose  under 
new  Regulations  the  Duty  on  Race-horses. 

LXXXIII.  An  Act  to  proyide  for  the  better  De- 
fonce  of  the  Coasts  of  tbo  Realm,  and  the  more 
ready  Bfanning  of  the  Navy,  and  to  transfer  to 
the  Admiralty  the  Goremment  of  the  Coast 
Gvard. 

LXXXrV.  An  Act  to  continue  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices PreTention  Act,  1854. 

LXXXV.  An  Aet  to  continue  the  General  Board 
of  Health. 

LXXXVI.  An  Act  to  abolish  the  Office  of  Cur- 
sitor  Baron  of  the  Exchequer. 

LXXXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Lunatic  Asy- 
lums Act,  1863. 

LXXXVIII.  An  Act  to  mako  further  ProTision 
for  the  food  GoTcmment  and  Extension  of  the 
Uniremty  of  Cambridge,  of  the  Colleges  therein, 
and  of  the  College  of  King  Henry  the  Sixth  at 
Eton, 

LXXXIX.  An  Act  to  abolish  certain  unnecessary 
Forms  in  the  framing  of  Deeds  in  Scotland. 

XC.  An  Aet  to  defray  the  Charge  of  the  Pay, 
Clothing,  and  contingent  and  other  Expenses 
of  the  Disembodied  Militia  in  Oreai  Britain  and 
Jrdamd:  to  grant  Allowances  in  certain  Cases 
to  Subaltern  Officers,  Adjutants,  Paymasters, 
Qnartormasters,  Surgeons,  Assistant  Surgeons, 
and  Surgeons  Mates  of  the  Militia ;  and  to  au- 
thorise the  Employment  of  the  Non-commis- 
sioned Offloers. 

XOI.  An  Act  to  amend  and  re-enact  certain  Pro- 
visions of  an  Act  of  the  Fifty-fourth  Tear  of 
King  George  the  Third,  relating  to  Judicial 
ProcNsdnre  and  Securities  for  Debts  in  Scot- 
land. 

XCII.  An  Aet  to  constitute  a  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Chancery,  and  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Appeals  from  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court  in 
IreUmd. 

VOL.  CXLIII.      [TRIED  BBRIE8.] 


XCIII.  An  Act  to  constitute  all  legally  qualified 
Persons  in  Scotland  Commissioners  of  Supply 
without  being  named  in  an  Act  of  Supply. 

XCIV.  An  Act  for  the  uniform  Administration  of 
Intestates  Estates. 

XCV .  An  Act  to  giro  to  the  TTniversity  of  Oxford 
and  to  Colleges  in  the  said  University,  and  to 
the  College^of  Saint  Mary  of  Winchester  near 
Winchester,  Power  to  sell  and  exchange  Lands, 
under  certain  Conditions. 

XCVI.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Law  of  Mar- 
riage in  Scotland. 

XCVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  of  England 
and  Ireland  affecting  Trade  and  Commerce. 

XOVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
the  Burial  of  the  Dead  in  Ireland, 

XCIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Lu- 
natic Asylums  in  Ireland,  so  £ur  as  relates  to 
Superannuations . 

C.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  the 
Election  of  Directors  of  Joint  Stock  Banks^ 
England, 

CI.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Aots*to  prevent 
the  spreading  of  contagious  or  infectious  Dis- 
orders among  Sheep,  Cattle,  and  other  Animals. 

CII.  An  Act  to  ftirther  amend  the  Procedure  in 
and  to  enlarge  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Superior 
Courts  of  Common  Law  in  Ireland, 

cm.  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  for  the 
Removal  of  Nuisances,  Regulation  of  Lodg- 
ing Houses,  and  the  Health  of  Towns  in 
Seodand, 

CIV.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  of  an 
Act  of  the  Sixth  and  Seventh  Years  of  Her 
M^esty,  for  making  better  Provision  for  the 
Spiritual  Care  of  populous  Parishes,  and  fur- 
ther  to  provide  for  the  Formation  and  Endow- 
ment of  separate  and  distinct  Parishes. 

CV.  An  Act  to  apply  a  Sum  out  of  tiie  Con- 
solidated Fund  and  the  Surplus  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  the  Service  of  the  Year  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  fifty-six,  and  to  appropriate 
the  Supplies  granted  in  this  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

CVI.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Inclosure  of  certain 
Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Special  Report  of  the 
Inclosure  Conmiissioners  for  England  and 
WdUs. 

CVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Smoke  Nuisance 
Abatement  (Metropolis)  Act,  1853. 

CVm.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
County  Courts. 

CIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Mode  of  committing 
Criminal  and  Vagrant  Children  to  Reformatory 
and  Industrial  Schools. 

ex.  An  Act  for  the  better  Regulation  of  the 
House  of  Industry  Hospitals  and  other  Hos- 
pitals in  Dublin  supported  wholly  or  in  part 
by  Parliamentary  Grants. 

CXI.  An  Act  for  confirming  a  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  Stohe  Pogee  Hos- 
pital in  the  County  of  Bucks,  with  certain 
Alterations. 

CXII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  Chapter  One  hundred 
and  twenty,  for  the  better  Local  Management 
of  the  Metropolis. 

CXIII.  An  Act  to  provide  for  taking  Evidence 
in  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  in  relation  to 
Civil  and  Commercial  Matters  pending  before 
Foreign  Tribunals, 

CXIV.  An  Act  to  prevent  False  Packing  and 
other  Frauds  in  the  Hay  and  Straw  Tnide. 

3  C 


LOCAL  AND  PERSONAL  ACTS. 


CXV.  An  Act  to  proride  fbr  tiM  Retiromant  of 

tbo  proMot  BUhopB  of  London  and  Durham, 
CXVI.  Ad   Act  for  the  Appointment  of  %  Vice 

President  of  the  Committee  of  Couneil  on  Eda- 

oation. 
CXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  I^w  relating  to 

the  Relief  of  the  Poor  in  Scotland, 
CXVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  last 


Seetion  of  Parliament  Ibr  diminsluaff  Expas 

and  Delaj  in  the  Administntioa  of  Cniusal 

Justice  in  certain  Cases. 
CXIX.  An  Act  to  aoMndtiM  Piowmof  tin 

Marriage  and  Rpgintration  Aeti. 
CXX.  Ad  Aot  to  &oUitate  hmm  mm!  Sslaof 

Settled  Entatei. 


LOCAL  AND  PERSONAL  ACTS, 


DBOLAMU)  PUBUC, 


AND  TO  BE  JUDICIALLY  NOTICED. 


i.     A  N  Act  to  enable  the  London  Dock  Com- 

..  jlL    pAoy  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money. 

ii.  An  Act  for  soppljring  with  Gas  the  Townships 
of  KnoUingUy  and  Ferrybridge  in  the  West 
Riding  of  the  Countj  of  York. 

iii.  An  Aot  to  extend  the  Period  lunited  for  the 
Exercise  of  the  Powers  of  the  Colonial  Bank  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ir.  An  Act  for  lighting  with  Gas  the  Borough  of 
Weymouth  and  Melcombe  Regie,  and  its  Neigh- 
bourhood, in  the  Count/  of  Ihreet ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

T.  An  Act  for  vesting  in  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Liverpool  the 
Undertaking  of  the  Chorley  Watenrozki  Com- 
paby,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

yi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  LaneoMter  Gas- 
light Company,  and  extending  their  Powers, 
and  for  authorising  additional  Works,  and  the 
raising  of  further  Moneys  ;  and  for  other  Pnr- 
poses. 

vii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  BasUngden  and  RcBUh 
tenttall  Waterworks  Company  to  raise  a  further 
Sum  of  Money,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

vili.  An  Act  to  enable  the  SofvOhpoH  Waterworks 
Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money«  and 

.  for  other  Purposes. 

ix.  An  Act  for  the  better  supplyins  with  Gas  the 
Parish  of  Gainsborough  in  LincwMhire, 

X.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Company  of  Proprie- 
tors of  Lambeth  Waterworks  to  raise  further 
^  Money,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xi.  An  Act  fbr  effecting  certain  Alterations  in  the 
Works  of  the  Tidal  Harbour  of  VieUnia  Dock 
at  Dundee,  and  for  other  Purposes  in  relation 
to  the  Harbour  of  Dundee. 

xii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Lincoln  Waterwoi'ks 
pompany  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money. 

xlii.  An  Act  for  granting  further  I'owers  to  the 
Heywood  Gaslight  and  Coke  Compdkny. 

xiv.  An  Act  for  the  incorporating  of  the  Milford 
Railway  Company,  and  for  the  making  of  the 
Milford  Railway  in  the  County  of  FemSroke. 

xw.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Eastern  CounUee  and 
London  and  BlaekwaU  Railway  Companies  to 
raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money  for  the  Purposes 
of  the  London,  Tilbury,  and  Southend  Exten- 
sion Railway ;  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
such  Undertaking  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

x?i.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  nrom  the 
Witts,  Somerset,  and  Weymouth  Railway^  ne^ 


Frome,  to  Shcpkm  MaileU  hi  the  Cosstj  tf 
Sem/erset, 

ZTii.  An  Aot  to  oonArm  an  Award  Car  tllsSeUl^ 
ment  of  Matten  in  differeooe  betveea  thsCei- 
▼enity  and  Borough  of  Gambniigs,  soil  &r 
other  Porposes  oooneeted  therewith. 

xriii.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  UUUr  Bsa«ft7  ^ 
pany  to  subscribe  towards  ths  UBdffUkingoftke 
Portoioim  eutd  Dtmgamum  Railvsy  Oqib|bi?. 


and  to  aatboriie  certain  ArrangesBteta  betxea 
the  said  Compnidee,  and  for  other  PwpoKi. 

ziz.  An  Act  for  8up(iying  with  Water  the  Ton 
of  FUey  and  the  Environs  and  Kei^hbofliW 
thereof,  and  other  plaoaa  in  the  Ssit  sad  IMl 
Ridings  of  the  County  <tf  TA^I^and  fivaHko- 
risiDg  the  purohase  of  the  FiUy  GasvariB.  *»i 
for  supplying  the  said  t«wn  with  Gas;  tsAk 
other  Purposes. 

zx.  Ad  Aot  to  empower  the  W«k^  (h^ 
Company  to  raise  a  forther  Sum  of  Manej, 

zxi.  An  Aot  for  i&oorpocmsing  the  IforhMpGu 
Company. 

zzii.  An  Aet  to  amond  and  extend  the  ProiHi^ 
ofThBLlanidloBsandNemUnimButn!^ 
ISfid ;"  and  to  enable  the  UtuMoese^  ^ei- 
town  Railway  Company  to  makeoMtsiD  Dafi*^ 
tions  in  their  authorised  Line  and  U^'^ 
for  other  Purposes. 

xxiii.  Ad  Aot  to  ooofer  farther  Poven  »  the 
Boston  Gaslight  and  Coke  Gompaay. 

xxir.  Ad  Act  to  enable  the  EoMt  if  Fife  Railwy 
Company  to  make  a  Deviation  in  the  Uu  « 

their  Railway  and  for  other  Pnrposes. 

xxT.  An  AotforcontinningtkeTenaaodsBaB- 
ing  and  extending  the  Piovisioasof  tbs  Act  r^- 
Uting  to  the  Leicester  omd  W^end  Tsn^ 
Road,  in  the  CounUes  of  Lmuatet  ssdAortt- 
CBHiipton, 

xnu  An  Aot  for  more  cffsoioaUy  paYiBg»«l<^ 
ing.  lighting,  and  otherwise.  inproviiS  ^ 
Town  of  Qrwesmd  in  the  Gonnty  ef  iM. 

xxTii.  An  Act  to  enable  Uie  Scashne^  Wti^ 
works  Company  to  rsiae  n  farther  Som  «> 
Money, and  to  extend  tbe  liaito  for  thsSsfpT 
of  Water,  and  to  amend  the  PienMBi«  t^ 
Aot  relating  to  snoh  CoBi|ienyi 

xxTiii.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Acts  relating  ts^ 
SUafwd  and  TaUer^iM  Tnmpiks  M*>^ 
to  make  other  ProTisioDS  in  lien  thsnoC 

xzix.  An  Aot  to  eonfor  fiuthsr  Powtei  *  ^ 
Bath  Gaslight  and  Coke  Compaqy. 


LOCAL  AND  PERSONAL  ACTS. 


XXX.  An  AH  to  oodAp  farther  Powers  on  the 
CMimikam  QMligfat  and  Coke  Company. 

xxxi.  An  Aet  for  ooBtioiiing  the  Torm  and 
amending  the  Pvovitioui  of  the  Act  for  making 
and  maintaining  a  Turnpike  Road  firom  the 
Tonra  of  Crawland  in  the  Countj  of  Lincoln 
to  the  Town  of  Eye  in  the  County  of  Nfurih' 
ampUm, 

xxxii.  An  Aot  to  extend  the  Munioipal  Bounda- 
ries of  the  City  of  Ediniurpk,  to  transfer  the 
Powers  of  the  Commissioners  of  Poiioe  to  the 
Magistrates  and  Coondl,  and  ibr  other  Pur- 
poses relating  to  the  Munioipalitj  of  the  said 
City. 

xxxiii.  An  Aot  to  authorise  the  Cork  and 
Toftffkal  Railway  Company  to  eifeend  their 
Railway  into  Corib,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxxiT.  An  Aot  lor  altering  the  Name  of  tho 
Btmbrid^,  Nowry,  Dublin,  and  Belfatt  Junc- 
tion Railway  Company  to  the  Name  **  The 
Banbrid^  Jimetion-  Railway  Company,"  for 
inereasing  their  Capital  and  extending  their 
Powers,  and  tbr  other  Purposes. 

xxxr.  An  *Aet  for  enlarging  and  improTing  the 
Jttstioiary  Court  House,  and  Court  ileuses  and 
Puhlie  Buildings  of  the  City  of  Olaigow  and 
County  of  Lmark^  for  ereotiog  additional 
BuUdingi,  ibr  amending  the  Aot  relating 
thereto,  and  for  other  I^rpoees. 

xxxTi.  An  Aet  lor  making  better  Prorision  for 
supplying  the  Distriots  of  Dewtbwy,  Bailey, 
and  BeAmondwike  with  Water,  and  for  oon- 
firming  an  Amement  between  the  Loc.%1 
Boards  of  Health  of  those  Distriots ;  and  for 
other  Purposet. 

xxzvii.  An  Aot  for  the  Continuanoe  and  Regu- 
lation of  the  KeUerinff^amd  Newport  Faynell 
Tumpiko  Road  Trust. 

zxxTsii.  An  Aet  to  amend  the  Provisions  and  ex- 
tend the  Limits  of  the  Aet  relating  to  the  City 
of  Qwwwiiy  Gaslight  Company. 

xxxix.  An  Aot  to  authorise  the  making  of  a 
Tumpiko  Road  from  the  Township  of  Thorn- 
aby  to  Uiddleebrough  in  the  North  Riding  of 
the  County  of  Ybrib,  with  a  Bridge  orer  a 
Creek  or  Ann  of  the  River  Tee$,  and  for  other 


xl.  An  Aet  to  authorise  the  making  of  a  Railway 
from  the  Qreai  North  of  Seoibmd  Railway  to 
Alford  in  the  County  or  Aberdeon,  to  be  oalled 
"The  A^ordVaUey  RaUway." 

xli.  An  Aot  to  amend  "  The  Saini  Iveo  and  WeH 
CemwaU  JunoHon  Railway  Aot.  1863." 

xlii.  An  Aot  to  make  further  Provision  for  sup- 
plying with  Water  the  Borough  of  Sftrew$bury 
in  the  County  of  Salop, 

xliii.  An  Aot  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the 
7th  and  8th  Tears  of  the  Reign  of  His  late 
Majesty  King  Oeorge  the  Fourth,  intituled 
An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlarge  the 
Powere  and  Provieiono  of  an  Act  relating  to 
the  Road  from  Bamsdale  tkroayh  Pontcfraot 
to  Thwaite  Gate  near  Leeds  in  the  Weet 
lading  of  the  County  of  York,  and  to  eon* 
tinue  the  Term  thereby  granted. 

xlir.  An  Aot  for  regulating  the  Capital  of  tho 
Fleetwood,  Preston,  and  Wett  Riding  Junc- 
tion Railway  Company,  for  making  hirther 
Provisioo  with  respeet  to  Tolls  to  be  token 
on  the  Railway,  and  for  other  Turposes. 

xlr.  An  Aot  for  making  a  Railway  fi-om  the 
Ckeoter  and  Bolyhead  Railway  ^at  or  near  to 
Rhyl  in  the  County  of  FHnl  to  the  Town  of 


DeMgh  in  tho  County  of  Denbigh,  to  be  ealled 
•«  The  Vale  of  Clwyd  Railway/'^ 

xlvi.  An  Act  to  discontinue  the  taking  of  Toll  on 
the  Turnpike  Roads  leading  from  the  Town  of 
AtUrim  towards  Coleraine,  and  to  provide  for 
tho  foture  Maintenance  of  such  Roads. 

zMi.  An  Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  tho  Acts 
relating  to  the  Sltrewebwry  and  Hereford  Kail- 
way  Company,  to  enable  that  Company  to  raine 
further  Sums  of  Money,  to  acquire  additional 
Lands ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xlriii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mayor,  Alderman, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Cork  to  re- 
move certain  Bridges,  and  to  build  new  Bridges 
in  lieu  thereof;  to  confirm  certain  Arrange- 
ments with  the  Cork  Pipe  Water  Trustees ;  to 
provide  the  necessary  Funds  for  affording  an 
unproved  Supply  of  Water  at  Cork:  to  alter, 
amend,  and  enlarge  certain  Powers  and  Pro- 
visions of  the  Cork  Improvement  Aot,  ld62 ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xUx.  An  Act  to  amend  and  extend  the  Provisions 
of  the  several  Acts  relating  to  the  Knares- 
hrow^  and  Qreen  Hammerton  Turnpike  Road 
in  the  County  of  York,  and  to  create  a  forther 
Term  therein ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

1.  An  Act  to  amend  and  extend  the  Provisions 
of  the  Act  relating  to  the  Knaretbrough  and 
Pauley  Bridge  Turnpike  Road,  and  to  create 
a  forther  Term  therein,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

li.  An  Aot  for  regulating  the  Capital  and  Mort- 

Sfcge  Debt  of  the  Eaetom  ComUiee  Railway 
ompany,  and  for  other  IHirposes. 

lii.  An  Aot  for  extending  the  Time  for  the 
Completion  of  the  Works  authorised  by  *'  The 
HamptUad  Junction  Railway  Aot,  18A8." 

liii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Loweetoft 
to  join  the  Eaet  Suffolk  Railway  in  the  Parish 
of  Beeelet,  all  in  the  County  of  Sufolk,  and  for 
other  Purposes  connected  therewith. 

liv.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Midland  Railway  Com- 
pany to  raise  additional  Capital,  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Iv.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  the 
Road  from  BarnJbv  Moor  in  the  County  of 
Nottingham  to  MaUby  in  the  County  of  York, 
and  frt>m  WhisUm  to  Rotherham  in  the  said 
County  of  York, 

Ivi.  An  Aot  for  bettor  paving  the  City  of  Olae- 
gow,  and  for  other  Purposes  in  relation  to  the 
Statute  Labour  of  the  said  City. 

Ivil.  An  Aot  for  the  Transfor  of  the  Wolver- 
Aam^fonWaterworks  to  the  Wolverl*ampton  New 
Waterworks  Company,  and  for  other  i'urpo<!e». 

Wiii.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Road  from  Black- 
bum  in  the  County  Palatine  of  LancatUr  to 
Addingham  and  Cocking  End  in  the  Went 
Riding  of  the  County  of  York,  and  the  Rnad 
from  Old  Acerinqian  to  its  Junction  with  such 
Road  In  Hcdrergham  Eavee  in  the  said  County 
of  LaneoMter, 

lix.  An  Act  to  incorporate  "The  Wett  Ham 
Gas  Company/'  to  enable  them  to  raise  forther 
Money,  to  confirm  a  Contract  between  the  said 
Company  and  the  Commercial  Gas  Company, 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ix.  An  Act  to  continue  the  Honitonand  Sidmouth 
Tumpiko  Trust,  and  for  other  Purposes 

Ixi.  An  Aet  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Chcmpel  Stotion  of  the  Colcheeter,  StowrValley, 
Suabury,  and  Haletead  Railway  to  Balttead  'in 
the  County  of  Ester,  and  for  other  Purposes. 
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bU.  Ao  Act  to  inoorponto  "The  Wandtwarth 
and  Putney  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company/'  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

bdii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  North  British 
Railway  Company  to  raise  more  Money,  and  to 
build  a  Bridge  overZ^t^  Wynd  in  Edinburgh, 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixiv.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  the  Road 
from  Penrith  to  CochennotUh,  and  other  Roads 
oonpeeted  therewith,  and  for  making  and  main- 
taining several  new  Roads,  all  in  the  County  of 
Cumbirland. 

IxT.  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  Drainage  Trusts  in 

.  Deeping  Fen  in  the  County  of  Lincoln,  and 
for  other  Purposes  relating  to  the  said  Fen. 

Izvi.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  cer- 
tain Roads  in  the  County  of  Chester,  of  which 
the  Short  Title  is  "  Stockport  and  Warrington 
Road  Act,  1856." 

IzTii.  An  Act  for  enlarging  and  improving  the 
JElgin  and  LossiemouH^  Harbour,  for  raising  a 
further  Sum  of  Money,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ijcviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Carmarthen  and  Car- 
digan Railway  Company  to  make  a  Deviation 
of  a  Portion  of  their  line  of  Railway,  and  to 
abandon  Parts  thereof,  and  to  grant  further 
Powers  to  the  Company;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

Ixix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Luton,  Ihinstable,  and 
Welwgn  Junction  Railway  Company  to  alter 
the  present  authorised' Junction  of  their  Rail- 
way with  the  Leighton  Buizard  and  Dunstable 
Branch  of  the  London  and  North-western  Rail- 
way; and  for  other  Purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Scottish  Drain- 
age and  Improvement  Company,  and  to  aflbrd 
greater  Facilities  for  the  Improvement  of  Xjand 
ia  Scotland, 

Ixxi  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
Lymington  in  the  County  of  Southampton  to 
the  Ixmdon  and  South-western  Railway  at 
Broekenhurst  in  the  same  County,  to  be  called 
the  "  Lymington  Railway,"  .  with  a  Landing 
Place  at  Lymington  aforesaid,  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

IxxiL  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Brough  and  Eamont  Bridge  Turnpike  Road, 
and  to  make  other  Provisions  in  lieu  thereof. 

budii.  An  Act  to  renew  the  Term,  and  continue, 
amend,  and'  enlarge  the  Powers  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  Third  Year  of  the  Reign  of  Dis 
Majesty  King  George  the  Fourth,  intituled  An 
Act  for  repairing  and  amending  the  Boads 
/nMn  Donington  High  Bridge  to  Hale  Drove, 
and  to  the  Eighth  Milestone  in  the  Parish  of 
Wigtofl,  and  to  Langret  Ferry  in  the  Couniy 
of  Lincoln. 

Izziv.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  the 
Inhabitants  of  Clay  Cross,  and  the  jNeigb- 
bourhood,  in  the  County  of  Derby, 

Ixzv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Sitting^ 
bourne  to  Sheemess,  all  in  the  County  of 
Kent:  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixzvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Eastern  Counties 
and  London  and  BlaekwtUl  Railway  Companies 
to  extend  the  London,  TUbttry,  and  Southend 
Extension  Railway  to  the  lAmaon  and  Black- 
wall  Railway,  with  Branches  therefrom,  and 
to  authorise  certain  Arrangements  with  refer- 
ence thereto ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Division  of  the 
Borough  of  Middlesbrough  into  Wards ;  to 
enable  the  Local  Board  of  ilcalth  of  the  Dis- 


trict of  Middlesbrmigk  to  pTehaw  GMwnria 
and  light  the  District,  and  to  oilarge  the  Mar- 
ket Place  ;  to  enable  the  Corporation  to  esta- 
blish a  pnblic  Whaii^  and  a  Passage  over  the 
River  Tees;  to  oonHer  other  Poweta  oo  the 
Local  Board  and  the  Corporation,  and  fiir 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxviii.  An  Act  for  the  better  Supply  of  the  Town 
of  Torquay  and  the  Neigbbowhood  thereof  with 
Water,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxix.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  hmn  Yv- 
mouth  to  the  EaatSufolk  Railway  in  the  Parish 
ciBaddiseoe,  with  a  Sraooh  Bnilway  oooneeted 
therewith,  and  for  other  Pnrposea. 

Izxz.  An  Act  to  sanetion  n  Supply  of  Water  to 
the  Town  and  Neig^iboiirhood  of  Leeds  from 
the  River  Wharf e, 

Ixzxi.  An  Aet  to  attach  further  Advantages  te 
certain  Portions  of  the  Capital  of  the  Emitm 
Union  Railway  Company. 

Ixxxii.  AnAettovepea]^iiJfi</0raaMiv&9«iid 
mainUtxtunig  the  Turnpike  Boadfrom  Beartxj, 
through  the  town  0/  Tinsley,  i&  tL  Road  fnm 
Rotberham  to  Sheffield  imths  Wut  Bidii^ ef 
the  County  of  York,  and  to  maka  other  Provi- 
sions in  lieu  thereof. 

Ixxxiii.  An  Act  for  contimiing  the  Tenn  and 
amending  and  extendinr  the  Provtaions  of  the 
Act  relating  to  the  Oodiey  Lane  Timpike  Road 
in  the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of  York. 

Ixxxiv.  An  Aot  to  repeal  the  Aet  rtdating  to  the 
Turnpike  Roads  from  BlaHfam  to  Buddendeld 
in  the  West  Riding  of  the  Coonty  of  York, 
and  to  grant  a  further  Term  in  the  said  Roods, 
and  further  Powers  for  the  Management  thereof 
and  other  Purposes. 

Ixxxv.  An  Act  for  oairrying  into  oSaetL  eertain 
Arrangements  between  the  Tmsteea  of  the 
Renfrewihire  Turnpike  Roada  and  the  Lord 
Provost,  Magistrates,  and  CounoU.  and  PoUce 
and  Statute  Labour  Committee,  of  Glasgow : 
and  for  eontinuing  in  other  respects  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  said  Roads. 

Ixxxvi.  An, Act  to  enable  the  Moraysiiire  Rail* 
way  Company  to  construct  n  Railway  from 
Orton  to  CraigeUaMe,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxxvii.  An  Act  for  authorising  Traffic  Amnge- 
ments  between  the  We^  Emd  of  London  and 
Crystal  Palaoe  and  the  London,  Brighton,  and 
S<mth  Coast  Railway  Companies,  the  Rsgula- 
tion  and  Increase  of  Capital,  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxviii.  An  Act  to  aflbrd  Facilitias  to  the  Ba- 
genahtown  and  Wt^sford  Railway  Conpaay 
for  raising  the  Funds  neoessary  to  enable  them 
to  execute  their  Undertaking,  and  lor  otiier 
Purposes. 

Ixxxix.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing 
several  Roads  leading  to  and  from  the  Town  of 
Monmouth,  an4  for  making  aeveral  Lines  of 
Road  to  communtoate  therewith,  in  the  Coaa- 
ties  of  Monmouih,  Gloueester,  and  Bereford, 

xo.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  of  Part  of  the 
District  of  St.  Pettr  Bournemouth,  in  the 
Parishes  of  Christdvureh  and  Boldenhurst  in 
the  County  of  Southasnpion»  and  for  providiaf 
a  Pier  there. 

xci.  An  Aot  for  better  supplying  with  Water  the 
City  of  Edinburgh  and  Town  and  Pert  of 
Leith  and  Places  adjacent. 

xcii.  An  Aot  for  making  n  Railway  from  tba 
Epaom  Branch  of  the  London^  Brigktssk,  and 
SotUh  Coast  RaUway  at  ^paons  to  Leatherhead. 
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soUi.  Atf  Aei  fcr  isoorponlia;  t^M  SaUdmy 
Railway  and  Market  Home  Compaay;  for 
anthoriaing  them  to  make  and  maintain  a  Rail- 
way and  a  Market  Honio  at  Saiubwy;  and 
for  other  Porpoaea. 

sciT.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Sioekifield  Station  of  the  Neweattli^tmm-  Tyne 
and  CcBtU$le  Railway  to  the  8iioekl4m  and 
Dariuy^^Um  Railway,  near  Comide  Ironworks, 
with  a  Branch  to  the  Derweni  Iron  Company'B 
Railway ;  and  for  other  Porpoaea. 

xoT.  An  Act  to  enable  thBfiwanna  Vale  Railway 
Company  to  make  Extenaion  and  Branch  Rail- 
waya,  and  for  other  Pnrpoaea. 

xori.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Act  for  more  oifec- 
tnaliy  making,  atraightening,  repairing,  and 
improTing  the  Roads  from  near  the  Town  of 
Lew€9  to  Folegaie  in  the  Pariah  of  HaiUham, 
and  from  thence  to  EatUwumet  and  to  FoU- 
(foie  to  BaiUham  Common^  in  the  Connty  of 
3u$»€9,  and  to  make  other  Proviaiona  in  lien 
thereof. 

xo^ii.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  a 
Turnpike  Road  from  (^moajf  to  LUmdwino 
in  the  County  of  Cama$vcn,  and  for  other 
Parpoees. 

xcf  iii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Dicfi- 
f€rmline  to  Killainm  with  a  Branch  to  IRnff- 
Meal  in  the  Connty  of  Fife,  to  be  called  "  The 
Wen  of  Fife  Min^nU  RaUway." 

xeix.  An  Act  for  nialung  a  Railway  from  the 
Town  otMaybole  to  the  Town  and  Harboor  of 
Oirvan,  to  be  called  "  The  Moj^boU  ami  Oirvan 
Railway." 

c.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the  South 
Wdlu  Railway  near  BrimepiU  in  the  Pariah  of 
^tore  to  Hot»beaeh  Valley  in  the  Foreet  of 
Dean,  with  Branohea  ;*and  for  other  Purpoaea. 

ci.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Ceylon  Railway 
Company,  and  for  other  Porpoaea  connected 
therewith. 

cii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Somenet  Central 
Railway  Company  to  oonatroct  a  Railway  from 
Olaetonbury  to  near  Bruton,  and  for  other 
Porpoaea. 

eiit.  An  Act  for  more  effeetnally  repairing  the 
Road  leading  from  Wem  to  the  Lime  Roclu  at 
JSronygarih  in  the  County  of  Salop,  and  for 
making  seyeral  Linea  of  Road  connected  with 
the  same  in  the  Coontiea  of  Salop  and  Den- 
btyh, 

civ.  An  Act  for  continoing  the  Term  and  amend- 
ing and  extending  the  Provisiona  of  the  Act 
relating  to  the  CMfury  North  and  Dillon  Prion 
District  and  the  Cleobuty  Mortimer  District  of 
Turnpike  Roads,  in  the  Counties  of  Salop  and 
Woreeeter. 

cv.  -An  Act  for  authorising  a  Lease  of  the  Wim- 
bledon  and  CroydoH  Railway,  and  for  anthor- 
iaing the  Purchase  of  additional  Lands  and  the 
mising  of  additional  Capital  by  the  Wimble' 
don  and  Croydon  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposea. 

cTf  *  An  Act  to  enable  the  Siirlinff  and  Dimfertn- 
Une  Railway  Company  to  create  additional 
Sharea  in  ^eir  Undertaking;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

crii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Constitution  of  *'  The 
London  Printing  and  Pnbliahiog  Companyi 
Limited." 

oviii.  An  Act  to  amend  certain  Acta  relating  to 
the  Luton  I>i8trict  Turnpike  Road,  and  make 
other  ProTisions  in-  lieu  thereof. 


oix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Timea  limited  for 
certain  Porpoaea  by  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Mstropolitan  Railway,  and  to  enable  the  JtfSr- 
lropoaicii%  Railway  Company  to  form  a  Junction 
with  the  Great  Northern  Railway,  and  for 
other  Porpoaea. 

ex.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railwayjfrom^the  Town 
of  Nairn  to  the  Town  oit  Keith, 

cxi.  An  Act  for  anthoriaing  Deviaiiona  from  the 
aothoriaed  Line  of  the  Severn  VaUey  Railway, 
and  for  making  further  ProTiaion  with  respect 
to  Shares  in  the  Capital  of  the  Severn  Valley 
Railway  Company,  and  for  focilitating  the 
Completion  of  their  Undertaking,  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

oxii.  An  Act  for  eatablishing  and  maintaining 
a  Ferry  and  Floating  Bridge  between  Stokee 
Ban  and  Ryde  in  the  Connty  of  Soidhampton^ 
with  Landing  Placea  and  Approachea  thereto. 

cxiii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Seottiih  Central  Railway  at  DunMane  by 
Doune  to  Callander,  to  be  called  *'The  Dun-- 
bhne,  Doune,  and  CaUanderlLailwrnj:' 

oxiT.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Cattle 
Douykte,  by  Dalbeattie  to  the  Vlaeyow  and 
South^weetem  Railway  at  Dumfriee,  and  for 
other  Porpoaea. 

CXT.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Powers  for 
lighting,  cleanaing,  aewering,  and  improring 
the  Borough  of  Leedi,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxtL  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Rates  and 
Chaiges  to  be  taken  by  the  Grand  Junction 
Waterworks  Company  for  a  Supply  of  Water  to 
Parts  of  the  Parish  of  Fadcnnyton,  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxTii.  An  Act  to  grant  further  Powers  to  the 
Crystal  Palace  Company  for  the  raising  of 
Capital,  for  the  internal  Management  of  their 
Undertaking,  and  with  respect  to  Dulwieh 
Wood, 

cxriii.  An  Aot  to  conaolidate  the  Powers  of  the 
Olouceeter  Gaslight  Company,  to  enable  them 
to  raise  Money,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxix.  An  Act  for  the  making  of  a  Dock  and 
Works  at  Thamee  Baven,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poaea. 

cxx.  An  Act  for  the  making  by  the  London  and 
SouthMPeetem  Railway  Company  of  a  Railway 
from  Yeovil  to  Exeter,  to  be  called  "The 
Bxeter  Emtentian  Railway;"  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxxi.  An  Aot  to  amend  the  Acta  relating  to  the 
Fast  Indian  Railway  Company. 

oxzii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Bailway  from  the  Tt^ 
Vale  Railway  to  the  Rirer  Ely  in  the  County 
of  Olamoryan  ;  for  conrerting  Part  of  the  said 
Rirer  into  a  tidal  Harbour,  and  regulating  the 
Acoesa  thereto  ;  for  authorising  Arrangements 
with  the  Taf  Vale  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
otlier  Purpoaea. 

cxxiii.  An  Act  for  altering  the  Crewe  and  Shrews' 
bury  Line  of  the  London  and  Norlhrwestem 
Railway,  for  making  Proriaion  with  respect  to 
Station  Aceommodation  at  Shrewsbury,  and  for 
other  Purpoaea. 

cxxir.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Londonderry  and 
EnmskUlen  Railway  Company  to  create  Pre- 
forenee  Sbarea  with  Priority  of  Diridend  over 
all  the  existing  Sharea  of  the  Company ;  and 
for  other  Porpoaea. 

exxT.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  fh>m  the 
authorised  Line  of  the  West  End  of  London 
and  Crystal  Palace  Railway  (Extension   to 
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Bromley  and  Fambarwffh)  at  Skcrtldndt  in 
the  Parisli  of  Btekenham  in  the  County  of 
Kent  to  Si.  Mary  Cray  in  the  same  County. 

cxxtI.  An  Act  to  enable  the  (kofordf  Wmxeeter, 
aftd  WolverhamjpUm  Railway  Company  to  raise 
further  Money  for  the  Completion  of  the  Broad 
Gauge,  and  for  other  Porpoaes,  and  to  oouTert 
their  Mortgage  Debt  into  Stock. 

ezxvii.  An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Fourth  Tear  of  the  Reign  of  His  late  Majesty 
King  Oeorge  the  Fourth,  intituled  An  Act  for 
me/re  efeetwdly  amendma  and  keeping  in  re- 
pair tiktf  Boade  from  the  Town  of  Uttoxeter  to 
4he  Town,  0/  Newcastle-under-Lyme  in  the 
County  of  StaflTord,  to  far  ae  relatee  to  the 
Uttoxeter  Dietrict  of  the  eaid  Boade,  and  for 
making  certain  new  Pieeee  of  Boad  to  cem- 
tmtmeate  therewith,  ail  in  the  said  County  of 
Staflbrd,  and  to  confer  larger  and  additional 
Powers  and  Provisions  in  lieu  of  those  therein 
contained  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ozx?iii.  An  Act  to  amend  An  Aet  for  draining, 
embanking,  and  inwroving  the  Fen  Lands  and 
Low  Qrwande  within  ihe  Pariehee,  HarrXete, 
Townzlwpe,  or  Placet  of  Bardney,  Southrow, 
othentdte  Southry,  Tupliolme,  Bucknall,  Uor- 
sington^  Stixwould  Edlington,  and  Thimbleby, 
in  the  County  of  Lincoln,  and  to  confer  further 
Powers  on  the  OommissioDers  under  auch  Act ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxxiz.  An  Act  to  revive  and  extend  certain  of 
the  Powers  of  the  Waveney  VaUey  Railway 
Cflonpany  with  relation  to  their  Railway. 

cxxx.  An  Aet  for  authorizing  the  Abandonment 
of  Parts  of  the  authorized  Lines  of  the  Weet- 
minster  Terminut  Railway,  and  the  making  of 
other  Lines  of  BAilway  in  lieu  thereof,  and  for 
reducing  the  Capital  of  the  Weetmineter  Ter- 
minus  Railway  Company ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

oxxxi.    An  Act   to  render  more  efB?ctual    the 


Powers  of  raising  Mondy  given'  by  ''Tbe 
Severn  Navigation  Act,  1803,  and  for  oQier 
Purposes. 

oxxxM.  An  Act  for  making  a  Raflway  from  the 
Oswestry  and  Newtown  Railway  in  the  Plariah 
of  ButHngton  in  the  County  of  Mmtgoaiterw  to 
Shrewwry,  with  a  Branch  thereout  to  Min- 
steriey  in  the  County  of  Salop,  and  lor  other 
Purposes. 

oxzxiii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Opdraikms  of 
the  Society  for  the  Disehai^e  and  Relief  of 
Persons  imprisoned  /or  small  Debts  throvgboiit 
England  nnA  Wales. 

cxxxiv.  An  Act  to  unite  and  amalgamate  the  Un- 
dertaking -of  the  Scottish  Midland  Junetiom 
Railway  Company  with  the  UndertaJdnf  of  tlie 
Aberdeen  Railway  Company,  to  be  theneeibrth 
called  "The  Scottish  North-eastern  Railway 
Company,"  and  to  regulate  the  BCanagement 
of  and  confbr  additionid  Powers  on  the  United 
Company,  and  lor  other  Purposes. 

cxxxv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Southampton  and  Doreh^ter  Railway  to  Bland- 
ford  Samt  Mary  in  the  County  of  Dorset^  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxvi.  An  Act  fbr  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Scottish  Midland  Junction  Railway  near  the 
Dunkeld  Road  Bridge  to  Methven  in  the 
County  of  Perth. 

cxxxvii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  United  for 
completing  the  Oxford,  Worcester,  and  Wot- 
verhampton  Railway,  and  fbr  ^idapting  the  same 
to  the  Broad  Gauge,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxviii.  An  Act  to  provide  fbr  the  Armngemeat 
of  the  Financial  Aflbirs  of  the  City  oi  Pirlh, 
for  the  Blaintenance  of  the  Port  and  HaHwor, 
and  for  other  Purposes  therewith  connected. 

cxxxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Scottish  Central 
Railway  Company  to  make  Branch  foiilvaTs 
to  the  Town  of  Denny  in  the  County  of  Stir- 
ling, 
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1.  AN  Act  to  amend  an  Act  made  and  passed 
^    in  the  Tenth  Year  of  the  Keign  of  Her 

present  Majesty,  intituled  An  Act  to  divide  the 
Parish  ana  Bectory  of  Doddington  otherwise 
Domington  into  Jnree  separate  and  distinct 
Parishes  and  Bectories,  and  to  endow  the  same 
out  of  the  Bevenues  of  that  Beetory,  and  to 
make  Provisions  for  the  further  Divisum  of  such 
Bectories  and  Parishes,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses connected  therewith, 

2.  An  Act  for  continuing  in  force,  during  the 
Minority  of  Mrs.  Clara  Clarke  Thomhai, 
the  Wile  of  WilUam  Capel  Clarke  Thomhia 
of  Swakeleya  in  the  County  of  Middlesex, 
Esquire,  the  Powers  conferred  by  *'  ThomhilV% 
Estate  Act,  1852,"  and  **  Thomhill^n  Estate 
Act,  1834,"  and  fbr  other  Purposes. 


3.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Trustees  under 
the  Will  of  WxUiam  Wainman  Esquire,  de- 
ceased,  to  grant  Leasel,  and  to  make  Sales, 
Exchanges,  and  Partition  of  the  Real  EsUK* 
devised  by  or  subject  to  the  Trusts  of  the  same 
Will ;  and  fbr  other  Purposes. 

4.  An  Act  for  giving  effect  to  a  C<Hnpromt8e  re- 
lating to  the  Estate  of  the  Most  Noble  Oteret 
Fourth  Duke  of  Marlborough,  deoeaaed.  awl 
with  *  view  thereto,  lor  extinguishing  the  de- 
misable Quality  of  certain  Copyhold  UereditA- 
ments.  Parcels  of  the  Manors  comprised  i« 
the  Estates  and  Hereditaments  settled  oa  the 
Dukedom,  and  for  creating  a  Term  of  Years 
in  a  Portion  of  the  said  Copyhold.  Heiediuk- 
ments. 
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S*  An  AvtiomihoriMeSa  Li<mdMUb(n7U  Svtnn- 
nerion  Baronet  and  his  lasue  to  assome  and 
bear  the  Samame  of  PilkingUm  jointl/  with  the 
Sumamea  of  Jiilbame  and  SwUmerUm,  and  to 
be  called  by  the  Sumamea  of  Milbome'Smnm 
nerton  PUkinffton, 

6.  An  Act  for  yeeting  in  Tmstees  the  undinded 
Parte,  subject  to  the  Limitations  of  the  Wills  of 
JSet^amin  in^Aani  deceased  and  Joshua  Inqham 
deceased  respectiToly,  of  Estates  in  the  West 
Biding  of  the  County  of  York,  and  for  autho- 
rising Partitions  of  Parts  of  those  Estates,  and 
for  authorising  Leases  and  Sales  of  Parts  of 
those  Estates,  and  fi>r  other  Purposos. 

7.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  granting  of  Leases  of 
Parts  of  the  Freehold,  Copyhold,  and  Leasehold 
Estates  of  the  late  Lemiard  Lewcn  WheatUy 
Esauire,  situate  in  the  sereral  Parishes  of 
Smni  Lawrence  and  Saint  Peter  the  Apottle  in 
the  Itle  of  ThoMt,  of  Meofpham  near  Oranfei' 
end,  and  Ath  next  SandvM^  and  elsewhere  in 
the  County  of  Kent,  and  within  the  Manor  of 
Stepney  otherwise  Siebunheatk  RaZclife  in  the 
Parish  of  Saini  Dunstan  Stepney,  and  else- 
where in  the  County  of  Middluem, 

8.  Aa  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Will  of 
Matthew  BtOterwiek  Esquire  to  sell  the  Rec- 
tory and  Tithes  of  Thirak,  held  by  Lease  for 
Lives  under  the  Archbishop  of  York,  and  oer- 
taiA  Policies  of  Assuraaoe,  and  for  the  Invest- 
ment of  the  Proceeds,  and  for  other  Purposes ; 
of  which  the  Short  Title  is  '<  BvOUrwiets  Es- 
tate Act,  1856." 

9.  An  Act  for  enabling  Leases  for  Mining,  Agri- 
cultural, and  Building  Purposes  to  be  made  of 
the  Estates  of  John  Walmeeleu  Esquire,  do> 
ceased,  and  Sales  of  Portions  therec^  and  for 
other  Purposes ;  the  Short  Title  of  which  is 

Walme§ley'»  Estate.Aet,  1856." 
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10.  An  Act  for  enabling  Leases  and  Sales  to  be 
made  of  I^ands  and  Hereditaments  in  the  Coun- 
ties of  Northumberland  and  Durham  belonging 
to  the  Families  of  Thoraton  and  Croft,  and  for 
other  Purposes;  called  "The  Tharitan  and 
Croft  Estate  Act,  1856." 

11.  An  Act  for  Testing  in  Trustees  the  Estates  of 
the  late  Sarah  BeddaU,  deceased,  situate  in 
the  County  NbrthampUmj  known  as  the  Dal» 
lingUm  Estate,  for  the  Purpose  of  enabling 
Leases,  Sales,  Exchanges,  and  Partitions  to  be 
made  of  the  same ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

12.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Will  of 
John  Bell,  Esquire,  to  sell  a  Leasehold  Estate 
for  Lives  in  the  County  of  York,  known  as 
'•  Wildon  Grange,*'  held  of  the  Archbishop  of 
York,  and  for  the  B.e-investment  of  the  Pro- 
ceeds in  the  Purchase  of  Real  Estates  of  In- 
heriUnce ;  of  which  the  Short  Title  is  **BeW% 
Estate  Act,  1856." 

18.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Powers  of 
an  Act  passed  in  the  Twelfth  and  Thirteenth 
Years  of  the  Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty 
Queen  Vxetoria,  intituled  An  Aet  for  atttWif- 
ina  the  Tnuteea  of  the  late  Thomas  Gordon  to 
$eU  his  EtUUee  of  Caimees  and  othere  in  the 
CewUy  of  Aberdeen,  and  to  apply  the  Price 
thereof  in  Payment  of  the  DeUe  <md  Burdene 
ajf^ecttng  (he  tame,  andfifr  Iwinff  out  the  Be^ 
etdue  of  the  Price  in  the  Purchase  of  €4her 
Lands  to  he  entailed,  in  Terms  of  the  Drust 
Peed  of  Settlement  by  the  said  Thomas  Gor- 
don; and  for  other  Purposes, 

14.  An  Act  for  enabling  Partitions,  Sales,  Ex- 
changes, and  Leases  to  be  made  of  certain  Parts 
of  the  Estotes  devised  by  the  Will  of  Sir  John 
William  Head  Brydges,  deceased,  and  for  other 
Purposes. 
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15.  An  Act  to  enable  Oeorpe  Shipton,  Clerk,  to 
exercise  his  Oifloe  of  Priest,  and  to  hold  any 
Benefice  or  Preferment  in  the  United  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland. 

16.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  John 
Talbot,  Esquire,  with  Marianne  his  now  Wife, 
and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 


17.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  lfiu(7ivt«& 
Spieer  Davidson,  Gentleman,  with  Katnerine 
Anne  his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  the  said 
Madgwick  Spieer  Davidson  to  many  again ; 
and  for  other  Puiposea  therein  mentioned. 


INDEX 

TO 

HANSARD'S  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN  THE  FOURTH  SESSION  OF 

THE  SIXTEENTH  PARLIAMENT  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM,     ^ 

19^  &  20*"  VICTORIA, 

1856. 


ExPLAJfATIOJI   OF   THB  AbBBEYIATIONB, 

1/2.  2R.  3R.  First,  Second,  or  Third  Reading. -*^m«iufn  Amendment — Be$.,  Resolution. -^Cbfu., 
Committee. — J2e-Cosii.,Re-commiltai. — Rep,,  Report. — ^dj,.  Adjourned. — cL,  Clause.— ec/it 
el..  Additional  Clause. — neg., Negatived.— >2.,  Lords.  —  c,  Commons.^m.^.yMain  Question. — 
o.  f.f  Original  Question. — o,  oi.»  Original  Motion.  — /'•^•»  Previous  Question. —  r,  p,,  Report 
Progress.—^.,  Ayes. — N.,  Noes. — if.,  MaJority.-«l«t  J^iv.,  Siiif  JOiv.,  First  or  Second  Divi* 
sion. 

When  in  the  Text  or  in  the  Index  a  Speech  is  marked  thus  *,  it  iadicates  that  the  Speech 
is  reprinted  from  a  P&mphlet  or  acme  authoriaed  Report. 

When  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Reading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Dehatetook  place 
upon  that  stage  of  the  measare. 


ABERDEEN,  Earl  of 
Appellate  Juriadictioo,  Com.   [143]  899, 
909 
Divorce    and  Matrimonial  Causes,  2R.  [14s] 

434 ;  Rep.  [143]  349 
Marriage  Law  Amending,  Com.  [14s]  335 
Marriage  Law,  English  and  Scotch,  [141]  1383 
Peace,  Treaty  o(  Addresa  moved,  [141]  3018 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140]  605,  Oil 
St.  Jameses  Park,  [141]  766 
Slave    Trade— Braail,    Addreif  moved,  [143] 
1078 

Aberdeen  CoUegee  BiUf 
c.  IR.*  [143]  1*24 

Aberdeen,  University  of, 
€,  Question  (Mr.  Thomp«on)»  [142]  1494  ;  (Mr. 
U.  BaiUie),  1679 

Abingdon,  Earl  of 
Addreaa  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  13 

Abikoeb,  Lord 

Agricultural  Statistics,  SR.  [141]  633 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140]  905,  906 

Abjuration,  Oath  of.  Bill, 

e.  Question  (Sir  F.  Thesiger),  [140]  1220 
Leave,  1288;  1R.<»1289; 
3R.  [141]  703 ;  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thesiger), 
731,  [0.  q.  A.  230,  N.  195,  M.  35]  756  ; 

VOL.  CXLIIL    [thibd  series.]   [wn*. 


Abjuralian,  Oath  of,  Bill^eont, 

Question  (Sir  F.  Thesiger).  1909  s 

Com.  cl.  1,  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thesiger),  [142] 

595 ;  Amend,  neg.  599  ; 
cl.  3,  Amend.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  599  ; 
add.  el.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  605; 
dR.  1165,  Amosd.  (Sir  F.  Thesiger),  1183, 

[p.  q.  A.  159,  N.  110,  M.  49]  1197 
I  IR.*  [14a]  1219; 
SR.  1772 :   Amend.  (Earl  SUohopo),  1796, 

[0.  q.  Content  78,  Not  Content  110,  M.  32] 

1805 

Abjuration,  Oath  0/,  Amendment  Bill, 
I  IR.  [141]  1667; 
3R.  1896  : 
Com.  2050 ;  Amend.  (Lord  Lyndhunt),  2063 ; 

Amend,  neg.  2064 ; 
Bill  withdrawn,  [143]  4 

Aeceitoriest  Ac,   Offencei  of  a  Publio 

Nature,  Billg 
I.  IR.  [143]  1080 

AoLAND,  Sir  T.  D.,  Devonihire,  N. 
Army  Estimates,  [142]  1719 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com. 

el.  1,  [141]  1793 
Supply— St.  James's  Park,  [14a]  1569 

Adair,  Colonel  R.  A.  S.,  Cambridge, 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  1755;  [141]  194 
3  D  l^ont. 


ADA 


ADV 


AoAiB,  Colonei  B.  A.  S..  c<mtinu€d. 

Army,  SaIo  of  Commissions  in  the.  Com.  mored 
for,  [140]  1830 

^*rio"^**  University  and  Town,  2R.  [140] 


{INDEX.  1856}  AFR  ALD 

Africa,    West   Coast  of,  Ckil  EstMish 

ments —  Supply, 
c.  [141]  1009 


Adderlkt,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Staffordshire,  N. 

Army  Estimates,  [14a]  1554 

Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1017 

Education,  Aational,  [140]  1987 ;  Com.  [141] 

Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el.  7, 

Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs).  Com.  cf.  2, 

[141]  1584  ;  el  5.  Amend.  1930 
Prisons,  Inspection  of,  [140]  383 
Reformatories,  Juvenile,  [140]  99 
Ref(^atory  SchooU,  Com.  add,d.  [142]  567, 

Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  13 

Supply—Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings. 

[i4«]  224 ;— Emigration,  1011 

Transportation,  Com.  moved  for.  Ti^il  418 
419,  420  »  L  ^  J  «*o, 

Turkish   Contingent— English  Officers,    [142] 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

I.  (EarlofGosford),5;    Her  Majesty's  Answer. 
[140]  89 

e.(lIon.  G.   Byng).   [140]  50;    Report,   100; 
Her  Majesty's  Answer,  181 

Advocate,  The  Lobd  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  Mon- 
creiflP),  Leith,  <tc. 
Aberdeen,  University  of,  [142]  1494,  1670 
Abjuration.  Oath  or,  2R.  [141]  731 
Army  Estimates,  [142]  1726 
Bankruptcy  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  22 
Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  577 

Commissioners  ofSupply  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  1 
Education  (Scotland),  Leare  [141]  663 
Housebreaking  in  Scotland,  [143]  118 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]   208.538, 
1002 

Kars,  Fall  of.  Resolution,  [141]  1684 
Marriage    Law  Amending,   2R.    [141]   2160; 

R«p-  [143]  MS 

Municipal   Reform  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  2t), 

Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  1686; 

[141]   632,  894,  896  ;    Com.   cL  9,  1991 ; 

Lords  Amends.  [143]  1172 
Partnerships  Amendment  (No.  2),  0)m.  [143] 

359 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  3R.  [143] 

Reformatory    Schools  (Scotland),    2R.    fi^il 
15,  16.  17  /•  L  -»  J 

Scotch  Universities,  [140]  2048 

Supply— Orange  River  Territory,  [142]  1052; 

— Mr.  Boyle's  Compensation,  1142 
Voters,  Registration  of,  (Scotland),  2R.  [142] 

400;  Com.  1660;  cl.  1,  1683;  cL  55, 1C84 

Advowsons  Bill, 
€.\K^  [140]  1790; 
2R.   [142]  466;  3R.»  [143]  113 

•^iR'*  [143]  229; 

2R.  491  ;  .^R .•  619 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  710 


Aggravated  Assaults  BUI, 
c.  Leave.  [141]  24;  1R:*28; 
2R.  [142]  165,  [A.  97,  N.  133,  It  38]  177 

AoNEW.  Sir  A.,  Wigtonshire 
Billeting  ('Scotland),  [141]  568 ;  [143]  1219 
Dissenters^  Marriages,  Com.  el,  4,  [141]  9*2 
Education  (Scotland),  Leave,  [141]  673 

Agricultural  SUstistics  Bill, 
/.  IR.*  [140]  1770; 

2R.  2207 ; 
[141]  Com.  445 : 

cl.  1,  Amend.  (Earl  of  Darby).  462,  [Cos. 

tent  18,  Not  Content  13,  M.  5]  463; 
cl,  2, 463 : 
el  7,  464 ; 
.      el  12,  465  ; 
.       3R.  629 ; 
c.  IR.*  [141]  870; 
2R.  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  Bentinck),  [141]  17!'. 
Adj.  Debate,  1770 ;  BiU  withdrawn.  1771 

Agricultural  Statistics — Siwph, 
e.  [142]  1109 

Albemarle,  Earl  of 

Currency,  Indian,  [141]  1248 

Dalhousie,  Marquess  of.  Pension  to,  ComcpM^ 

ence  moved  for,  [142]  211,  215 
India,  Government  of.  Com.  moved  ftr,  ri4i] 

313 
India,  Legislative  Council  of,  [143]  306 
India,  Torture  in.  Returns  moved  lor,  M 

1563  ;  Address  moved,  [141]  377,  3S3 
Indian*  Accounts,  Returns  moved  isr,  [14^] 

621,  625.  631 
^Madras,  Torture  in.  Res.  [141]  064, 999 
Maritime  Law,  International,  [142]  513 
Marriage  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [141]  l^U 
Nawab  of  Sunt  Tn^j,  2R,  [143]  893 
Piracy  in  the  Eastern  Archipelago,  [140J  911 

Alcock,  Mr.  T.,  Surrey,  E. 
Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  Rai.  M 

355 
Education,  National,  [140]  2009 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  [142]  395 
Supply— EducaUon,  PubUo,  [141]  585;  [14J]. 
1370 

Alder  shot  Camp  BUI, 
c.  IR.*  [140]  1218;  2R.*  [141]  149: 

Question  (Mr.  Macartney),  [141]  986; 

3R.*  [142]  1326 
/.  1R.»  [142]  1305 ;  2R.*  2048 ;  3R.*  [143]  *1® 

Royal  Assent,   [143]  1064 

Aldershot,  Constabulary  Police  atSi^ 

ply, 
c.  [142]  1030,  [A.  131,  N.  14,  M.  117]  IW* 

Aldershot,  Review  at, 
e.  Notice  (Viscount   Palmerston),  [143]  ^' 
Question  (Mr.  G. Vernon),  1032 
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Alien  Ad,  Tke-^ Colonel  Tiirr, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  [140]  00 

Anderson,  Sir  J,.  Stirling,  Ac. 

Hospiuls  (Dublin),  Com.  el.  9,  [143]  972 
Monioipal  Reform  (ScotlaQd),  SR.  [141J  21 

Annuitui  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [140]  1406; 

9R.1444;  dR.*  1C99 
I.    IR.*  [140]  1770;  2R*  1930  ;  3R.*  1980 
Royml  Aueot,  [140]  2033 

Annutttti  {No.  2)  Bill 
c,  1 R.*  [142]  550 ;  2R.*588;  3R.*  697 
I,   1 R.*  [142]  668  ;   2R.*  776 ;  3R.*  850 
Royal  Aisent,  [142]  949 

Annuitie9  Redemption^ 
€,  Com.  [143]  1151 


Annuitiet  Redemption  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [142]  1227;   2R.*  1326 
L   IR.*  [142]  1570;  2R.*1771 
3R.  [143]  11,229 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  383 


8R.*  1493 


•• 


Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords, 

I,  Cora,  moved  for  (Earl  of  Derby),  [140]  1448; 

Amend.  (Earl  Granville),  1465 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Bowyor),  [140]  2045 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  {House  of  lA>rds) 
BiU, 

142]  /.1R.*621  ; 
3R.*  780; 
Com.  809; 
cL  1,021; 
Rep.  950 ; 
3R.  1059  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Clanearty), 

1063,  [0.  9.  Content  44,  Not  Content  4, 

M.  40] 1081 ; 
That  the  Bill  do   pass,   1081 ;    Amend. 

(Lord St.  Leonards),  1083 ;  Amend,  neg. 

1084 
Protests,  1084,  1085 
142]  c.  1R.*1161; 

Question  (Mr.  R.  Currte),  2075 ;  Obser- 
vations (Lord  J.  Russell),  2096 ; 
2R.   407;    Amend.   Mr.  Bowycr),  428, 

[o,q,  A.  101,  N.  142,  M.  40]  485; 
•        Observations  (Lord  J.  Russell),  509  ; 

Com.  Res.  (Chancellor  of  the  Ezcheqaer), 

539; 
Rep.  553 ; 
Com.    Amend.    (Mr.    R.   Currie),     583, 

[0.  q.  A.  133,  N.  155,  M.  22]  613 

A RCHDALL,  Captain  M.  £.,  Fermanagh  Co. 
"  Enropa,"  The,  Loss  of  the,  [143]  1114 

Archer,  MisSn  Assault  on, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Peacock),  [142]  327 

Arctic  Expeditions, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Wrottesley),  [143]   1008 
c.  Question  (Adm.  Walcott),  [140]  451  ;    (Mr. 
W.  Drown),  [143]  401 


M3] 


Argyll,  Duke  of  (PoBtmaster  Genera') 
Appellate  Jurisdietion,  Com.  [142]  911 
Australia,  Postal  Communication  with,  [141] 

550,  1689 
Bank  Charter  Aot,   Commission    moved  for, 

[141]  561.  562,  563 
Coorg.  the  Raiah  of,  [143]  1006 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Com.  [142] 

1983 
East    India    Company — ^Voluntary  Payments, 

.      [H3]  7 
Huntingdon,  Postmaster  at,  [141]  1046 
India^Case  of  Pertaub  Singh  and'Bisheu  Singh, 

[143]  623 
Lodia — Land  Tax,  Returns  moved  for,  [143] 

1422 
India,  Torture  in,  Address  moved,  [141]  382, 

383,  1145 
Indian  Finance,  Papert  moved  for,  [141]  636, 

637 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  2 R.  [142]  1485  ;  Com. 

1892 
Limited  Liability,  Returns  moved  for,  [141] 

136 
Madras,  Torture  in,  Res.  Amend.  [141]  975 
Mail  Service,  Irish,  [141]  1591 
Maritime  Law,  International,  [142]  516,  527 
Nawab  of  Sunt  Ti-eaty,  2R.  [143]  3S3,  384, 

388 
Oude  Treaty,  [141]  775,  776,  777 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  Com.  el.  12,  [143] ' 

730;   el.  14.  733;   3R.   1025,  1026;  Com- 

mons  Amends.  1352 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [141]  2027 
Peerages  for  Life.  [140]  375;  Com.  1188 
Portraits,  National,  Gallery  of,  [140]  1786 
Reformatory    and    Industrial    Schools,    Com. 

[143]  1824 
Steam  Communication  between  Holyhead  and 

Kingstown,  [143]  1008 
Ticket-of- Leave  .System,  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]   1404;    Address  moved,  [141]   1147, 

1174;  [142]  255,257 

Armistice,  The — Cargoes  to  Russian  Ports, 
e.  Question  (Idr.  J.  C.  Ewart),  [140]  717 

Army, 

Administration  of,  L  Papers  moved  for  (Earl 

of  Derby),  [140]  1023 ;  Motion  withdrawn, 

1048 
Barrack  Aeeommodation,   c.    Question   (Col. 

Lindsay)  [140]  2103 
Billeting  {ScoWxnd),  e.  Motion  (Mr.  Cowan) 

[141]  566,   [A.  139.  N.  116,  M.  23],  585; 

Question  (Sir  A.  Aguew)  [143]  1219 
Cavalry  and  Artillenf  Horses  in  the  Crimea, 

I.    Question   (Earl  of  Malmesbury),  [141] 

772 
Chaplains,  c.  Question   (Sir  De   L.   Evans), 

[141]  878 
Command   in  Chief,    I,    Question  (Duke    of 

Somerset)  [143]  812 
Commissions,  Candidates  for,  e.  Question  (Mr. 

J.  A.  Smith).  [142]  258 
Commissions  of  Deceased  Officers,  e.  Address 

moved  (Mr.  Grogan),  [142]  1513;   Motion 

withdrawn,   1518  ;  Address  moved  (CoL  B. 

Knox),  1629,  [A.  39,  N.  81.  M.  42]  1533 
Commissions,  Sale  of,e.  Question  (Mr.  Bland), 

[140]   717;   Com.   moved  for  (Sir  De    L. 

Kvan8\  1701 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1850 
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CommusioM    without  Purefuue,  e.  Question 

(Mr.  BUnd),  [140]  717 
Disbanding  of  the,  e.  Qaestiou  (Lord  R.  Gros- 

venor).  [141]  3036 
J>owbiQgin,  Major,   Case  of,  c,  Quettion  (Sir 

De  L.  EraQs).  [140]  2109 
Education  of  Oficert,  e.  Statement  (Mr.  S. 

Herbert),  [143]  980 
Engineers,  Promotion  inihet  «•  Question  (Gapt. 

L.  Vernon),   [143]  271;  —  in   the  Crimea, 

Obserrations  (Capt.  L.  Vernon),  646 
EnliHment,   Foreign  (Prussia),   e.   Question 
'   (Mr.  Baillie),  [140]  383 
Estimates,  e,  [140]  1221.  1250,  1726,  205i ; 

[141]  185 :  Amend.  (Mr.  Layard),  195,  [A. 

9,  N.82,M.7d]  200;  Amend.  (Mr.Spooner), 

204.  [A.  15,  N,  89.  M.  74]  208  ;  [143]  1533, 

1691 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  E.EUioe),  1718,  [A.  69, 

N.  160.  M.  91]  1726 
Ti€ld  AUowanees,  c.   Question  (Col.  Dunne), 

[141]  1926 
Foreign    Troops   in  the  English  Service,  c. 

Question   (Mr.  Otway).    [141]    565;   (Col. 

Dunoe),  1048 
Good-conduct  Pay  of  Sergeants,  e.  Question 

(Mr.  Pellatt).  [143]  1031 
Guards,  Entry  of  the,  into  London,  c.  Question 

(Mr.  Noel),   [142]   2073;    (Sir  J.Shelley), 

[143]  265 
Guards'  Memorial,    The,  c.  Question  (Visct. 

Goderich),    [140]   90 ;    (Major    Sibthorp), 

[142]  1228 
Guards,  Reduction  of  the,  c.  Question,  (Sir  J. 

Fergusson),  [143]  862 
Harness,  Col.,  Case  of,  c. -Question  (Capt  L. 

Vernon),  [141]  217 ;  Papers  moTed  for,  658 ; 

Motion  withdrawn,  663 
Indian  Army,  e.  Question  (Col.  North),  [143] 

1425 
Land  Transport  Corps,  e.  Question  (Mr.  M. 

Chambers),  ri43]  1032 
Lieutenant  Colonels  in  the,  c.  Address  moved 

(Col.  Lindsay),  [143]   524 1  House  counted 

out,  ib. 
Medals  for  the  Army  in  the  East,  e.  Question 

(Major  Sibthorp).  [141]  639;  (Col.  Lindsay), 

1048  ;  (CoL  North),  [143]  1496 
Medical  Department,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Stafford), 

[141]  109 
Military  Rewards,  e.  Question  (Mr.  0.  Stanley), 

[141]  1530 
Prise  Money,  e.  Question  (Col.  Dunne),  [143] 

269 
Reduction   of    Oficers,    c.    Question     (Lord 

Hotham),   [142J   1735;    (Sir   J.  Graham), 

[143]  734 
Rcptlations,  e.  Question  (Sir  S.  Korthcoto), 

[142]  1407 
Sandhurst  Military  College,  c.  Question  (Col. 

North).  [142]  588;  Education  at.  Question 

(Mr.  Rich),  [143]  268 
Scienti/c  Corps,  c.  Observations  (Capt.  L.  Ver. 

non),  [141]  1444 
Sehoitopol  Clasp,  c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Faking- 

ton),  [141]  1182;  (Mr.  H.  Baillie),  1325 
Staffs  The,  e.  Question  fCapt.  L.  Vernon),  [141] 

1394;    Res.  (Capt.  L.  Vernon),  [142]  776; 

House  counted  out,  16. ;  Res.  (Capt.  L.  Ver- 
non), 1687;    Motion  neg.   1691;    Question 

(Col.  Lindsay),  1992,  [143]  678 ;    Obscrva- 

linns  (Col,  North),  [142]  2084— see  Militia, 

Tftc 


Army    continued* 

Snroecns,  Acting  Assistant  Army,  e.  Qnestioo 

(Major  Reed).  [143]  1037 
Vote  of  Thanks, L  (Lord  PanmureX  [142]  162 
c.  (Visct.  Palmerston)^  [142]  216 
nest  Indies,  Troops  in  the,  c.  Question  (Mr. 
Scholefield).  [143]  320— aee  Aldershot  Camp 
— Crimea^  The— Crimean  Commistiam — Fo- 
reign Legion,.  The — German  Legion^  The — 
Italian  Legion  The — MiUtia — Russia,  War 
with 

Army  Works  Carps. 
€.  Question  (Sir  J.  Shelley),  [143]  1495 

Ascension  Day,  Observance  of, 
e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington)*   [141]    1706; 
Motion  (Mr.Hayter),  1786 

Assessed  Taxes  Acts, 
e.  Com.   Res.  (Chancellor  of  the  Ezeheqoer^ 

[143]  «39 

Assistant  Jud^e-^ Middlesex  Sessions^ 

c.  Question  (Lord  Hotham)i  [14J]  268 

Atherton,  Mr.  W.,  Durham  Cfity 
Charitable  Uses,  Com.  d.  2,  [140]  973;  SE. 

1425 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

401 
Indian  Law  Commission,  [141]  1394 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  ^.  29,  [14a]  643 ; 

c/.  37.  644 
Scientific  and  Literary  Soeieties,  Com.  [143]  2^ 
Wills  and  Administration,  Com.  [143]  299 

Attobnet  General,  The  (Sir  A.  E.  Cock- 
burn),  Southampton 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R..  [143]  407 
Church  Rates  Ab<^Uon  (No.  2),  2R.  [140] 

1910 
County  Courts*  Acts  Amendment  Codl  [143] 

690 ;  cl.  5,  693  ;   el,  20, 694,  695.  696  ;  cL 

21.   606  ;   3R.  add.  cl.  1202.   1203,  1205, 

1206 
Criminal  Appropriation  of  Trust  Property,  [143] 

1113 
Drafts  on  Bankers,  2a.  [141]  440 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  el.  2,  ti4>]  ^^>  ^1 
Hinds,  Miss.  Murder  of,  [142]  263 
Judicial  Bendi  (Ireland),  Returns  moTed  Ibr. 

[140]  790.  793,  794 
Ears,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1658. 1680 
Married  Women's  Reversionary  Interest,  [141" 

44^,  443 
Married  Women,  RtghUof,  [142]  1277 
Metropolis  Local  Mana^ment  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [140],  1859,  2039 ;  Com.  2094 ;  [141] 

473 
Offences.  Trial  of.  Com.  rl.  [140]  2195.2199 
PaKnerships  Amendment  (So,  3),  Com.  cL  3, 

[143]  370 
Sadleir,  James.  Expulsion  of,  [143I  1404 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the.  Leave,  [140J 

743 
Statutes  at  Large,  [140]  993,  999 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  [142]  862, 8C5, 

864 
Truft  Property,   Criminal   Approprittioo   cC 

Leave,  [141]  432,  433,  434 
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United  SUtes,  ReUtion  with  the,  [14,^]  40, 

48 
Vestries,  Metropolitan,  [141]  43 
WiUs  and  Administration,  2a.  [14a]  3015 

Audit  of  Public  Aceotmts — Supply, 
e,  [141]  ^5  ;  Obsenrationi  (Mr.  Bowyer),  001 

Australia,  Steam  Postal  Oommunieation 
icith, 
I.  Obtervfttions  (Earlof  Hard^icke),  [141]  547; 
[143]  1^78;   (Earl  of  EUenborough   [141] 
1688 
tf.  Question  (Mr.  Baxter),  [140]   716;   (Sir  J. 
Pakinsrton),  [141]  378 ;   [14a]  1987;  (Mr. 
£.  Denison),  LmO  H79 ;  (Mr.  Macartney), 
[142]  553,  1330:  (LordNaas).  1406;  (Mr. 
T.  Chambers),  1685  ;    (Mr.  U.  G.  Langion), 
[143]  1425 

Australian  Expedition — Supply ^ 
e.  [143]  1050 

Batllib,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Invemess-shire 

Aberdeen,  University  of,  [142]  1670 

Bank  Charter  Act,  [140]  080 

China  Seas,  Operations  in  the,  [140]  453,  718 

Enlistment,  Foreign  (Prussia),  [140]  383 

Estimates,  Appropriation  of  the,  [141]  181 

Monetary  System,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1508 

Navy  Estimates,  [140]  555,  574,  575 

Sandhurst,  Kdacation  at.  [143]  273 

Sebastopol  Clasp,  [141]  1335 

Supply — R4>yal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings, 

[141]  236 ; — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds, 

Ac.  337,  339  ;— New  Houses  of  Parliament, 

240 
United  SUtes-^The  Enlistment,   [141]   999, 

1001 ;— Relations  with  the,  [142]  1163, 1404, 

1405,  1660;  [143]  83,08,366 
Voters,  Registration  of,  (Scotland),  Com.  [142] 

1683 
War  Office,  The  New,  [141]  466 

Baikes,  Rt.  Hon.  M.  T.  (Chancellor  of  the 
Duclij  of  Lancaster),  Leeds 
Bleaching,  Ao.  Works  (No.  3),  3R.  [143]  331 
Charities,  3R.  [143]  965;  Com.  c/.  1,  1060, 

1061 
Health,  Public,  Com.  [143]  501 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of.  [142]  386 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]  308 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el,  7> 

[141]  1106,  1107;  [142]  476,  477 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  640 
Offences,  TriiA  of,  3R.  [140]  1768,  1769 ;  Com. 

cl,  1, 2197 
Pauper,  Scotch  and  Irish,  Removal,  T^eave, 

[141]  313 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  el,  1, 

[141]  1576 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add.  cl.  [142]  568 
Session,  Review  of  the,  Returns  moved  for, 

[143]  H76 
Shipping,  Local  Does  on.  3R.  [140]  1381 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the,  Leave,  [140] 

753 
Supply — Charity   Commission,    [142]    859;^- 

Statnto  Law  Commission,  807 
Transportation,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  431 


Ball,  Mr.  B.,  Cambridgeshire 

Agricultural  Statistics.  3R.  [142]  1737 
Army  Estimates,  [14a]  1700 
British  Mnseum — Sunday  Opening,  [140]  1119 
Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  Res.  [142] 

358 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (No.  1),  Leave,  [140] 

257 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [143] 

689 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  c/.4,  [142]  943, 

945 
Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  930 
Education,  Vice  President   of  Committee  of 

Council  on.  Com..  cL\,  [143]   1059 
Fire  Insurances,  3  R.  [141]   1380 
German  Legion,  The,  [143]   1110 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  351 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  (foou  el.  3, 

[143]  867 
Railway  Legislation,  [140]  1958 
Supply^Education,  [142]  1374 

Ballot,  The, 
e.  Leave,  [i42]  430,  [A.  Ill, N.  151,  M.  40]  450 

Baltic^  Operations  in  the, 
e.  Com.  movpd  for,  (Sir  C.  Napier),  [141]  48 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  119 

Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays, 
e.  Question    (Marquess    of   Blandford),    [141] 
1702;  (Lord  R.  Grosvenor),  1011;  (Mr.  T. 
Chambers,  [142]  359;  (Mr.  Otway),  335;— 
see  Scotch  Membert  and  the  Oovemment 

Bakgor,  Bishop  of 
Church  Discipline,  3R.  [141]  1390 

Bankes,  Rt.  Hon.  G.,  Dorsetshire 

Business,  Public,  [140]  3044 

Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  3R.  [140] 

1443 
Officers  of  the  House,  [140]  836 

Bank  Charter  Act, 

I.  Commission  moved  for  (Earl  of  Eglinton), 
[141]  551 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  564 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Glyn),  [140]  322;  (Mr.  II. 
Baillie),  980;  Observations  (Mr.  Malins), 
[142]  276 ;  Question  (Mr.  Tite),  [143]  1040 

Bank  Frauds, 
c.  Qnestion  (Mr.  Roebuck),  [143]  1034 

Bank  of  England, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Olivetra),  [140]  1406 

Bankers^  Compositions  Bill, 

e.  IR.*  [14O  «84; 
2R.  1044;  3 R.*  1703 

f.  IR.*   [141]   1906;    3R.»  [142]  310;    3R.* 

481 
Royal  Assent,  [142]  049 

Bankruptcy  [Scotland]  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  [140]  1406; 

3R.  [141]  33;  3R.*  1334 
I.  IR.*  [141]  1587; 

2R.  [142]  263  ;  3R.*  [143]  1 
Roral  Assent,  [143]  HOI 
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BAI 


Bankruptcy  and  Intolvency  (Ireland)  Bill, 

e.\K.*  [140]  1«74; 

211.  Amend.  (Mr.  BCmwUi^),  [143]  S157; 
Amend,  neg.  2168 

Barivo,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  F.  T.,  Portmautk 

Army  Estimatei,  [141]  100 

Audit  of  Publio  Aoooanto,  [141]  698 

Bodgvi,  The^FiunoUI  Stotement,  Ret.  [142] 

372 
CiTil  Serrioe    Superannnation,  Leave,    [140] 

888 ;  Com.  [143]   1048 
Coast  Gaard  Service,  2R.  [143]  856 
Consolidated  Fund  AppropriatioD,  Com.   [143] 

650  ;  eL  SO,  663 
Estioiatei,  Appropriation  of  the,  [141]  I8i 
Moneys,  Publio,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  1460, 

1466 
Naval  Administration,  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 

441 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  670,  630  ;  [143]  1446, 

1467 
Pensions,  HerediUry,  [141]  1237,  1342 
Perth  and  Melfort's,  Earl  of,  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1310 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  2R.    (140] 
602;  Com.  eL  7,  [141]  1034  ;  el.  10,  1038; 
el.  11,  1943 ;  cl.  6,  [142]  204.  304 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]  682 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1331 
Supply  —  Superannuation    Allowances,    [141] 
1033,     1037,    1030; --(reneral    Board    of 
Health,   1370,  1372  :— (Tharity  Commission, 
[142]   862 ;-— Bounties  on   Slaves,    1027  :~ 
Constabulary  Police  at  Alderohot,   1034: — 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  1042,  1043,  1046  ; 
— Treasury   Commibsariat    Chest    Transac- 
tions, 11  OS; — Civil  Contingencies,   Amend. 
132S.  1330 
Ways  and  Means,  [143]  406 

• 

Baring,  Mr.  H.,  Marlhyrough 
Legion  of  Honour,  [142]  2076 

Baring,  Mr.  T.,  Huntingdon 
Appropriation  Act.  [140]  2104 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  cL  6,  [142]  636, 

637 
Mercantile  Law   Amendment,  2R.  [143]  800, 

810 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  477 
Partnership,   Amendment  (No.  2),   2R..  [142] 

660  ;  Com.  [143]  344  ;  3R.  d.  3,  806 
Supply— National  Gallery,  [141]  614,  616 

Barnes,  Mr.  T.,  Bolton 

Education,  National,  [14^  2006;  Com.  [141] 

866,  060 
Supply  —  Education  (Ireland),  [141]  636; — 

Nonconforming,    die,    Ministers     (Ireland), 

Amend.  1246,  1247; — Education,  Amend. 

[142]  1360 

Barrington,  Viscount,  Berkshire 
German  Legion,  The,  [143]  1110 

Barrow,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Nottinghamshire,  S, 
Aggravated   Assaults,   Leave,  [141]   27  :  2R. 

Lm2]  174 


Bannoir,  Mr.  W.  B.^^-ewUmed. 

Charities,  3R.  [143]  066 

Dwellings    for    Labonring   Clataei  (Inlud\ 

Com.  el.  3,  [141]  1704,  1795 
Estates,  Lease  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Coi&.«U. 

cL  [143]  1063 
Factories,  2R.  [141]  444;  Com.  0(.l,-i4i- 

662 
Health,  Public,  Com.' [143]  609 
Justioes  of  the  Peace  Qaaiifieation,  Om.  d. 

11.  [142]  470 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  836,  340.  lii 

361 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Cea.  flL  I 

[143]  368 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  mve,  [i^t, 

244  ;  2R.  2184  :    Com.  d.  2.  [141]  l^i 

ci.  6,  [142]  306;  add.  el.  300 
Poor  l^w  Amendment,  Leave,  [141]  437 
Poor  Jaw  Amendment  (No.  2),  IR.  [142]  61^ 

[143]  263 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add,  d.  [142.  S6« 
Soientifte   and  literary  Societies,  Com.  d. !, 

[14.?]  220 
Supply— Roval  Parks,   Pleasore  Grounds.  Ac. 

[141]   232.  236,  239;  — PoUie  Edocatin. 

625  ;  — Education  (Ireland),  537,543:- 

General  Board  of  Health,  1349, 1873  ,-Sl 

James's  Park,  [142]  1660 
Vaccination,  2R.  [141]  23,  276 

Bass.  Mr.  M.  T..  Derby 

Business  of  the  House,  [140]  253 
Co'inty  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [uy 

602 ;  el.  20,  605 
Justices  of  the  Peace  QualificatioD,  2R.  -JiP, 

1442;  Com.  el.  7,  [141]  1112 
Naval  Administration,   Com.  moved  for,  ^if. 

440,  442 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Cool  [i43> 

343 
Shipping,    Local  Charges  on,  AppomUDOt  s 

Com.  [141]  600 
Supply,  [140]  1670 

Bath,  Marqaess  of 

Agricultural  Statistics,  Com.  el.  1,  [141]  ^'' 

cl.  7.  466 
Burial-Ground,  Blandford.  [142]  074,  9T5 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [140]  913 

Battersea  Park — Supply, 
c.  [142]  1036 

Baxter,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Montrose,  ^c. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  ^l  , 
Australia,   Steiun  Communication  with,  J43. 

716 
Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  600 
Bleaching,  dus.,  Works,  Leave,  [140]  ^^^    . 
Bleaching,  Ac.,   Works,  (No.  2),   «R.  L«43- 

210 
BritishMnseum— Sunday  Opening,  [140]  ^^^ 
Education  (Scotland),  Leave,  [141]  66S 
Fire  Insurances.  2R.  [141]  1376  ;  Com.  iH-. 

387  ;  el.  2,  306,  306 
.  Municipal  Reform  (SooUand),  2  R  [141]  ^}  ^, 
Partnership  Amendment   (No.  2),  2H.  [Ul 

668 
United  SUtcs,  Relations  vrith  the,  [lAh  l^ 


FAT 


BER 


S<nf  Itlandt^  Colony  of^ 
«.  Question  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  [140]  .2112 


Beamish,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Cork 

Dnbltn  MetropoUUn  Police,  2R.  [145]   117 
Lonatio  Asylums  ( Ireland),  (No.  2),  Com.  d.  8, 

[142]  1762  ;   eh  4,  1765 
Shipping,    Local  Charges  on,  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]   868 

Beatson,  General, 

c.  Address  moved  (Col.  Danne],  [143]  936  ; 
Motion  neg.  939 ;  Observations  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck), 973;  Motion  (Mr.  Roebuck ).  1238, 
[A.  33,  N.  71,  M.  48]  1265  ;  Question  (Mr. 
Roebuck),  1489,  1497 

Beauchahp,  Earl 
Crimean  Board  of  Inquir/,  Address  moved, 
[143]  1022 

Belgium,  Mission  to, 
€.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  [143]  1386 

Bell,  Mr.  J.,  Ouild/ord 
Postage  Labels,  Com.  moved  for,  [143]  1296 
Supply — British  Museum,  [141]  1364 

Bellew,  Captain  T.  A.,  Oalway  Co, 
Commissions    of  Deceased    Officers,   Address 

moved,  [142]   1531 
Evictions    (Ireland)— Case    of,    Mr.   Pollok, 

Com.  moved  for,  [141]  1712 ;  [143]  706 
Maynooth  College,  2R.  [143]  1960 
Supply — Emigration,    [141]    1013  ; — Consular 

Establishments,    1028i-~General  Board  of 

Health,  1369 
United  Sutes,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  40 

Bevtixck,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolk,  W. 

Aggravated  Assaults,  2R.  [143]   173 
Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  adj.  moved,  [143] 

1727,  1728,  1770 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  2R.  [140]  969 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  d.  72 

(E).  [143]  706 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1613 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1378 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  Amend.  [140] 

1699 
Kav/  Estimates,  [140]  556,  575 ;  [143]  1429, 

1446 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [143]  67 
Police    (Counties  and  Boroughs),  2R.  (140] 

696.  2160;  Com.  cl.  1,  [141]  1579,  1583; 

d,  7, 1933 ;  el,  6,  [143]  296,  301 ;  add.  ei, 

607,  610 
Proisian  Neutrality,  [140]  105 
United  States,  Relations  with  the.  Adj.  moTod, 

[143]  202 

Berkelbt,    Rear    Adm.    Rt.    Hon.    Sir 
M.  F.  F.  (Lord  of  the  Admiralty), 
Gloucester 
Baltic,  Operations  in  the.  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  102 
Crimea,  Return  of  Troops  from  the,  [143] 

1097 
Napier,  Sir  C,  at  Acre,  [141]  50 7|  500 

[cent, 

L 


{INDEX,  1856 }  3ER  BIG 

BsBKKLXT,  Rear  Adm.  Sir  M.  F.  E. — eont. 

Naval  Administration,  0)m.  moved  for,  [140] 

437 
Naval  Officers,  [143]  523 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  561,  562 ;  [143]  1444 


Berkeley,  Hon,  F.  H.  F.,  Bristol 

Ballot,  The,  Leave,  [143]  430,  449 

Cape  of  Good  Hope — Postal  Communication, 

[14.?]  1220 
Corrupt  Practices  Prevention,  Com.  Amend. 

[143]  <>77.  989,  990 
Elections,  Corrupt  Practices  at.  [140]  383 
Graveyards,  Metropolitan.  [140]  523 
Poor   Law  Amendment  (No.   2),  2R.    [143] 

2042 

Bermudas —  Supply, 

e,  [141]  1001 

Bernard,  Viscount,  Bandon 

Army  Estimates,  [143]  1706 

Dwellings    for    Labouring    Classes    (Ireland), 

Com.  [141]  1789 
Education  (Ireland),   Res.  Adj.  moved,  [143] 

1882 
Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1060 
Militia  and  the  Foreign  Legions,  [142]  801 
Ministers' Money  (Ireland),  2 R.  [141]  1117 
Navy  Estimates,  [143]  1456 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  1574 
Postal    Communication    with   Bandon,   [141] 

2030 

BERKERfif!  Lord 
Agricultural  Statistics,  Com.  [141]  453;  el,  1, 

463 :  el  2,  464 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  9 
Grand  Juries,  2R.  [143]  1967 
Paupers,   Settlement  and  Removal  of,   [140] 

217,  218 
Tioket-of-Leave  System,  [143]  255 

Bessborough,  Earl  of 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  778, 
780 

Bethell,  Sir  R.9  see  SouciTon  Genbiul, 
The 

BihU,  Authorised  Version  of  ike 
e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Heywood),  [143]  1221 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1226 

Bioos,  Mr.  W.,  Newport  {Isle  of  Wight) 

Aggravated  AssaulU,  2R.  [143]  172 
•  Education,  National,  [140]  2007 
Executions,  Public,  [141]  278 
Members'  Speeches,  [143]  1232 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  260,  482 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2)  Com.  [143] 

339;  3R.  d,  3,  [143]  902 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),2R.  [140]  607; 

Com.  el.  7  [141]  1932  ;  add.  el,  [143]  613 
Reformatories    for    Penitent   Females,  Com. 

moved  for,  [143]  934 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  ^. 

[J41]    237;  — Mixed    Commissions,   1013, 

1014 
Turkey,  Slavery  in,  [140]  1575 


BIG 
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BiGXOLD,  Sir  S.,  Norwich 
Corruiit  Prmeiioet  Pr»T6iitioii«  Com.  [143]  090 
Fire  Insiiraiices,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  33i; 

2R.  1379  :  Com.  [142]  388 
Folioe  (Coantiet  and  Boroagfai),  2E.    [140] 

69«;  Com.d,':,  [141]  1934 

Billeting  (Scotland), 
€.  Motion  (Mr.  Cowan),   [14 1]  566,  [A.  116,  N. 
139,  M.  23]  585  ;   Question  (Sir  A.  Agaew), 

[143]  121» 

Billi,  JPublie  and  Private 
c  QvestioB  (Mr.  Bradj),  [143]  1406 

<*  Birkenhead,**  Loss  of  the, 

e,  Question  (Mr.  Gordon),  [143]  1038 

Black.  Mr.  A.,  Edinburgh 

Bishops  (Scotland),  [143]  U85 
Edaoation  (Scotland),  LeaTe,  [141]  670 
Fireworks   (Dublin  and  Edinburgh),  Address 

moved,  [141]  1468 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

2R.  [143]  1298 
Maynooth  College,  Com.  Amend.  [141]  1063 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  343 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[140]  1009;  2R.  [i4n]  1115 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [14a]  890  ; 

3R.  [143]  373;  Lords  Amends.,  1175 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add.  el.  [142]  571 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.»[i4i]  14 
Supply — Nonconforming,  Ac.,  Ministers    (Ire- 
land).   [141]    1243: —  Board  of  Fisheries 

(Scotland),  [14a]  882 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  [142] 

1682 

Black  Sea,  Buuian  Forte  on  the, 

e.  Question  (Lord  J.  Manners),  [141]  1908  ; — 
Russian  Ships  in  the,  Question  (Lord  W. 
Graham),  1910 

BliACKBURir,  Mr.  P.,  Stirlingshire 

Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  576 

Education  (Scotland),  Leave,  [141]  673 

Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  1586  ; 
[143]  892 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  3R.  Amend. 
[143]  810 

Public  Works,  Com.  Amend.  [141]  623  ;  d.  3, 
626 

Supply — Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings, 
[141]  223,  226 ;— Buckingham  Palace,  228  ; 
— Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac,  230, 
237;— Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  248;— 
Foreign  OiBce,  251  ; — Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  254  ;— Public  Works  (Ireland),  255 ; 
—Report,  333  ; — Education  (Ireland),  525, 
527,  541 ;— Royal  Society,  Amend.  620, 622  ; 
— Superannuation  Allowances,  1037,  1038 ; 
—Hospitals  (Ireland),  1043 ; — General  Board 
of  Health,  1360,  1373  ;— Temporary  Com- 
missions, Amend.  [142]  880; — Board  of 
Fisheries  (Scotland),  882 ;— CivU  Contin- 
gencies, 1336 

Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  2R.  [142] 
400 ;  Com.  1080 


•  Blakemore,  Mr.  T.  W.  B.,  Uerefordehirt 
'     Death,  Punishment  of^  Com.  moved  lor,  [142' 
1249 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  585,  586 

Bland,  Mr.  L.  H..  King's  Co. 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition).  2R.  [140]  944 

Commissions  without  Purchase,  [140]  717 

Joint  -  Stock  Companies*  Winding-up  Aea 
Amendment,  2R.  [142]  1151 

J^natio  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  cL  Z, 
[i4«]  1761 

Maynooth  College,  2R.  [143]  1950 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  139S 

Prisons  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  4,  116 

Blandpobd,  Marquess  of,  Woodetoek 

Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1703, 

1705,  1706,  1913 
Convict  Hulks,  [14a]  1409 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Com.  moved  far, 

[140]  976 
Episcopal  and  Capitolar  Estates,  Leave,  [140* 

181   182 
Ears,  FaU  of,  Res.  [141]  1785 
London  and  Durham,  Bishopa  o(  RetireoMst, 

[143]  1359 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  2R.  [140]  681.  687, 

688 ;  Com.  d.  2,  [142]  575  ;  cl.  4.  j5. ;  d.  23, 

[143]  554;  Lords  Amends.  1418 
Peace,  Celebration  of  the,  [141]  1541 
Plumstead,  Church  Accommodation  at,  [143] 

1103,  1107 
Suffragan  Bishops,  [142]  580 
Supply — St.  Jamej*k  Park,  [1423  1415 

Bleaching,  Ac,  Works  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [140]  1851 ;  IR.*  16. 

Bleaching,  Ac.  Works  (No.  2)  BOX^ 
c.  IR.*  [141]  1105; 

2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Kirk),  [143]  1053;  Adj.  0s 
^te,  [143]  210,  [0. 9.  A.  65,  N.  109,  M.  44 
224 

BoLDERO,  Col.  H.  G.,  Chippenham 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  1726, 1750,  1764,  1765, 

2060,  2063,  2009,  2070,  2073,  2083,  20^; 

[141]  208,209;  [142]  1715 
MorUrs,   Defective,    [140]  2194;  [141]   45. 

1339 
Naval  Administration,  Com,  moved  for,  [140^ 

435 
Supply — Science  and  Art  DepartmeDt^  Msri- 

borough  House  Removal,  [1423  1133; — Sl 

James's  Park,  1139 
Wellington  Monument,  The,  [1413  1241 

Bounties  on  Slaces,  dfc, — Supply, 

e.  [142]  1027 

BouvERiE,  Rt.  Hon.  E.  P.  (Chief  Cos- 
missioner   of   the  Poor  Law),  Eu- 
mamock,  Sc, 
Cambridge  University,  Leave,  [141 3  219;  C41B 
[142]  807 ;  el  4,  843*  844  ;  cl.  5,  845;  a- 
25, 847,  849 ;  el,  27,  1198,  1200, 1203. 1^'T 
1208, 1209 ;  el,  29,  t^.,  1210 ;  eL  30,  Ul'i 
el.  31,  1212;  d,  39,  1214;  6L  40,  l^y 
Rep.  add,  cl,   1740;   d.  27»   1744,  ITiS* 
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BooTiaxx,  Rt.  lion.  £.  P.— -«onf. 

c/.  44,  1750,  1755,  1758  ;  8R.  add.  el  2043 : 

Lords'  Amends.  [143]  1042,  1044 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  cL  II,  [14a]  048 
Dwellings   ibr   Labouring  Classes    (Ireland), 

Com.  el  2,  [141]  1704 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  [140]  1700 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  dom.  c/.  7, 

[141]  1100,  1112 
r.irishes.  Formation  of,  Com.  d,  25,  [143]  554 
Pauper,  Scotch  and  Irish,  Removal,   LeaTC, 

[141]  800 ;  2R.  [143]  2156 
Poor  Law,  The,  [140]  151 ;— Medical  Relief, 

1406 ;  [i4>]  1403 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Leave,  [141]  436, 438  ; 

2R.  [141]  614,  615 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),  IR.  [142]  616 ; 

2R.  2043 ;  [143]  256,  260 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  3R.  [143] 

811 
Poor,  Medical  Officers  for  the,  [142]  1403 
St.  Pancras  Workhouse,  [140]   1220,  2111; 

[142]  1228, 1230 
Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.    [143] 

224,  226,  220 
Tithe  Commutation  Rent-Charge,  Leave,  [140] 

1850  ;  2R.  [143]   154 

BowTEB,  Mr.  G.,  Dundalk 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  3R.  [142]  1182 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
[140]  2045;  2R.  Amend.  [143]  415,429 

Army  Estimates,  [141]  205 

Audit  of  Public  Accounts,  [141]  001,  703 

Conferences  at  Paris — Italy,  [141]  47 

County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [143] 
690 

Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  d,  4,  [142]  046  ; 
el  11,  947,  948 

Foschini,  Escape  of,  [142]  1733 

lUlian  Legion,  The,  [140J  1790 

Italy,  Af&drs  of— Addi-ess  moved,  [143]  782, 
799 

Maynooth  College,  2R.  [142]  1956, 1962  ;  Adj. 
moved,  1965 

Moneys,  Public,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  14C2 

Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [142]  50 

Pensions,  [143]  1424 

Prisons,  Management  of,  [141]  875 

Reformatory  Schools  (Scothind),  2R.  [141]  10 

Sardinian  Loan,  Com.  [142]  1889 

Statute  Law  Consolidation,  Address  moved, 
[141]  1468 

Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  &o, 
[141]  230,  231,  236  :~New  Houaes  of  Par- 
liament, 247 ; — Audit  of  Public  Accounts, 
255  ; — National  Gallery,  609  : — Embassies, 
dsc.  1028,  1030  ; — Superannuation  Allow- 
ances, 1040; — Royal  Society,  621  ; — General 
Board  of  Health,  1360  ;— Statute  Law  Com- 
mission, [142]  874; — Monument  at  Scutari, 
1051,  1052 

Tipperary  Bank,  [142]  1104 

Trust  Property,  Criminal  Appropriation  of. 
Leave,  [141]  433 

Wills  and  Administrations,  2R.  [142]  2041 

Bradt,  Mr.  J.,  Leiirim  ^ 

Army  Estimates,  [141]  206 
Bills,  Public  and  Private,  [142]   1406,  1407 
Coffee  Shops,  Night,  [141]  2030 

VOL.  CXLIII.    [innu)  series.]   [cent. 


Bbadt,  Mr.  J.-^conUnued, 

Dolly-  and  Leaving-Shops,  Suppression  of,  [141] 
.  1702,  2031 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com. 

[141]  1787;  e/.O,  1798 
Leitrim  Militia,  The,  [143]  1495 
Medical  Profession,  Leave,   [140]  503 ;   Com. 

[141]  343,  349 
Peace  Treaervation  (Ireland),  2R.  [142]   1392 
Spirit  Trade  (Irehind),  211.  [142]  1320,  1323 
Vaccination,  2R.  [141]  275 

Brcusilicm  Slave  Trade, 
I  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Malroesbury),  [143] 

1070 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Bramley  Moore),  [143]  1032 

Brbaoalbane,  Marquess  of 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  3R.  [143]  1027 

British  Embassy  Bouses  Abroad — Supply ^ 
^*  [143]  272 ;— see  Embatsy  Houses  Abroad 

British   Historical   Portrait    Galle^'y  — 

Supply, 
e.  [142]  lliS,  [A.  97,  N.  28,  M.  09]  1124 

British  Museum  Commission, 
0,  Question  (Mr.  Hey  wood),  [140]  1479 

British  Museum — Sunday  Opening, 

e.  Motion  (Sir  J.  AValmsley),  [140]  1053; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Pellatt),  1071  ;  Amend,  with. 
drawn,  1116.  [«i.  q,  A.  48,  N.  370,  M.  328] 
1118 ; — sec  Museums,  ^e. 

British  Museum — Supply, 
e.  [141]  600,  1344 

Brothertox,  Mr.  J.,  Salford 
Business  of  the  House,  [140]  245 
Death.  Punishment  of.  Com.  moved  for,  [142] 

1258 
Dissenters*  Marriages,  Com.  cl  4,  [142]  943 
Factories,  21v.  [141]  376;   Com.c/.  4,  [142] 

562 
Fisheries  (l[^land).  Com.  moved  for,    [142] 

1297 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  cl  l, 

[141]    1582 
Postage  Labels,  Com.  moved  for,  Adj.  moved, 

[142]  1296 
Supply — National  Vaccine  Establishment,  [141] 

1041 

Brodgham,  Lord 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
Com.  moved  for,  [140]   1454,1475 

Burial"  Grounds,  Unconsocrated,  [140]  808 

Chancery  Reform,  [142]   15 

County  Couru,  [140]  U7,  148;  [141]  122;— 
The  Optional  Clause,  1900 

County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [142]  7 

Crimean  Commission  Report — Board  of  In- 
quiry, [140]   1021 

Divorce  and  Slatrimonial  Causes,  211.  [142] 
419 

Dower — Copyliold  and  Customary  I«iw,  [140] 
705 
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Bbovobam,  Lord— ^mfftwerf. 

Ednoation,  Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Counoil  on,  2R.  [140]  823 
EsUtes,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  3R.  [140] 

216 
Exchequer  Bills  Funding,  2R.  [140]  1937     • 
Fermoy  Peerage,  [140I  703 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [142]   180 
•Judicial  Statistics,  [140]  1674;  Res.  [141]  S3 
Legal  Education,  [140]  1445 
Biarriage  Law  Amending,   IR.   [141]    1587; 

2R.  [143]  205:  Com.  322 
Marriage    Law,  English   and   Seotoh,     [141] 

1381,  1882 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  1 R.  [140]  1400 ; 

Com.  [141]  1693 ;  el  1, 1696 
Mercantile   Law  Amendment  (SooUand),  2R. 

[140]  2034 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  [141]  1591 
Peerages   for  Life,    [140]    376,  451;    Com; 

moTcd  for,  511 ;   Com.  598,  601,  602,  603, 

608,900,  901,  906,  909, 1140, 1176,  •1193; 

Report,  1304 
Portraits,  National,  Gallery  of,  [140]  1782 
Women,  Property  and  Earnings  of,  [141]  120 

Brouohton,  Lord 
Onde  Treaty,  The  [141]  777 

Brown,  Mr.  W.,  XancosMrf,  S, 

Arotie  Expeditions,  [143]  401 

Bleaching,  Ac.,  Works  (No.  2),   2R.    [143] 

224 
Hospitals  (Dablin),  Com.  el,  9,  Amend.  [143] 

972 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  el.  24,  Amend. 

[143]  640 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  810 
Partnership  Amendment  (No,  2),  2R.   [143] 

661  ;  3R.  cL  3,  [143]  808 
United  States,  Relations  with  the  [143]  14 

Bruoe,  Major  C.  L.  C,  Elgin  and  Nairn- 
shire 

BUIeting  (Scotland),  [141]  580,  589 

Judicial  Bench  (Ii^limd),  Returns  mored  for, 

[140]  772,  801 
Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1063 
Municipal  Reform  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  21 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [14a]  888 ; 

Com.  Amend.  1464 
Supply— Board  of  Fisheries  (Scotland),  [143] 

882 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  [143] 

1682 

BuccLEUCH,  Duke  of 

MUitu,  The,  [143]  625 

Parochial  Schools   ("Scotland),    Com.    eh  12, 

Amend.  [143]  730  ;  cl.  13,  Amend.  732,  733; 

SR.  1025, 1026  ;  Commons  Amends.  1353 

Buck,  Colonel  G.  S.,  Barnstaple 

Army  Estimates  [140]  1754;  [141]  192;  [143] 

1553,  1556 
Barrack  Accommodation  [140]  2193 
Edmonton  Militia  [140]  1579 
Marine  OfBcers  [143]  1402 
Militia  and  the  Foreign  Legions,  [143]  803 
Navy  EstimatoB,  [143]  1433 
Supply — Disembodied  Militia,  [143]  282 


Buck,  Mr.  L.  W.,  DewmMre^  N. 

Police  (Connties  and  Boroughs),  Leave,  [140] 
241 

Buckingham  Palace^  Supply, 

e,  [141]  228 

Budget,  The — Financial  Statement, 

e.  Question  (Mr.   Glyn),   [141]    1928  ;     Re». 
(Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  [143]  339 

BuLXEtST,  Sir  R.  B.  W.,  Anglesey 

Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac. 
[141]  337 

BuLLER,  Sir  J.  B.  Y.,  Dewmskire,  5. 

Agrioultund  Statistics.  2R.  [143]  1770 

Anny  Estimates  [143]  1559 

Supply— Disembodied  Sfilitia  [143]  389,  294 

BnNBURT,  Capt.  W.  B.  McC,  Carhw  C, 

Dwellings  for  Labouring  ClasMS  (Irehuid),  Cob. 
add,  el.  [142]  1663 

Bunhill  Fields  BuriaiUOnmnd^ 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Miall),  [140]  461 

Burial  Acts  Amendmenii  BUI, 

e.  1R.»  [14a]  631 ;  2R.»         ;  8R.* 
i.  IR.*  [143]  1966 ; 
2R.  Amend.  (Archbishop  of  CMiiw'Uuiy^  [140I 
110  ;  Bill  withdrawn.  111 

Bttrial-  Oround — Blan4ford, 

<.  Petition  (Earl  of  Shaftesbury),  [142]  9SS: 
Explanation  (Lord  Portman),  1219:— Gnai 
Tarrington,  Petition  (Earl  of  PortsoioatE]. 
2064 

Burial'Orounds, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Palk),  [143]  863 


km  <if—Sf^f. 


Burial'  Orounds, 

e.  [14a]  1034 


BuriaUChroundSt  Uncansecraied, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  [140]  806 

BuriaUOrounds  {Ireland)  BiUf 

e.  1R.»  [140]  150; 

2R.  493 ;  3R.*  [143]  1103 
I.  IR.*  [143]  1063 ;  2R,»  1176  ;  3R.»  1419 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Burlington  Bouse, 
c.  Question  (Hon.  P.L.  King),  [140]  151 

BuRBELL,  Sir  C.  M.,  New  Skoreham 

Beatson,  GFeneral,  [143]  1498 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  d.ll 
[143]  478 

Business  of  the  Bouse, 
I.  Res.  (Lord  Redesdale),   [140]   909;  '14^] 

245, 1400 :  [143]  1180 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Brotherton),  [140]  245,  ^A.  w ' 

N.  Ill,  M.61]  253  ;  Question  (Mr.  NenJcr. 

[141]  2035 ;  (Mr.  Uankey),  [143]  1^ 
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Business,  PubKot 

e.  Motion  (Viflooant  Palmonton),  [140]  2044 ; 
(Mr.  Dunlop),  [141]  178 ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Spooner),  176  ;  Motion  (Visot.  Palmerston), 
874;  Qnestion  (Mr.  Hadfleld),  [143]  976; 
Returns  mored  for  (Mr.  Disraeli},  1430 

BuTLERt  Mr.  G.  S.,  Tower  JUamlets 

Drainage,  Metropolitan,  [143]  780 

Jnitioes  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Oom.  el.  7» 

[14a]  476,  477 ;  el  11,  ib. ;  el.  14,  480 
Metropolla  Looal  Management  Act  Amendment,' 

(No.  a),  Lords'  Amends.,  Amend.  [143]  1416, 

1418 

Butt,  Mr.  0«  M.,  WeynunUh 

ChsBoerj,  Conrt  of  (Ireland),  (Inetimbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  2B.  [140]  056 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  (Jom.  «.  2,  [143]  940 ; 

eL  4,  941 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Lreland),  Com. 

el.  2,  [141]  1794, 1797 
Eoelesiasticaf  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

898 
Education,  National,  [140]  1992 
Factories,  Com.  el,  4,  [142]  062,  068 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  el.  87»  [143]  648 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]  208 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el.  7» 

[141]  1112 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  [143]  1609;  8R. 

1908 
Partnership  Amendment^No.  2),  Com.  [143]  842 
Reformatorj  Schools,  Com.  add.  el.  [143]  068 
Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  [143]  226 
Sligo  Election  Committee,  [143]  1098 
Statutes  at  Large,  [140]  998  * 

Butt,  Mr.  I.,  Taughcdl 

Beatson,  General,  [143]  1200,  1206 
Bleaobing  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  1008 ; 

[143]  210 
Cambridge  Unirersity,  Bep.  el.  44,  [143]  1706, 

1708 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland)  Act,  [143]  094 
Education  (Ireland),  Res.  [143]  1881, 1882, 1886 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  Com.  el,  7, 

[143]  618 ;  add.  el.  Amend.  619 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [143]  280 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  879 
Indian  Budget,  The,  Com.  [143]  1119,  1120; 

Res.  1167 
Judgments    Execution,  Com.    Amend.   [143] 

207,  210 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el.  8, 

[141]  1106;  6^.7,1108 
Joint-Stock  CompaniesWinding-up  Acts  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [143]  667 
Lunatio  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  el.  8, 

[143]  1709  ;  el.  4, 1768, 1760 
Peace  Preserration  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  1070 ; 

el.  4,  Amend.  1078  ;  Rep.  Amend.  1684 
Sadleir,  James,  and  the  Tipperary  Bank,  [143] 

881 
Supply — Education    (Ireland),    [141]   042  ; — 

Hospitab  (Ireland),  1048 
Ways  and  Means,  Com.  [143]  880 

Btno,  Hon.  G.  H.  G.,  Tavistock 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  8R.  [143]  1190 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  00 
Edmonton  Militia,  [140]  1077 
Thanksgiying,  Day  of,  [141]  1084 


Cab  Proprietors,  Liability  of, 
e.  Question    Mr.  D.  Waddington),  [143330 

Cairns,  Mr.  H.  M.,  Belfast 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland),  2R.  [143! 

2107 
British  Museum — Sunday  Opening,  [140]  1097 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  Leave,  [140]  200; 
2R.  949 
Education  (Ireland),  Res.  [143]  1847 
Japan,  Convention  with,  [140]  882 
Joint-Stock  Companies  Winding-up  Acts  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [143]  1767 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  d.  8, 

[142]  1762;  ci.  4,  1764 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  470 
PosUl  Service  (IrelandX  [140]  884 
Shipping,  Local    Dues    on,  2R.  [140]  1877, 

1882 
Supply—Theological  Professors  (Belfiwt),  [141] 
094,  096  ;^Non-conforming,  iui..  Ministers 
(Ireland),  1244 

Galthorpe,  Lord 
Legion  of  Honour,  The,  [143]  1848,1801 

Gambbidge,  Duke  of 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army,  Navy,  Ao.  [143] 
198 

Cambridge,  Prqfessors  in  the  University  {f 

-Supply, 
e.  [143]  1046 

Cambridge  University  and  Town  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  [140]  100; 

2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Fenwick),  881 ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  882 ; 
8R.*  [141]  1894 

Cambridge  University  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  [141]  219  ;  1R.«  ib. ;  2R.*  999  ; 
143]  Com.  807 ; 
.      el.  1,  848  ; 

.  el.  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  Stafford),  848,  [0.  q. 
A.  70,  N.  81,  M.  44]  844  ; 
el.  0,  Amend.  (Mr.  Heywood),  [p.  g.  A.  86, 
N.  19,  M.  67]  844 ; 
.  el,  6,  Amend.  (Mr.  Heywood),  [p.  q.  A.  102, 
N.  88,  M.  64]  840 ;  2nd  Amend.  [A.  68, 
N.  Ill,  M.  48]  846; 

•  el.  7 ;  el.  20,  846 ; 

•  el,  28,  Amend.  (Mr.  Heywood),  846 ; 
el,  24,  Amend.  (Mr.  Ueywood),  847 ; 

•  el.  20,  Amend.  (Mr.  Wigram),  847,  [A.  79, 

N.  121,  M.  i2]  849 ; 

•  el.  27,  Amend.  (Mr.  Heywood),  [A.  08,  N.  74, 

M.  16,  1198;  Amend.  (Mr.  Wigram),  ib., 
[A.  78,  N.  97,  M.  19]  1207 :  2nd  Amend. 
(Mr.  Heywood),  [A.  41,  N.  140,  M.  104] 
1208 ;  8rd  Amend.  [A.  00,  N.  186,  M.  81] 
ib. ;  4th  Amend.  [A.  90,  N.  128,  M.  ^] 
1209; 

el.  29,  Amend.  (Mr.  Fortescue),  1210,  [0.  q. 
A.  160,  N.  93,  M.  72]  1211 ; 

.      el.  30 ;  d.  81,  1211 ; 

.      el,  32,  1212 ; 

.      <r/.  88,  1213; 
cl.  39,  1214 ; 
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Cambridge  Univernty  Bill — cont. 

143]  el.  40, 1215; 
.      Rep.  add.  cl.  (Mr.  noywood),  1740,  [A.  151, 
N.  109,  M.  42]  1742; 
cL  27,  Amend.  (Mr.  Walpole),  1743 ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1749;  Amend.  (Mr.  Wigram), 


[A.  61,  N.  130.  M.  ey]  tb. ; 
.      el  44, 


Amend.  (Mr.  Wigram),  1750,  [a.  y. 
A.  118,  N.  41,  M.  77]  1755 ;  Amend.  Mr. 
Hejwood,  [0.  q.  A.  60,  N.  85,  M.  25]  1756; 
2nd  Amend.  1757;  Amend,  withdrawn, 
1758; 

3  a.  add.  el.  (Mr.  Bon?erie),  2043 
.      I.  IR.*  [142]  2048; 
143]  2R.*  229; 
.     Com.  cL  6,  309 ; 

.     e/.  31,  Amend.  (Lord  Lyttleton),  [0.  7.  Con- 
tent 26,  Not  Content  51,  M.  25]  310  ; 
.     el.  44,  Amend.  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  310,  [Con- 
tent 73,  Not  Content  26,  M.  47]  318 ; 
.      3R.»  490 ; 
143]  c.   Lords'   Amends.    1042;    Amend.    (Mr. 
Hejwood),   1044,  [0.   q.   A.   92,   N.    71, 
M.  21]  1045;  [m,  g.  A.  90,  N.  73,  M.  17]  ib. 
143]  I.  Royal  Assent,  1490 

Campbell,  Lord 

Abjaration,  Oath  of.  Amendment,   IR.  [142] 

1667;   2R.  1897;    Com.  2059;  Bill  with- 

drawn,  [143]  6 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  49 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords, 

Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1456,  1465 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [142]  793,    794 ; 

Com.  914  ;  el.  1,  921  ;  Rep.  951 ;  That  the 

Bill  do  pass,  1082 
Burial-Ground,  Blandford,  [142]  1227 
Burial-Grounds,  Unconsecrated,  [140]  809,814 
Capital  Punishments,  Com.  moyed  for,  [142]  250 
Church  Discipline,  2  R.  [141]  1255 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [142]  5 
Crimean   Board  of  Inquiry,   Address  moTod, 

[143]  1016,  1022 
Death  Punishment  on  Women,  [142]  1058 
Debt  and  Contempt  of  Court,  Imprisonment 

for,  [142]  1571 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Com.   [142] 

1977,  1985  ;  Rep.  1987  ;  [143]  238,  250 
Dower — Copyhold  and  Customary  Law,  [i^o] 

705 
DraftsonBanker8,2R.  [142]  1055 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  3R.* 

[143]  544,  546 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [140] 

216 
Factories,  2R.  [142]  1671 
Fcrmoy  Peerage,  [140]  704 
Grand  Juries,  2R.  [142]  1966,1967 
llampstead  Heath,  [142]  1572 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [142]  179 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  [142]  1890 
Judges,  Scotch,  Privileges  of,  [141]  763 
Legal  Education,  [140]  1447 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

IR,  [143]  547  ;  Com.  952,  953 
Marriage  Iaw  Amending,  2R.  [142]  206 ;  Com. 

324 
Marriage  Law  Amendment,   2R.  [141]  1505, 

1520 
Marriage  Law,  English  and  Scotch,  [141]  1382 
Mercantile  J^w  Amendment,  IR.  [140]  1400; 

Com.  [141],  1004;    Rep.  1907;  3R.  [142] 

ISl  ;  Ro-cora.  1158,  1150. 

[cant. 


Camfbkll,  Lord— «<MfMui«tf. 

Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1388 

Offences,  Trial  of,  2R.  [140]  612 

Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  3R.  [143]  1035 

Peace  Preservation  (IreUnd),  Com.  [143]  778, 

779 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [141]  2023 
Peerages  for  Life  •  [140]  327,  d«2,  449 :  Com. 

moved  for,  511 ;  Cora.  593,  597.  598,  60?. 

608, 607,  608,  609, 898,  901,  904,  908,  1130, 

1184,  1145,  1165;  Report,  1290,  1305,  1307 
Poisons,  Sale  of,  [143]  540 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  eL  1, 

1674 ;  el.  14,  [142]  1675 
Police,  Metropolitan,  2R.  [140]  829,  830 
Sailing  Vessels,  Regulations  for,  [142J  859 
Sleeping  Statutes,  2R.  [X43I  1895 
Ticket<of-Leave  System,  Addreaa  morad,  [140] 

1404;  [141]  1153,1170 

Cakpbell,  Sir  A.  F.,  Argyllshire 
Evictions  (Ireland) — Case  of  Mr.  PoUok,  [142] 

706 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  3R.  [142]  696; 

Com.  1470  :  Lords'  ^enda.  [143]  1175 
Supply — Board  of  Fisheries  (SeoUand),  [142^ 

882 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  [142] 

1681 

Canada,  Indian  Department — Strnpify, 

c.  [141]  1002 

Canada,  Troops  to, 

I.  Question  (E^rl  of  Elgin),  [141]  1142 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Laing),  [141]  1530 

Canterburt,  Archbishop  of 
Burial  Acts  Amendment,  2R.    Amend.  [143] 

110 
Church  Discipline,  2R.  Amend.  [141]  1265 
Church  Rates,  [140]  2033 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retiremect, 

2R.  [143]  832,  634 

Cape  of  Oood  Hope —  Supplv, 
e,  [142]  1108; — see  Orange  Eivcr  Territory 

Cape  of  Good  Hope,  State  of  ike 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Liddcll),  [143]  336:  (Lord 
W.  Graham,)  862  ;  (Mr.  Cheetham).  975  ;— 
Postal  Communication,  Question  (Mr.  li. 
Berkeley),  1220 

Capital  I^unishment 

L  Com.  moved  for  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  ['42] 
247 ;— See  Jkath  PuniskmetU 

Capital  Punishment  in  the  Colonies, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Ewart),  [143]  075 

Captured  Negroes-^  Supply, 
c.  [141]  1013 

Cardigan,  Earl  of 

Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  504 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  13»0 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army,  Navy,  ^0.  [142] 
199 
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Cabdwell,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Oxford 

Appellate  Jurisdtetion,  [143]  510  ;  Com.  ff89 
BleMhing,  Ao.,  Works  (No.  2),  3R.  [143]  218 
Cambridge   Unirenity,   Kep.  add,  d.    [14a] 

1742 
Joint-Stock  Companies,    Leave,    [140]    144 ; 

Com.  cL  5,  [142]  636 ;  cl,  13,  638 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

2^  [143]  1^^>  1302 ;  Com.  d.  3,  1383, 

1411,  1413 
Nawab  of  Snrat  Treaty,  Rep.  [143]  1309, 1311, 

1654,  1659 
Oxford   University,   Address   moved,      [140] 

2029 
Partnership  Amendment,  Leave,  [140]  144; 

2R.  484 
Partnership  Amendment  (Xo.  2),  2R.  [142] 

654;  Com.  [143]  ^53;  eL  3,  [143]  371; 

3R.  el.  3,  804 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [142]  71 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),    2R.    [143] 

261 
Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland,  [143]  667 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  [143]  1107 
Supply — Science  and  Art  Department,  Marl- 
borough Ilouse  Removal,  [143]  1133 

• 

Carisbrooke  Ccutle — Supply, 
c.  [143]  1038 

Carlisle  Cixnonries  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [140]  895 ;  IR.*  1311 

Carnarvon,  Earl  of 

India,  Torture  in,  Returns  moved  for,  [140] 

1572 
Maritime  Law,  International,  [142]  501 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140]  600;  Report, 

1306 
Portraits,  National,  Galtery  oY,  [140]  1787 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [142]  1155 

Carter,  Mr.  J.  B.»  Winchester 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  2093 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  dto. 
L141]  230 

Cashel,  ^ialiop  of  • 

Bnrial-Ground,  Blandlbrd,  [142]  1225 
Church  Discipline,  2  R.  [141]  1314 
Mail  Service,  Irish,  [141]  1592 

Law  Amendment,  2R.  [141]  1521 


Castlerossb,  Viscount,  Kerry 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  [141]  1593 
Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1068 
Tralee   and  KiUamey  Savings   Banks,  Com. 
iDoved  for,  [142]  772 

Catlet,  Mr.  B.  S.,  Tark,  K  Biding 

Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  [143]  1728 
Coal  Explosion,  Glamorganshire,  [143]  1113 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendments,  Com.  cl,  72 

(E)  [143]  706;  3R.  cl.  10, 1209 
^Monetary  System,   Com.  moved  for,    [140] 

1518 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  555 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),   2R.  [140] 

2186 


Cboil,  Lord  R.  T.  G.,  Stafford 

Aggravated  Assaults,  2R.  [142]  175 

Church     Building    Commission,    dR.    [14?] 

337 
Civil  Service,  Admissions  to  the.  Com.  moved 

for,  [141]  1435 
Dissenters'    Marriages,    Com.    cl.    4,    [142] 

947 
Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  823 


London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 


German  Legion,  The,  [143]  1112 

,  Bishops 

2R.  [143]  1280 ;  Com.  el  3,  [143]  1410 ; 

c2.  5,  Amends.  1414,1415 
Reformatories  and  Industrial  Schools,  Lords 

Amends.  [143]  1004 
Reformatories,  Juvenile,  [140]  100 
Reformatory  Schools,  [141]  874 ;  Com.  add. 

d,  [142]  568 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  [143]  1104 

Central  America 

I.  Question  (Eari  of  Elgin),  [142]  310 
c.  Question  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  [143]  645 

Chambers,  Mr.  M.,  Oreenwich 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  [143]  509 

Army    Estimates,    [140]    1264,   2054,  2057, 

2063,  2064 ;  [141]   194 ;  [142]  1698, 1699, 

1706 
Business,  Public,  [141]  174 
Civil   Service  Superannuation,  Leave,    [140] 

894 
Commissions   of   Deceased   Officers,   Address 

moved,  [142]  1531 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Rep.  c/.  30, 

[143J  »06 
Factones,  2R.  [141]  377;  Com.  cl  i,  [142] 

559 
Harness,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Papers  moved  for, 

[141]  663 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  cl.  9,  [143]  972 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  cl.  37,    [142] 

643,  645 
Land  Transport  Corps,  [143]  1032 
Naval  Officers,  [143]  523 
Navy  Estimates,  [142]  1457 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  489 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.   [143] 

363;  c/.  3,366,  370 
Statutes  at  Large,  [140]  998 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac., 
[141]    236; — Houses  of  Parliament,  245, 
250,  251; — Emigration,  1013;  —  Revising 
Barristers,  [142]  1030;— Constabulary  Po- 
lice at  Aldcrshot,  1034 
Wills  and  Administrations,  Com.  [143]  299 
Woolwich,  Explosion  at,  [142]  429 

Chahbers,  Mr.  T.,  Hertford 
Australia,  Postal  Ciommunioation  with,  [142] 

1685 
Cambridge    University,  Com.    cl.  27,    [142] 

1205  ;  cL  30,  1211;  Lords,  Amends.  [143] 

1045 
Civil  Service  Superannuation  Fund,  Com.  [143] 

1045 
Income  and  Land  Taxes,  Com.  cl.  2,    [143] 

941 
Married  Women,  Rights  of,  [142]  1288 
Parks  on  Sundays,  The,  [142]  259 
Portuguese  Government,  Claims  on  the,  [142] 
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CHAKCELLOBy  The  LoBD  (Rt.  Hon.  Lord 
Cbanworth) 

Appellate  Jnrisdiotioii  of  the  House  of  Lorda, 

Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1476 
Appellate  Jorisdiction,  2R.  [142]  780 ;  Com. 

017  ;  Hep.  950,  052,  053  ;  That  the  Bill  do 

pass,  1083 
Bank    Charter   Act,  Commission  moved  for, 

[141]  560 
Bankruptcy  (Scotland),  2R.  [14s]  353 
Burial-Ground — Great  Torrinston,  [142]  3070 
Cambridge  UniTersity,  Com.  S,  6,  [143]  300; 

c^.  31,  310  ;  cl  44,  313 
Chancery  Reform  and  the  late  Lord  Troro, 

[141]  628;  [142]   14 
Churoh  Discipline,  2R.  [141]  1251,1376,1277, 

1285, 1322 
Goontj  Courts,  [140]    147;  [141]  1^2;  The 

Optional  Clauie,  1006 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  2R.   [142]  1 
Deht  and  Contempt  of  Court,  Imprisonment 

for,  [142]  1570 
DiToroe  and  Matrimonial  Cauies,  2R.    [142] 

401,  425,  426;    Com.    1075;   Rep.    [143] 

235, 250, 202 ;  3R.  308 
Dower — Copyhold  and  Customary  Law,  [140] 

705 
Drafts  on  Bankers,  2R.  [142]  1056 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  3R. 

[143]  W4 
Estotes,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [140] 

215,  210;  Com.  2106;  Commons  Amends., 

[143]  1480 
Grand  Juries,  2R.  [142]  1967 
Hinds,  Bflss,  Murder  of,  [142]  180 
Incumoered  Estates  (Ireland),  3R.  [143]  1024 
Join^Stoek  CompfuiiM,  2R.  [142]  1480;  Com. 

1802 
Judges,  Scotch,  PriTileges  of,  [141]  763 
Judicial  StaUsUcs  [140]  1608 ;  Res.  [141]  35 
London  and  Durhiun,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

IB..   [143]  546,  548,  549  ;  2R.  814 ;  Com. 

049$   ci,  3,  064;   3R.    1094,  1095,    1101, 

1102 
Marriage  Law  Amending,  Commons'  Amends. 

[143]  1852 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  IR.  [140]  1393  ; 

Com.  [141]  1694  ;  el.  1, 1605  ;  Rep.  1906  ; 

8R.  [142]  181,  182  :  Re-com.  1156 ;  Com- 
mons, Amends.  [143]  1352 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  2R. 

[140]  2034 
Offences,  Trial  of,  IR.  [140]  218,  219;  2R.  512 
Parliament,  Prorogation  of,  [143]  1491,  1500 
Patents,  Law  of,  [143]  1420 
Peerage,  The,  [143]  1479 
Peerages  for  Life,  [140]  314;  Com.  moved  for, 

508 ;   Com.   597,  598,  601,  602,  603,  607, 

609,  898,  900,  901,  904,.  905,  907,  1134, 

1136,  1153,  1159,  1165,  1209 
Poisons,  Sale  of,  [143]  542 
Sardinian  Loan,  Message  from  the  Queen,  [142] 

1471 
Scotch  and  Irish  Peers,  Expenses  of,  [143]  112 
Sleeping  Statutes,  2R.  [142]  1895 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the,  IR.  [143] 

Tickets  of  Leave-«-Secondary  Punishment,  Ad- 

dress  moved,  [141]  1177 
Titie  Deeds,  Registration  of,  [143]  1064 
Truro,  Lord,  Library  of  the  late,  [141]  131 ; 

Explanation,  628 
Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements,  2R.  [140]  1448 


Chancellor  of  the  ExoHsauKR  (Ri.  Hon. 

Sir  6.  C.  Lewis),  Badnor 
•Annuities,  2R.  [140]  1444 
Annuities  Redemption,  Com.  [14s]  1151 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  [143]  509,  510;  Com. 

Res.  539 
Army  Estimates,  [142]  1537, 1698,  17t7 
Army  Medical  Department,  [141]  169 
Assessed  Taxes  Acts,  Com.  Res.  [143]  530 
Audit  of  PuhUo  Accounts,  [141]  696,  702 
Bank   Charter  Act,   [140]  222,  980  ;  [142] 

277 ;    [143]  10*1 
Bank  of  England,  [140]  1407 
Bankers'  Compositions,  2R.  [141]  1045 
Beatson,  General,  [143]  1262,  1490 
BilleUng  (Scothtnd),  [141]  579,581,588,580 
Bishops  rScotland),  [143]  1486 
British  Museum  Commission,  [140]  14T0 
Budget,  The— Financial  Statement  [140]  1228, 

1244 :   [141]   1928 ;   Res.  [142]  320,   388, 

385,387 
Camhridge  University,  Rep.  dL  27  [i4t]  1748 
Church  Rates  (No.  1),  [142]  2089 
Civil    Service,    Admissions  to   the.    Address 

moved.  Previous  Question  proposed,  [141] 

1413 
Civil  Service  Committee,  [142]   1163;   [143] 

525 
Civil   Service    Superannuation,  Leav«,   [140] 

870,015;  2R.  1012;  Com.  [143]  1046 
Civil  Service  Vacancies,  [143]  075 
Coast-Guard  Service,  2R.  [143]  857 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  el.  30, 

[143]  562,  563, 566.  567 
Contractors'  Disqualification  Removal,  Leave, 

[140]  678 ;  2R.  1433,  1438 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendments,  Com.  tL  72 

(D),  [143]  800;  rf.  72(E),  706 
County  Courts,  Judges'  Salaries,  Com.  [142] 

8044;    [143]  WO 
Crimean  Commifoion  Inquiry,  [143]  1500 
Crown  Lands  *and  Chnreh  Extensioo,  [143] 

267 
Cursitor  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  Leave,  [143] 

039 ;  2R.  1001 
Decimal  Coinage,  [140]  833  ;    [143]  074 
Financial  Statement — %ays  and  Means,  [140] 

1228, 1244 
Fire    Insurances — ^French  Oflkes,   [140]  718 

835    ^ 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  moved  for,  £141]  333 ; 

2R.  1374,  1375,  1377,  1380,  1045;   Com. 

[142]  391  ;  el  2,  396,  397 :  add,  d,  309 
Fireworks  in  the  Park,  [141]  1707 
Gardeners,  Under,  Tax  on,  [140]  1711 
Hospitols  (Dublin),  Com.  cL  9,  [143]  972 
Income  and  Expenditure,  Returns  moved  fer, 

[140]  228 
Income  and  Land  Tsxos,  Leave  [143]  617; 

Com.  d.  2,  941,  942, 943  ;  3R.  1028,  1030 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  [141]  644^657 
Joint-Stock  Banks,  Leave,  [141]  435 ;  Com. 

1470 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  eL  7. 

[141]  1112 
Ears,  Full  of,  ResoluUon,  [141]  1729,  1754 
Malt,  Drawback  on,  [141]  221 
Monetary  System,    Com.    moved   for,    [140] 

1528  ;   Explanation,  1712 
Moneys,  Public,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  1^58 
National  Gallery  Site,  2R.  [142]  1304 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  movsil 

[142]  2110,2117 

[raal. 
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ClfAKCBILOR  of  the  £xCHBQnBA-»e0ll<. 

NftTj  Ettinuitet,  [14a]  1459, 1461 
CMTenoei,  Trial  of.  2a.  [140]  1770 
Oxford  UniTenity,  AddKM  moved,  [140]  2027» 

2031 
Peace,   Treaty  of,  Iler   Migesty's   Answer  to 

Address,  [142]  177 
Pensions,  [143]  1425;  Explanation,  1490 
Pensions,  Hereditary,  [141]  1238 
Perth  and   Melfort's,  Earl  of,  Compensation, 

Rep.  [14a]  1318, 1319 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs},  Com.  <;!.  11, 
[141]  1943 ;  d.  6,  [142]  301,  305 ;  add,  cL 
600 
Postage  Labels,  Com.  mored  for,  [141]  1294 
Racehorse  Duty,  8R.  [143]  1030 
Ross-shire  Rifles,  The,  [143]  1490 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  1189 :  [142]  1090 
Sadleir,  James,  and  the  Tipperary  Bank,  [143] 

381  * 

Sardinian  Loan,  The,  [142]  556;  Res.  1497 
Science,   Adyanoement  of.  Com.   moved  for, 

[14a]  1266 
Secretaries  of  State,  Return  moved  for,  [141] 
1105,  1247, 1248  {  Com.  moved  for,  [143] 
620  ,*— Patents  for  the,  [143]  1426 
Shipping,  Cocal  Charges  on.  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]  677 
Simpson's  Cnmean  Sketches,  [142]  1103 
Smithfleld  Market,  Site  of,  [143]  1031, 1499 
Stamp  Duties,  Leave,  [143]  617 ;  Com.  c/.  1, 

943 ;  add.  d,  944 
Supply-^Civil  Service  Estimates,  [140]  858 ; 
— Inland  Reyenue  Department,  868 ;  Report, 
2194;— Public  Works  (IreUnd).  [141]  254  ; 
—Audit  of  Publio  Accounts,  256,  257,  259  ; 
— Copyhold  Inclosure,  ko.  261 ;— -Stationery, 
Printing,    Ac.    263 ;— Royal   Society,  620, 
621 ; — Superaanuatlon  Allowances,  1039 ; — 
Hospitals  (Ireland),  1044  ; — Nonconforming, 
Ac.,  Ministers  (Ireland),  1246;~British  Mu- 
seum,  1360;  —  General  Board  of  Health, 
1871  ; — Board  of  Fisheries  (Scotland),  [142] 
883;— Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  1043, 1045  ; 
— Incumbered  Estates  Commission  (Ireland), 
1049  ;— British  Historical  Portrait  Gallery, 
1113, 1120  ;— St.  James's  Park,  1416 
Tea  Duties,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1853 
Tithe  CommuUtion  Rent-Oharge,  2R.  [142]  161 
Tralee  and    Killamey  Savings  Banks,  Com. 

moved  for,  [142]  772,  775 
Turkish  Loan,  The,  [141]  220 
Ways  and  Means,  [143]  405,406 
Wellington  Monument,  The,  [142]  797 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Annuity,  2R.  [143]  M6 
Wine  Duties,  Com.  moved  for,  [143]  921,  929 

Cfhancery  Amendment  Bill, 

I.  IR.*  [143]  1419 

Chancery,  Court  qf  Appeal  in  {Ireland) 
Bill, 

e.  IR.*  ri4a]  2071;  2R»  [143]  HS; 
Com,  el,  3,  506  ; 
SR.  [143]  944 
I.  1R.»  [143]  1946  ;  2R .•  1063  ;  3R,*  1347 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Chancery,  Court  0/ {Ireland)  {Incumbered 

Estates  Court  Abolition)  BiU, 
€.  Leave,  [140]  184;  1R.*214; 
Postponement  of,  2R.  590 ; 


Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  ^c— conL 

2R.  915;  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  FitzGerald),  922; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  970  ; 
Appointment  of  Com.  1426  ;   Amend.   (Mr. 

S.  Fitzgerald),  1427;    Amend,  neg.   1428; 

that  Sir  E.  Perry  be  nominated,  [A.  128, 

N.69,  M.59]  id.;  2R.*  [143]  116 

Chancery  Court  qf  (Ireland)  {Receivers) 

Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [140]  183;  IR.*  184;  2IL»  [143]  113; 

Com.  el,  1,505;  SR.*  549 
L  1R.»  [143]  619;  2R.»710;  3R.»  1063 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1490 

Chancery,   Court  qf  {Ireland),  {Sale  of 

Estates),  BiU, 
c.  IK*  [142]  2071 

« 

Chancery  Courts  (Ireland)  Bills, 
e.  Leave,  [140]  183;  1B.*184;  2R.*  1311 

Chancery  Beform, 
L  Question  (Lord  St.  Leonardo),  [142]  9 

Chancery  Beform  and  the  htte  Lord  Truro, 
I.  Observations  (Lord  Chancellor),  [141]  628 

Chancery  Eegistrars  Office  Bill, 
L  1R.»  [143]  U19 

Chaflik,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Salisbury 

Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1558 

CharitabU  Uses  BiU, 

c  1R.»  [140]  382 ;  2R.*  611 ; 

Com.  el,  2,  973 ; 

8R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Wigram),  1425 ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  1426 
I.  IR,*  [140]  1445 

Charities  Bill, 

I.  IR .•  [143]  333 ;  2R.*  490  ;  3R.»  619  . 
c.  1R.»  [143]  733 ; 

2R.*  Amend.  (Mr,  Mowbrmy),  965 ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  968 ; 
Com.  el,  1.  Amend.  (Mr.  Mowbray),  1060, 

[0.  q,  A.  58,  N.  46,  M.  12]  1062 
SR.*  1108 
Royal  Assent  [143]  1490 

Charity  Commiisian — Swpply, 

0.  [142]  856 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  858, 
[A.  40,  N.  146,  M.  106]  865 

Cheetham,  Mr.  J.,  Lancashire,  S. 

Cape  of  Good  Hope,  [143]  975 

Education,  Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  Com.  el,  1,  [143]  1059 
Factories,  2R.  [141]  376;   Com.  cl.  4,  [142] 

563  ;  add,  d,  566 
Indian  Currency  [143]  556 
Supply — ^Theoiogical  Professors  (Belfiut),  [141] 

600 ; — Patent  Law  Amendment,  [142]  831 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  14, 57 

Chelsea,  Viscount,  Dovor 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment, 

Com.  [140]  2094 
Vestries,  Metropolitan,  [141]  41,  43  ^ 
Wellington  Monument, 'Die,  [141]  1238;  [142] 
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CheUea  Bridge, 

c.  EzpltiuiUoii  (Sir  B.  Hall),  [143]  1337 


Chelsea  Commission^  Bee   Crimean  Com- 
,  mission  Beport, 

CmcRESTER,  Earl  of 
London  and  Darham,  BUbops  of.  Retirement, 
^B**  [143]  833 ;  (Torn.  958  ;  dR.  1095 

Child,  Mr.  S..  Staffordshire,  N. 

AdvowBons,  3R.  [142]  466 

Jttttioefl  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  cl,  7, 

Amend.    [141]    1106,   1107,   1108;  c/.  11, 

[142]  479 

Chimney  Sweepers  Act, 
L  PeUtlon  (Earl  of  Shaftesbory),  [143]  807 

China  Seas,  Operations  in, 

e.  Qnestion  (Mr.  H.  BaUlie),  [140]  458,718 

China,  War  in — Expenses  of, 

e,  Question  (Sir  J.  Hogg),  [141]  658 

Church  Building  Commission  Bill, 
€.  1R.»  [142]  1679;  3R*  1987; 

Com.   Amend.  (Mr.   Hadfleld),    [143]   805, 
\o,  7.  A.  159,  N.  9,  M.  1501  306  ; 

SR.  887 
I.  IR*  [143]  888;  2R.»540;  8R.»  710 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1064 

Church  Discipline  Bill, 

I  1R.»  [141]  130 ; 
3R.  1251 ;    Amend.  (Arobbishop  of  Canter, 
bury),  1267,    [0.  q.  Content  ^Z,  Not  Con- 
tent 41,  M.  8J  1824 

Church  Discipline  Act  Amendment  Bill, 

I  IR  •  [140]  698  ^ 
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Circassia, 

I,  Question  f  Earl  of  Malmesbury),  [142]  813 
e.  Question  (Lord  C.  Hamilton),  [14a]  980 


Church  Estates  Commissioners, 
^..Question  (Mr.  Ingham),  [143]  1330 

Church  Property, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Frewen),  [140]  1328 

Church  Bates, 
I.  Petitions  (Bishop  of  Exeter),   [140]    1930  ; 

(Archbishop  of  Canterbury),  2033  ;  fBishop 

of  Llandaff),  [141]  28 
e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  [140]  2110 

Church  Bates  Abolition  {No.  1)  Bill, 
c,  (Mr.  Packe),  Leave.  [140]  253  ;   IR .•  258 ; 

Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  [141]  17O6  ; 

(Sir W.Clay),  [142]  2087- 

Bill  withdrawn,  2090 

Church  Bates  Abolition  {No.  2)  Bill, 

e.  (Sir  W.  Clay),  1R.»  [140]  451 ; 
2R.  1800  ;  Amend.  (Lord  J.  Manners),  1896, 
[o.a.  A.  221,  N.  178,  M.  43]  1924;  Adj. 
VeVkUi,  [142]  467 ;  Amend.  (Sir  W.  CUt), 
473  ;  Amend,  and  Bill  withdrawn,  476 


Citnl  Contingencies — Supply, 
e.  [142]  1328 ;  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Baring),  1331 
Amend,  withdrawn,  1838 

Civil  Service, 
c.  Com.   moved   for  (Yisct.  Goderieh).  fu?' 
525  ;  Order  discharged,  630  ' 

Civil  Service,  Admissions  to  the, 
e.  Address  moved  (Viscount  Goderieh),  [141  t 
1401 ;  Previous  Question  proposed  {Chaih 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer),  1421 ;  Motion  ud 
Previous  Question  withdrawn,  1430  •  Cos. 
moved  for  (Visct.  Goderieh),  tfe.;  Previaei 
.  Question  put,  [A.  108,  N.  87,  B4.  21]  1441 

Civil  Service  Commissioners — Sutmh 

c,  [142]  880  ^^  ^' 

CivU  Service,  Committee, 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Kendall),  [143]  1168 

Civil  Service  Estimates, 

c.  [140]  854  ;  [141]  221 

Civil  Service  Superannuation  BiU^ 
e.  Leave.  [140]  870 ;  1R.«  895  ; 

Question  (Sir  S.  Northcote),  915 ; 

3R.  1012 ; 

Com.  [143]  1045  ;  Order  diMshar^ed,  ms 

Civil  Service  Vacancies, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton)^  [143]  974 

Clanoartt,  Earl  of 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  3R.  Amend.  [142]  1059 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [142]  1400 
Fairs  and  Markets  (IreUnd),  [141]  1696 
Reformatory    and    Industrial    Sehools,   Obl 
[14a]  1824  ~— » 


Clanricarde.  Marquess  of 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  2R.  [14a]  1796 
Abjuration,  Oath  of.  Amendment,  8R.  [141] 

1897 ;  Com.  2062 ;  BiU  withdrawn,  [143]  7 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  8R.  [141]  1076, 107S ; 

That  the  BiU  do  pass,  1081 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [14a]  245 
Coorg,  ^he  Rajah  of,  [143]  1065 
DaUiousie,   Marquess  of,   Pension  to,  Cxtnfi' 

spondenco  moved  for,  [14a]  207,  214 
Dwellings    for   Labouring   Classes   (IrdaodX 

3R.  [143]  544 ;  Amend.  545 
East  India  Company — Voluntary  PaymenU, 
,  [143]  7 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  8R.  [143]  1023 
India — Case  of  Pertaub  Sineh  and  Bisheu  Sinek. 

[143]  626 
India,  Government  of.  Com.  moved  for.  \iai^ 

321  *•      " 

India— Land  Tax,  Returns  moved  for.  \iax\ 
1421  ^     ^ 

Indian  Accounts,  Returns  moved  for.  [142' 
628,  630 

Indian    Finance,    Papers    moved    for.    fi-u' 
633 


CLA 
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CiiirBicABDB,  Marqaesfl  of— Mti<. 

Italy,  Aflkin  of,  [142]  975 ;  [143]  737 
Madras,  Torture  in,  Res.  [141]  984 
Militia,  The,  [143]  63» 
Militia,  Disembodiment  of  the  Irish,    [142] 

1397 
Militia,  Mutiny  in  an  Irish  Regiment  of,    [143] 

1347 
Natal  RoTiew,  The,  [141]  1475 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  2R.  [143]  363,  384, 

397 
Dude  Treaty,  The,  [141]  775,  778 
Parliament,  Houses  of— A^lock  and  Bells,  [140] 

148 
Parma,  Austrian  Occupation  of.  Papers  moved 

for,  [141]  1390 
Peace  PriMenration  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  779 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140]  606,  608 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  763 ;  [14a]  584 
Steam  Commnnication  between  Holyhead  and 

Kingstown,  [143]  1007 

Clarendon,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 

for  Foreign  Affairs) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  89 
Central  America,  [142]  310 
Circassia,  [142]  312 

Danubian  Principalities,  [142]  670,  671,  672 
Eastern  Papers — Alleged  Discrepancy,    [140] 

516 
Ismail  and  Reni,  Dismantling  of,  [143]  1081, 

1083,  1084 
Italy,  Austrian  Occupation  in,  [141]  1593  ; — 

Affiiirs  of,  [142]  976 ;  [143]  8,  4,  721 
Maritime  Law,  International,  [142]  488,  494, 

524,  527,  539 
Korth  American  Provinces,  Military  Establish- 
ments in  the.  Address  moved,  [142]  687 
Parma,  Austrian  Occupation  of.  Papers  moved 

for,  [141]  1392 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  [141]  1591  ;  Address  moved, 

1988,  1989, 1993, 2004,  2008,  2009 
Poland.  [143]  637 

Sardinian  Loan,  Address  moved,  [142]  1671 
Slave  Trade,  Brasil,  Address  moved,  [143]  1075 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [142]  1397, 

1473, 1474 

Clat,  Sir  W.,  Tower  Hamleis 
Business  of  the  House,  [141]  2036 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (No.  1),  Leave,  [140] 

256 ;  [142]  2087,  2090  • 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (No.  2),  3R.    [140] 

I860  ;   Amend.  [142]  472 
Kara,  Fall  of,  [140I  2096 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment 

(No.  2),  Lords'  Amends.  [143]   1417 
Monetary  System,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1516 
Parishes,  Formation  of.  Com.  cl,  2,  [142]  575 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  479 

Clergy  Offences  Bill, 
•  /.  1R.»  [141]  870 

CuTELAND,  Duke  of 

Legion  of  Honour,  The,  [143]  1349,  1351 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

2R.  [143]  824  ;   Com.  el  3,  962 
Militia,  The,  [143]  631 

Coal  Eaplosionf  Glamorganshire^ 
€.  Question  (Mr.  Cayloy),  [143]  1113 

VOL.  CXLIII.    [third  series.] 


Coalwhipperg  (Port  of  London)  Bill, 

c.  1R.»   [141]   1593; 
2R.    [142]    1728;   Amend.  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
1732 

Coast  Guard, 

c.  Question   (Mr.  Stirling),   [142]  258;    (Mr. 
Palk),  862 

Co€ut  Guard — Supply, 

e,  [140]  862 

Coast  Guard  Service  Bill, 

c.  1  R*  [143]  733  : 

2R.  842 ; 

Com.  cl  8,  998 ; 

cl  4 ;  el,  5,  999  ; 

dR.  1030 
/.   1R.»  [143]  1006;   2R.»  1063; 

Com.  1193  ;  3R.»  1347 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1^91 

Coatham  Marriages  Validity  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  [142]  1679;  2R.*  1807  ;  3  R.*  2071 
I  IR.^  [«43]  I:  2R.»946;  3 R.*  1063 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1400 

CoBBETT,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 
Bleaching,  Ac,  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  219 
Factories,  Leave,  [140]   1673; 

2R.  Amend.  [141]   358,  443;  Com.  Amend* 

[142]  556 ;  cl.  4,  Amend.  559,  563 ;  add,  d. 

564 
Police  ((^unties  and  Boroughs),    2R.  [140] 

2185 

CoBDEN,  Mr.  R.,  Yorkshire^  W,  B. 

Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  214,216 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [140]  221, 

462 

CocKBURN,   Sir  A.  J.  E.,  see  ArroRMBT 
General,  The 

Coffee  Shops,  Night, 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Brady),  [141]  2030 
C0LOHE8TER,  Lord 

Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  [140]  2220 
Coast-Guard  Service,  Com.  [143]  1194 
Education,    Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  2R.  [140]  825 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [140] 

216 
Indian  Accounts,   Returns  moved  for,  [142] 

631 
Legion  of  Honour,  The,  [143]  1349 
Maritime  Law,  International,  [142]  481,  494, 

547 
PortraiU,  National,  Gallery  of,  [140]  1788 
Unseaworthy  Vessels,  [140]  714 

CoLUER,  Mr.  R.  P.,  Plymouth 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [143]  465 
Camhridgo   University,    Com.    cl,   39,    [142] 

1214 
Countv  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Rep.  el,  30, 

[H3]  906 

3  F  [cont. 
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CoLuxB,  Mr.  R.  P.— «m<tmied. 

Ecoletiastical  Courto  JurisdiotioDy  Leave,  [140] 

384,  394,  403 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Leave,     [140]    138 ; 

Com.  el.  37.  [142]  645 
Tjaws,  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  635 
Married  Women,  Rights  of,  [142]  1282 
Partnership  Amendment,  Leave,  [140]  138 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1368 
Wills    and    Administration,  2R.   [143]  2030, 

2033  ;  Com.  [143]  200 

Colonial  Office — Supply, 
a.  [141]  261 

CoLYiLE,  Mr.  C.  R.»  Derbyshire,  8. 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  2R.  [140] 

1438  ;  Com.  cl.  7,  [141]  1107,  1108,  1112; 

[142]  477;  cl.  11.  478  ;  cl.  13,  480  ;  el.  14, 

i6.  481 
Mines,  Rating  of.  Leave,  [141]  1467 

Commissions,  Mixed — Supply, 
c.  [141]  1013 

Commissions  of  Deceased  Officers, 

c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Grogan),  [142]  1513; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1518;  Address  moved 
(Col.  B.  Knoal,  1529,  [A.  39,  N.  81,  M.  42] 
1533; — see  Army,  Commianont 

Commissions,  Temporary — Supply, 
e.  Amend.  (Mr.  Blackburn),  [142]  880;  Motion 
neg.  881 

Commissions  toitJunU  Purchase, 
0.  Question  (Mr.  Bland),  [140]  717 

Commissioners    of     Supply    (Scotland) 
Bill, 

c.  1R.»  [140]  979 ; 

2R.  [141]  1 ;  3R.*  [142]  550 
/.  IR.*  [142]  621 ;  2R.*  776;  8R.»  [143]  710 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Common  Law,  Courts  of  {Ireland),  Bill, 
c.  IR.*    [140]    219;    2R.»  [141]    220;   3ll.» 

[143]  398 
/.  1R.»  [143]  ^»0 ;  2R.*  1006  ;  3R.»  1176 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1401 

Commons,  House  of.  Offices  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [140]  258  ;  1R.»  259 ; 

2R.  447;  3R.»  522 
L  IIL*  [140]  591  ;  2R.»  806 ;  3R.»  977 
Royal  Assent,  [140]  1445 

Commons  Inclosure  Bill, 

c.  ia.»  [140]  716;  2R.»  914;  3R.*  1218 
/.  1R.»  [140]  1289;  2R.»  1563  ;  8R.*  1770 
Royal  Assent,  [141]  870 

Commons  Inclosure  {No.  2)  Bill 
c.  1R.«  [143]  206;  2R.*  252 ;  3R.»  398 
/.  1R.*[I43]  490;  2R.»812;  3R.»  1007 
Royal  Asbent,  [143]  1491 

Comptroller  of  Exchequer — Supply, 

e.  [141]  251  » 


Conferences  at  Paris — Italy,  Prussia, 

€,  Question  (Idr.  Bowyer),  [141]  47 

C0N6LET0N%  Lofd 
Madras,  Torture  in.  Res.  [141]  998 

Consolidated  Fund  (£1,631,005  Is.  5d.) 
Bill, 

c.  IR,*  [140]  1406;  2R.*  1430  ;  SR.*  1574 
I.  1R.»  [140]  1674  ;  2R.*  1770 ;  3R.*  1930 
Royal  Assent,  [140]  2033 

Consolidated  Fund  (£26,000.000)  BxU, 

c.  IR.*  [140]  1790  ;  2R.»  1860 ;  3R.»  2036 
/.  IR.*  [140]  2095;  2R,»2202;  3R.»  [141]  23 
Royal  Assent,  [141]  120 

Consolidated  Fund  {Appropriation)  SiU, 

c.  1R.»  [143]  »W  ;  2R.»525  ; 

Com.  558 ; 

cl.  8,  561  ;  ^ 

cl.30.  Amend.    (Mr.   W.  Williams),  563; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  567 ; 

cl.  36, 568 ; 

3R.  939 
I.     IR.*  [143]  946 ;  2R,»  1063  ; 

Com.  1180  :  3R.*  1478 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1490 

Consular  Establishments  Abroad — St^ 

c.[i4i]  1014 

Contempt  of  Court,  Imprisonment  for, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  St.  Leonards),  [142]  1570 

Contractors*    Disgualijieation    Bemoval 

Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [140]  677  ;  IR.*  680; 
2R.  1430  ;  BUI  withdrawn,  1438 

Convict  Sulks, 
e.  Question  (Marquess  of  Blandlbrd),  [142]  1402 

Convicts —  Supply, 
e.  [141]  523 

Convocation, 
L  PeUtion  (Lord  Redesdalo),  [143]  897 

Copyhold  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

I.  1R.»  [143]  524 

Copyhold  Inclosure  and   Ttthe  Commis- 
sion, dfe. — Supply, 
e.  [14X]  260,  261 

Com  Metums,  Inspectors  of — Supply, 
e.  [142]  1028 

« 

Cornwall  Militia, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Robartes),  [143]  12 

Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [142]  1679;   2R.*  [143]  549; 

Com.  977;  Amend.  (Mr. H.  Berkeley),^' 
Amend,  withdrawn,  990  ;  3R.*  1027 
I.  1R.»  [143]  1006;  2R.*1063;  3R.»  1347 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 
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CoRBT,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  T.  L.,  Tyrone 

Vktj  Estimatot,  [140]  687 

CaurUy  Courts^ 

L  Petition  (Lord  Brongham),  [140]  147;  Obier- 
rations  (Lord  Broogham),  [141]  122  ; — The 
Optioncu  Claui4,  Petition  (Lord  Broagham), 

e.  Question  (Mr.  H«  S.  Keating),  [140]  152 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

I.   IR*  [140]  2202; 

2a.  [143]  1  ;  3R.*  1395 
e.  IR.*  [142]  1493;  2R.«  1807; 
143]  Com.   684,  Amend.  (Mr.  Gladstone),  688; 
Motion  neg.  692 ; 

•  cL  6,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hadfield),  i&. ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  694 ; 
.      d.  20,  694 ; 
.      d.  21,  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Fitzgerald),  696  ; 

•  d,  72  (D)  696,  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Paliington), 

699,  [0.  q.  A  185,  N,  63,  M.  122]  705; 

•  d.  72  (E),  Amend.  (Mr.  Kendall),  705, 

[A.  73,  N.  162,  M.  80]  708 ; 
Rep  d.  9,  995  ;  d.  struck  out,  t&. 
.      d.  30 :   Amend.  (Sir  S.  Northcote),  995  ; 
Amend,  neg.  996 ; 

d.  82,  Amend.  (Mr.  Roebuck),  996 ;  Amend, 
neg.  997 ; 
.      SR.  1200 ; 
.      adcL  d.  rCk>L  W.  Patten),  1202 ; 

•  add,  d.  (Mr.  Hadfield),  1203 ;  c/.  withdrawn, 

1205 ; 
,     add.  ei  ( AttomeyGeneral),  1 206;  d.  neg.  ib,; 
.      el  10, 1206 ;  Amend,  canoelled,  1209 
Bill  passed,  ib. 
143]  {.  Royal  Assent,  1491 

County  Courts,  Judges'  Salaries, 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Roebuck),   [141]  279 ; 
Previous    Question    moved   (Sir  G.  Grey), 
294  ;   Motion  and  Previous  Question  with- 
drawn, 309 ; 

Com.  [143]  2044  ;  Question  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
[143]  820 

Cowan,  Mr.  C,  Edinburgh 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  1757;  [142]  1726 

BUleting  (Scotland).  [141]  566;  [143]  238 

Edinburgh  University  of,  [143]  332 

Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  Amend.  [143]  968 

Housebreaking  in  Scotland,  [143]  118 

Kars.  Fall  of,  Res.  [141]  1833 

Life  Insurance  Companies,  [140]  1051 

Militia  Pay,  Com.  [143]  860 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  3R.  [143]  811 

Supply — Disombodied  Militia,  [143]  288 

COWFER,   Rt.   Hon.  W.  F.  (President  of 
the  Board  of  Health).  Hertford 
Health,  General  Board  of.  Continuance,  Com. 

[143]  993 
Health,  Public,  Leave,  [142]  465 ;  Com.  [143] 

498,  505 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  349,  759,  760, 

761 
Napier,  Sir  C,  at  Aere,  [141]  517 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [141]  2022 
Supply^^National  Vaccine  Kstabliahment,  [141] 

1041,1042 
Vaccination,  2R.  [141]  34,  271 ;   [143]  402, 

403 ;  Com.  549 


Crampton,  Mr.,  Dismissal  of,  see  United 
Stales,  Belations  with  the, 

Cbaitwortb,  Lord,  see  Chancglloq,  The 
Lord 

Craufurd,  Mr.  E.  H.  J.,  Ayr,  do. 

Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  578 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  d.  6,  [142]  845 
Corrupt  Practices  Prevention,  Com.  [143]  9S5 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  d.  5, 
[143]  693;  d.  20,  695;  3R.  add.  d.  1204, 
1205 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  [143]  071 
Judgments  Execution,  Leave,  [140]  182,  183 ; 

Com.  [143]  209,  538,  639,  1003 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1803 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the,  Res.  [140]  664 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  342 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  810 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Cora.  d.  1, 

Amend.  [143]  364 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  3 R.  [143]  811 
Supply — Remembrancer  of  Exchequer  (Scot- 
land), [141]  253;— Stationery,  Printing,  &c, 
264 

Crime  and  Outrage  {Ireland)  Act, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  I.  Butt),  [14a]  594 

Crimea,  The, 

Army,  Mortality  in  the,  e.  Question  (Sir  De  L. 
Evans),  [140]  220 

Cavalry  and  ArtiUery  Horses  in  the,  L  Ques- 
tion (Earl  of  Malmesbury),  [141]  772 

•  Commissariai,  The,  c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Fergus- 

son),  [140]  382 
Crimean  TarlcarM,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Holland), 

[141]  45 

Eastern  Papers — AUeged  Discrepancy ,  L  Ques- 
tion (Earl  Grey),  [140]  513 

Engineers  in  the,  c.  Observations  (Capt.  L. 
Vernon),  [143]  645 

Graves  of  Soldiers,  e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Fergus- 
son),  [14P]  2040 

*  Horses  of  Officers,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Noel),  [142] 

327 ;  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  427 ;  (Sir  Do  L. 
Evans),  550 
Retttm  of  Troops  from,  e.  Question  (Lord 
Elcho),  [143]  1095;  Explanation  (Sir  C. 
Wood),  1162;  Question  (Lord  A.  Vane 
Tempest).  1407;  Observations,  1570;  (Sir 
H.  Davie),  1579;  Question  (Col.  French), 

[143]  264 
Soldiers'  KiU  lost  in  the,  e.  Question  (Capt. 

Scobell).  [141]  2032 
Sunday  Reviews  in  tJte,  c.  Question  (Capt. 

Stuart),  [141]  565 
Troops,   Conveyance  of,  from,    c.    Question 

(Capt.  ScobcU),  [141]  2032 

Crimean  Commission  Report, 

I.  Statements  (Earl  of  Cardftan).  [140]  504  ; 
(Earl  of  Lucan),  505  ;  —  Board  of  Inquiry, 
Notice  (Lord  Panmure),  1017;  Question 
(Earl  of  Lucan),  [143]  400,  640  ;  Address 
moved  (Farl  of  Lucan),  1013  ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 1022 ;  Explanation  ( Earl  of  Lucan), 
1176 

e.  Question  (I^rd  W.  Graham).  [140]  452. 
980;   (Mr.   Palk),  834;   [140]  479;   [141] 
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Crimean  CommUnon  Report — oont. 

882,  1799 ;  (Colonel  North),  [140]  1050  ; 
[143]  1499;  (Sir  De  L.Evans),  [140]  1407; 
(Mr.  Roebuck).  1411  ;  (Sir  J.  Pakington), 
1478;  (Mr.  Stanley),  1480;  (Mr.  Stuart 
Wortley),  1574  ;  — Motion  (Mr.  Roebuck), 
1682  ;  Motion  neg.  1670  ;  —  Expbinations 
(Sir  De  L.  Evans),  1702;  Lord  C.  Hamil- 
ton). 1706;  — Observations  (Mr.  C.  P.  Vil- 
liers),  [143]  1116  ;  Question  (Mr.  Kinnaird), 
1273  ;  (Mr.  Layard),  1426 ; 

Crimean  Medals —  The  Sardinian  Army^ 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Otway),  [14a]  261 

Criminal  Appropriation  oj  Tnut  Property 

Billf 
€,  IR.*  [143]  252; 

Question  (Mr.  Iladfield),  1113 

Criminal  Justice  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  [143]  398;  2R.*  525 ;  3R.»  641 
/.   1R.»  [143]  710  ;  2R.»  1063  ;  3R.»  1347 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Criminal  Procedure  Bill, 

L  IR.  [143]  1089 

Crossley,  Mr.  F.,  Halifax 

Army  Estimates,  [141]  205 

British  Museum — Sunday  Opening,  [140]  107S 

Factories,  2R.  [141]  444 ;  Com.  add,  cl  [142] 

5G5 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1945 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2^,  Com.  [143] 

342 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Conu  el.  7« 

[141]  1983 
Shipping.  Local  Charges  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  218 
Supply — Theological  Professors  (Belfast).  [141] 

698 ; — Nonconforming,  Ac,  Ministers  (Ire- 

Innd),    Amend.    1246  ;  —  Education,  [142] 

1383 

C^'ovm  Land  and  Church  Extension, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Thomely),  [143]  264 ;  (Mr. 
W.  WUliams),  267 

CcBiTT,  Mr.  W.,  Andover 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  [143]  2075 
Mortars,  Defective,  [141]  1349 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the,  Address  moved, 
[142]  2124 

CunniE,  Mr.  R..  Northampton 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,    Com.  Amend.    [143! 
568 

Cursitur,  Baron  of  the  Exchequer  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [143]  939;   lR.*t6. ; 

2R.  1001 ;     • 

3R.  1030; 
I.  1R«  [i43l  ^006:    2R*  1068;  3R.»  1347 

Koyal  Assent  [143]  1491 

Custom  House  Bonds — The  Peace, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Thomely),  [141]  564; — Re- 
pilatians.    Question  (Mr.   llorsfall),    [141] 

874 
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'  Custom  House  Offices,  Salaries  of, 
e.  Question  (Sir  S.  Northoote),  [140]  2113 


Customs  BilU 
c.  1R»  [143]  *0« 

Customs  {No,  2)  Bill, 
e,  1R.»  [143]  W5;  2R.»549;  8R.»  733 
I,  1R»  [143]  812  ;  2R.*  946  ;  3R.*  1063 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1490 

Ctutoms  Department — Supply, 
e,  [140]  859 

Customs  Duties  at  Spanish  Ports, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  LiddeU),  [141]  1799 

Ctutoms  Establishment^  Liverpool, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hors&ll),  [141]  1885 

Dalhousie,  Marquess  of — Indian  Pension, 

I,  Correspondence  moved  for  (Marquess  of  Clan- 
ricarde),  207 ;  Motion  vrithdrawn,  [142]  215 
c.  Observations  (Sir  E.  Perry),  [142]  273 

Dalkeith,  Earl  of,  Edinhurgshire 
Ross-shire  Rifles,  The,  [143]  1489 

Danube,  Navigation  of  the, 
e.  Question  (Col.  Dunne),  [143]  555 

Danubian  Principalities, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  [142]  668 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Roebuck),    [142]  851 ;  Mr. 
Otway),  [143]  1040 

Dayie,  Major  Gen.  Sir  H.  R.,  Hadding- 
ton,  Ac. 
Crimea,  Return  of  Troops  from  the,  [14s]  1579 

Dayies,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Cardigan,  &c. 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  2088;  [142]  1552 

Cambridge  University,  Com.  el,  4,  [142]  844 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (No.  1),  IR.  [140]  258 

Dwellings    for    Labouring  Classes    (Ireland), 
Com.  ch  2,  Amend.  [141]  1794 

Harbour    of   Refuge    (Cardigan   Bay),  Com. 
moved  for,  [140]  668,  675,  676 

Justices    of   Peace   Qualification,  Com.  d,  7» 
[141]  1106;  cLU,  [142]  479 

Lampeter  College,  [141]  468 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Oom.  e^.  3, 
[142]  1762 

Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  «2.  3, 
[141]  1585 

Postage  Labels,  Com.  moved  for,  [142]  1293 

St.  James's  Park,  [141]  870 

Specialty  and  Simple  Contract  Debts,  Leave, 
[141]  432 

Supply — Customs  Department,  [140]  862; — 
Post  Office  Services,   867;— Royal  P^rks, 
Pleasure   Grounds,  Ao.    [141]  232; — N«v 
Houses  of  Parliament,  242,  244  .-—Board  of 
Fisheries  f  Scotland),  [142]   882,  885;--In- 
spectors  of  Corn  Returns,  1029 ; — Embank- 
ment  at   Vauzhall    and   Battersea-Bridge, 
1037 ;~  Agricultural  SUtistics,  1111 ;— Bri- 
tish Histonoal  Portrait  Gallery,  1116;— Cinl 
Contingencies,    1339,    1340;— St.    James's 
Park,  1413,  1416 

Transportation,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  400 
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Davison^  Mr.  B.,  Bel/ah 

Lunatic  Asylums  (IreUnd)  (No.  2),  Com.  el,  S, 

[142]  1761 ;  d.  i.  Amend.  1762 
Militia,  Disembodiment  of  the,  [142]  16;  [143] 

14 

Deasy,  Mr.  R.,,Corl:  Co. 

Chancery  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  2R.  [140]  922 

Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland), 
Com.  [141]  1792 

Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  [142] 
1645 

Incumbered  Estates  Court,  Returns  moved  for, 
[141]  543,  546 

Joint-Stock  Companies'  Winding-up  Aets 
Amendment,  2R.   [142]   1766 

Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]  209 

Justices  of   Peace  Qualification,  Cora,  d,  7, 

[141]  nil 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  8),  Com.  cl,  4, 

[142]  1764 
Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1081,  1093 

Death,  Punishment  of^ 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  W.  Ewart),  [142]  1231, 
[A.  64,  N.  158,  M.  94]  1261  ;-4ee  CapiUd 
jPunUhment 

Death,  Punishment  of,  on  Women, 
L  Question  (Lord  St.  Leonards),  [142]  1056 

Debt  and  Contempt  of  Court,  Imprison- 
ment for, 
I  Petition  (Lord  St.  Leonards),  [142]  1570 

Deht,  Imprisonment  for,  BiU, 
c,  1R.»  [143]  641 

Decimal  Coinage, 

<r.  Question  (Mr.  Warner),  [140]  833  ;  (Mr.  G. 
A.  Hamilton),  [143]  974 

Deeds  {Scotland)  Bill, 
clR.*  [14a]  1326;  2R.»  1987;  3R.»   [143] 

220 
h  in.*  [143]  383;  2R.»1063;  3 R.*  1347 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1401 

Deebes,  Mr.  W.,  Kent,  E: 

Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  [142]  1770 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  2R.  [140] 

,1439;  Com.  c2.  7,  [141]  1112 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Leave,  [140] 

240;  2R.  2118:  Com.  cl,1,   [141]    1935; 

cl.  10,  1940 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1373 

Delamere  Forest  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  [140]  914;   2R.*  1048  ;  3R.»  13U 
I.  IR.*  [140]   1393;  2R.«  2202;  3R.»  [141] 

377 
Royal  Assent,  [141]  870 

Demerara,  Riots  in, 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Maguire),  [141]  2031 ;   (Mr. 
UoTsfall),  [14s]  1086 


Denisok,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Torhshvre,  TT,  B, 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [143] 

691 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  el.  4,  [142]  942 
Factories,  Com.  [142]  558 
Police   (Counties  and    Boroughs),  2R.    [140] 

694 ;   Com.  d,  1,  [141]  1574  ;  d  2, 1585  ; 

d.  10,  1941;  cL  6,  [142]  297,302;   eL  U, 

807 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add.  eL  [142]  507» 

571,573 

Dei^ison,  Mr.  J.  E.,  MaUon 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Com.  [143]  580 
Australia,  Postal  Communication  with,  [141] 

1179 
Education,  National,  [140]  1990 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1375 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

Com.  d.  1,  [143]  1371 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [141]  2037 

DEiTKANt  Lord 
Abjuration,  Oath  of.  Amendment,  Com.  [142] 

2060 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.   [142]  795  ;  Rep. 

952,  953 ;  3R.  1063,  1081 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Com.   [14a] 

1986 ;  Rep.  [143]  251 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Clanes  (Ireland),  IR. 

[143]  «*« 
Indian  Accounts,   Returns  moved  for,  [142} 

630 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  2R.  [142]  1489 
Umited  Liability,  [142]  950,  1054 
Ix>ndon  and  Durham,  fiishops  of,  RetireBieiilt 

IR.  [143]  548;  2R.838;  3 R.  1101 
Press,  The,  [142]   1054 

Derby,  Earl  of 
Abjuration,  Oath  of.  Amendment,  IR.  [142] 

1667  ;  2R.  1896,  1898 ;  Com.  2055,  2058, 

2061,  2063,  2064  ;  Bill  withdrawn,  [143]  4 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  £140]  17* 

49 
Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  [140]  2215  ;  Com. 

[141]  445;  d.  1,  Amend.  462;  d.  2,  463, 

464 
Appellate  Jorisdictien  of  the  House  of  Lords, 

Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1448, 1454 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Com.  [142]  905,  920  ; 

3R.  1068 
Army,  Administration  of  the.  Papers  moved 

for,  [140]  1023,  1031,  1047 
Bank  Charter    Act,  Commission  moved  for, 

[141]  560,  662 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [142]  245 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  d.  44,  [143]  312, 

317 
Church  Discipline,  2R.  [141]  1311 
Crimean  Board  of  Inquiry,  Address  moved, 

[T43]  1021 
Crimean  Commissioners'  Report,  [140]  506 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Rep.  [143] 

247,  251 
Education,  Vice  President  of   Committee  of 

Council  on,  2R.  [140]  215 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [140] 

210 
Exchequer  Bills  Funding,  2R.  [140]  1933 
Factories,  2R.  1668  ;  Com.  d.  4,  [142]  1893 
Fermoy  Peerage,  [140]  448,  698,  703 

\cimt. 


DBR  DIS  {INDEX,  1856} 

Dbbbt,  Earl  ot—wniinued^ 
ItmaQ  and  Reni,  DUmaotling  of^  [143]  1083 


DIS 


DIS 


London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

8R.  [143]  831»  832 ;  Com.  958  ;  3R.  1094, 

1095, 1096 
Maritime  Law,  Intemational,  [143]  521,  527» 

539 
Mortars,  DefeotiTe.  [140]  2202,  2206 
Offences,  Trial  of,  IR.  [140]  219 
Oxford  Universitj  Bill,  [141]   1047 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  2R.  [143]  947 ;  Com. 

eL  9.  [143]  1091 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  mored,  [141Q  2001, 

2004,  2006,  2008.  2009 
Peerages  for  Life,  [140]  S63,  450  ;  Com.  moved 

for,  510,511;  Com.  602,  604,  609,  902,  907, 

1125;  Report,  1290 
Sardinian  Loan,  Address  moved,  [142]  1672 
Tickets  of  Leave — Secondary  Punishment,  Ad- 
dress moved,  [141]  1169 
Truro,  Lord,  Lihraiy  of  the  late,  [141]    133 
Turnpike  Trusts    Arrangements,  2R.    [140] 

1447 
United  SUtes,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  1397, 

1472, 1473, 1474 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army,  Navy,  Ao,  [14a] 

193 

♦ 

Dkriko,  Sir  E.  C,  Kent^  E. 
Crimean  CommiMion  Report,  [140]  1053 

Derrt,  Bishop  of 
Churoh  Discipline,  2R.  [141]  1267 

Dbsart,  Earl  of 

Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Rep.  [143] 

243 
Fennoy  Peerage,  [140]  704 

Designs^  Begiftraiian  of-^Supply^ 
e.  [14a]  1027 

De  Verb,  Mr.  S.  E.,  Limerick  Co. 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Roooivers),  Com. 

«^-  h  [143]  «06 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  2R. 

[140]  1859;  Com.  [141]  1787;   3R.  [142] 

2158 
Education    (Ireland),    Address  moved.  Adj. 

moved,  [142]    1647 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.   el.  7. 

[141]  nn 

Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1077 

Pauper,    Scotch  and  Irish,  Removal,  Leave, 

[141]  314 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland),    Com.    [142I 

1574 
Ragged  Schools  in  Dublin,  [142]  259 

DiLLWTK,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Stoamea 
Aggravated  Assaults,  Leave,  [141]   24 ;   2R. 

[142]  165 
Women  and  Children,  Assaults  on,  [140]  152 

Diplomatic  Service, 
c.  Question  (Blr.  W.Ewart),  [140]  522 

Diseussums,  Irregular, 

c.  Observations  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  [141]  888 


Disraeli,  Et.  Hon.  B.»  Budmghamikirt 

Abjuration,  Oath  of.  2R.  [141]  753 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  C1403  67 
Aldershot,  Review  at,  [143J  84MI 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,    [142]     2078 ;    [143I 

509 
Army  Estimates,  [142]  1636,  1547 
Audit  of  Public  Accounts,  [141]  699 
Billeting  (ScotlandX  [141]  581,  688 
Budget,  The — Financial  Stateoient,  Res.  [142* 

361 
Business,  Public,  [141]   175  ;    Betons  morH 

for.  [143]  U30 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (IncombeRd  L«- 

Utes  Court  Abolition),  2R.  \tAo\  969 ;  Ap- 
pointment of  Com.  1428 
Church  Rates  AboUtion  (No.  2),    2R.  [i^] 

1928 
Civil    Service  Superannuation,    Leave,   [14:* 

886, 894 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  <i,  ^ 

[143]  565 
County    Courts  Judges,  Salaries  c£,   Addresi 

moved,  [141]  307 
Crimean  Commission  Report  [140]  1709 
Education    (Ireland),    Address    moved,   [142' 

1647;  Res.  1885 
Education,  National,  Com.    [141]   865,  8(f. 

953 
Evictions  in  Galway— Case  of  Mr.  PoDok,  C^a 

moved  for,  [141]  1716 
Italy,  Aflhirs  of.  Address  moved,  [143]  ?H 

801 
Judicial  Bench  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  Ir, 

[1401  783 
Kars.  Fall  of,  Res.  [141]  1688,  1780. 1853 
Ley,  Mr.  W.,  Vote  of  Thanks  to.  [140]  m 
Morning  Sittings,  [142]  1463 
Nationsl  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  aoovci, 

[142]  2134.2146,2153 
New  Zealand,  Salary  of  the  Bishop  oC   l^asI 

328 
Parochial   Schools   (Scotland),    Com.    [141^ 

1464 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Thai  the  Bifi 

do  pass,  [143]  808 
Peace,  Preliminaries  of,  [140]  1725, 1726 
Peace.  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [141]  20SI 
Pensions,  Hereditary,  [141]  1238 
Printing  Expenses — Returns,  [141]  387 
Prussia— 'Conference  at  Paris,  [141 J  47,  153 
Sardinian  Loan,  The,  [142]  6&5 
Session,  Review  of  the,  [143]  1107,1108;  Re- 
turns moved  for,  1430 
Shipping,  Local  Chains  on.  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]  678. 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.    [140]    135^ 

U14,  1952,  2191 
Supply,  [140]  1«71  ; — Royal  Parts,  Pleasar? 

Grounds,  isc.  [141]  239 ;— Audit  of  PuHic 

Accounts,  259; — Stationery,  Printing,  ^c^ 

265,  268  ;— Education  (Ireland).  529,  &^. 

540  ;>— Superannuation  Allowances,  1036 :— 

British  Museum,  1362  ; — Embassy  iIoQ«' 

Abroad,  [142]   1044; — Science  and  Art  le 

partment,     Marlborough    House     Remorx. 

1125,  1130  ;— St.  James's  Park,  156a 
United  SUtes,  Relations  with  the,  [140"  S.^. 

851,   852;    [142]   978,   108S,  1163,  ^HA 

1405,  1509 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Aro^,  Navy,  he.,  [142 

230 
Ways  and  Means,  [143]  405 
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Dissenters^  Marrxagee  BUI, 

e,  \Vi^  [140]  882; 
3R.  1938 ; 

.Com.  eU  I,  [142]  939; 
c/.  3,  940 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hardy),  941  ; 
el,  4,  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Dookworth),  941,  [A.  93, 
N.  86.  M.  8]  947 ; 
cl,  11.  Pronao  (Mr.  Henley),  948 ; 
3R.^  [143]  12 

Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Bill, 

I.  lR.»[i4i]870; 

3R.  [142]  401 ;  Amend.  (Lord  Lyndhurst), 

418  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  426  ; 
Com.  1968 ; 
Rep.  Amend.  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley).  [p.q. 

Content  9,  Not  Content  7,  M.  2]  1987 ; 
Amend.  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  [143]  230  ;  [0.  q. 

Content  43,  Not  Content  10,  M.  33]  251 
SR.  308 

c.  1R.»[I43]  318; 
3R.  710 

Dolly-  and  Leaving' Shops^ 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Brady),  [141]  1703,  2031 

DoNOUOHMORE,  Earl  of 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Com.  eh  1,  [142]  921 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  cL  44,  [143]  315 
DiTorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Rep.  [143] 

241 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  SR. 

[143]  «« 
Fire  Insurances,  3R.  [142]  673 

Foreign  Legion,  The.  [142]  1153 

Militia,  Irish,  Disembodiunent  of  the,   [143] 

1395 
Militia,  Mutiny  in  an  Irish  Regiment  of,  [143] 

543 
Peace  Preserration  (Ireland),  Com.  Amend. 

[142]  776,  780 
Peerages  for  Life.  Report,  [140]  1307 
Peers,  Scotch  and  Irish,  Expenses  of.  Com. 

moTed  for.  [143]  111,  113         ^ 
Poisons,  Sale  of;  [143]  543  ^ 

Dowhiggen,  Major,  Case  of, 
c.  Question  (Sir  De  L.  Evans),  [140]  3109 

Dower — Copyhold  and  Customary  Law, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  [14Q]  705 

Drafts  on  Bankers  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  [140]  314  ;  IR.*  1311  ; 

3R.  [141]  119.439;  3R.*1394 
/.  1R.»  [141]  1470; 

2R.  [i4«]  1055  ;  8R.»  1324 

Royal  Assent,  [142]  1771 

Drainage  {Ireland)  Bill, 
<?.  1R.»  [141]  1908;  • 

2R.»  [142]  1493  ;  3R.»  [143]  12 
/.  IR.*  [143]  110;  3R.»383;  3R.*  710 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1064 

Drainage  Advances  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
r.  IR.*  [140]  716; 

3R.  973  ; 

Com.  1015;  3R.*  1478 
/.  1R.»  [140]  1563;2R.»3303;8R.*  [141]  38 

Royal  Assent,  [141]  120 


Drainage  Metropolitan, 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Sutler),  [143]  735 

Drainage  (Private  Advances)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill, 
I  1R.»  [142]  1 ;  2R.»  576 

Dbumlanrig,  Viscount  (Comptroller  of  the 

Household),  Dumfriesshire 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Answer.  [140]  181 

Education  (Ireland),  ller  Majesty's  Reply  to 
Address,  [142]  1992 

National  Gallery,  Iler  Majesty's  Reply  to  Ad- 
dress, [143]  510 

Druiimokd,  Mr.  H.,  Surrey,  W. 

Ahjnration.  Oath  of.  Com.  el,  3,  [142]  603 
Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1918 
Bleaching.  Ac.  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  217 
Church  Kates  AboUtion  (^o.  3),  3R,  [140] 

1907 
Death,  Punishment  of.  Com.  moTed  for,  [142] 

1315 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com* 

el,  2,  [141!  1795 
Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  935 
Erictions  (Ireland)--Otae  <^  Mr.  Pollok,  [142] 

707 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  3R.  [140]  1703 
Justices  of  Peace  Qu<dlfication,  i5om,  el,  7, 

[141]  1109 
Laws.  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  655 
Maynooth  College,  2R.    [142]    1943;    Com. 

[1411  1078 
Medical  Profession^  Crora.  [141]  341 
Monetary    System,   Com.   moved   £>r,    [140] 

1490 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moTed,  [142]  46 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  3R.  [141]  10 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  ^., 

[141]    333 ; — New  Houses  of  Parliament, 

343,    343  ;  —  Superannuation    AUowanoes, 

1037; — Toulonese,  Ao.  Emigrants,  1040 
Tenant  Right  (Irehmd),  [142]  979 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  Bill, 

€.  1R.»  [141]  1324; 

3R.  [142]  1315;  Amend.  (Mr.  Grogan)  1316; 
Adj.  moved  (Col.  Taylor),  [A.  53.  N.  65, 
M.  13]  1318  ;  3nd  Div.  [A.  46,  N.  69,  M.  33] 
ib. ;  Adj.  Debate  [143]  117 ;  BiU  withdrawn, 
118 

Dublin,  Postal  Communication  with, 

/.  Question  (Viscount  Dungannon),  [141]  1591 
c.  Question  (Mr.   H.   Herbert),    [141]    1530; 
(Mr.  Macartney),  [142]  553 

Dublin  University  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  [142]  588 

Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B.,  Exeter 

Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  el»  4,  Amend. 
[142]  941,  945,  947 

DuiCE,  Sir  J.,  London 

London  Corporation,  Leave,  [141]  331 :  [143] 
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Ihdwick  College  Bitt. 

L  IR.*  [14a]  1771 ;  SR.*  2048 ;  3B.* 
710 

€,  IR.*  [143]  1027; 

QuMtion  (Mr.  T.  Danoombe),  1033 


[143] 


DuvcAK,  YiacoaDt  (Lord  of  the  Treasaiy), 

Fcrfarthire 

Army  Estimates.  [142]  1721 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

2R,  [143]  1313 
Municipal  Reform  (Scotland),  Leave,  [140]  613 
Registration  (Scotland),  [141]  41 

DuvcAN»  Mr.  G.,  Dundee 

BUleting  (SootUnd),  [141]  576 
Bishops  (Scotland),  [143]  1486 
Bleaching,   Ac..  Works,  (No.  2),   2R.    [143] 

211 
Evictions  (Ireland) — Case  of  Mr.  PoUok,  [142] 

704 
Fire.  Insnrances,  2R.  [141]  1945 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

Com.  el  3,  [143]  1412 
Members'  Speeches,  [143]  1228 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  3 EL  [143] 

811 
Shipping.  Local  Chai^ges  on,  Appointment  of, 

Com.  [141]  680 
Supply— Po6t-Oflk>e  Services,  [140]  866 

^UNCANNON,  Viscount 
Tickets  of  Leave  —  Secondary  Punishments, 
[141]  1472 

)irNCOMB«,  Hod.  Gapt.  A.,  York,  E.  B. 

Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1400 

Supply— General  Board  of  Uealth,  [141]  1374 

DuNCOXBE,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Finshury 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  3R.  [142]  1106 
Alien  Act— Col.  Ttirr,  [140]  00,  91 
Contractors'    DisquaUflcation    Removal,    2R. 

[140]  1431 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1374 
Dulwich  College,  [143]  1033 
Exiles,  PoUtical,  [143]  1218 
Health,  PubUc,  Com.  [143]  503 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  [140]  1700 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  2R.  [140] 

1448 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

2R.  [143]  1323,  1326 :  Com.  el,  3,  Amend. 

1382, 1383 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  345,  760 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment, 

[141]  471 
Metropolitan  Management,  [140]  2037,  2038 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1554 
PoUtical  Offenders,  Pardon  o^  [142]  262 
Sligo  Election  Committee,  [142]  1091,  1095 
Tasmania,  Governor  of,  [140]  1311 
Vaccination,  [143]  402,  403 ;  Com.  552 
Vestries,  Metropolitan,  [141]  43 

DuNDAS,  Mr.  G.,  LMithgoto 

Mortars,  Defective,  [141]  1335 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [142]  896 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  Amend. 
C142]  1679 


DuHOAHKOV,  Viaeoant 

Abjuration,  Oath  oC  2R.  [142]  1802 
Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  [140]  2314 
Burial-Ground,  Blandibrd,  [142]  074.  122«. 
Capital  Punishment,  Com.  moved  for,  [142^ 

252 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Cavaes,  Caau  U42] 

1986;  Rep.  1987;  [143]  246 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  •'vR. 

[143]  «« 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirei&ect, 

IR.  [143]  548,549;   Com.  <U.  8,963;  3L 

1098;  (Emmons*  Amends.  1479 
Mail  Service,  Irish,  [141]  1591 
Marriage  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [14.1]  151S 
Militia,   Irish,   Summary  Dismissal   oi,  [^i.'^ 

1067 
Parochial  SchooU  (Scotland),  3R.  [143]  lOe: 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140I  609;  Bep«t, 

1303 
Police  (Counties  and  Borou^uX  Com.  d.  \, 

[142]  1674 
Portraits,  National  Gallory  of,  [140]  nSS 
Sailing  Vessels,  Regulations  for,  [142]  S5^ 
Scotch  and  Irish  Peers,  Expenses  of,  [14:^ 

113 
Steam  Communication  between  Hdyhead  mi 

Kingstown,  [143]  1007 
Tieketrof-Leave  System,  Returns  moved  &r. 

[140]  1401,  1402;  [142]  254,  257 

DuKOARVAM,  Viscount,  Frame 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs},  Com.  cl  l^ 
Amend.  [141]  1936,  1937 

DuMLOP,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Oreenoeh 

Business,  Public,  [141]  173 

Commissioners  of  Supply  (SeotUnd)^  2&  [ur 

1 
Joint-Stock  CJompanies,  Com.  eL  6;  AxnmL 

[142]  634 
Kars,  Fall  of,  Res.  [141]  1802 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  &r, 

[140]  ipoi 

MunicipiFReform  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  21 
Parishes,  Formation  of.  Com.  adtL  H.  [145^ 

554 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add,  cL  [143]  574 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141^  )*; 

Com.cI.  1,  [142]  237 
Voters,  Registration  of,  (Scotland),  2R,  [14:1 
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DuVNE,  Lieut.-CoL  F.  P.,  PcrtarUngUm 
Army — Education  of  Officers,  [142]  1013 
Army  Estimates.  [140]  1250, 1262,  1263,  i:^. 
1287,  1735,  1744,  1764,  1765,  2054,  20vv 
2056,  2058,  2060,  2062,  2068,  2071,  2077 
2078,  2093;  [142]   1533,  1541,  155S,  l.v^f^ 
1691, 1698,  1702,  1716 
Arpiy  Prize  Money,  [143]  269 
BeatsOn,  General,  Addr^  moved,  [145]  9Si. 

938,  1498 
Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  579 
Bleaching,  Ac.,  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [143:  ?1I 
Burial-Grounds  (Ireland),  2R.  [140]  493 
Chanoery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (lncumb<^  F^ 
tates  Court  Abolition),  2R.  [140]  5d0,  w:v 
960  :  Appointment  of  Com.  1428 
Commissions    of  Deceased    OiBcers,    Xidrtif 

moved,  [142]  1519 
Danube,  Navigation  of  the,  [143]  ^55 
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Dmnrs,  Lieiit.-Co1.  F.  P. — cwt. 

'Drainago  AdTanoet  Act  Amendmeot,  2R.  [140] 
972 

Factories,  Leare,  [140]  1673;  2  R.  adj.  moved, 
[141]  370,  443 ;  Com.  [143]  558 ;  el.  4, 
662 

Field  Allowances,  [141]  1926 

Fireworks  (Dublin  and  Edinburgh),  Address 
moved,  [141]  1468 

Foreign  Legion,  The,  [141]   1048 

German  Legion,  The,  [140]  1050 

Grand  Janes  (Ireland),  Leave,  [141]  1444 

Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  8, 
[141]  618;  add.cl^\9 

Harness,  Colonel,  case  of,  [141]  277 ;  Papers 
moved  for,  662 

Incumbered  Estates  Court,  Returns  moved  for, 
[141]  544  ;  2R.  [143]  378 

Ismail,  Evacuation  of,  [143]  13 

Judgments  Execution,  Com.  206,  537 

Juries  (Ireland),  2R.  [141]  1400 

Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  eL  7, 
[141]  1107,1109 

Kars,  Fall  of,  Resolution,  [141]  1830 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  d,  8, 
Amend.  [142]  1758 

Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  345 

Militia  and  the  Foreign  Legions,  [142]  800 

Militia,  Mutiny  in  an  Irish  Regiment  of,  [143] 
557,  682 

Militia  Pay,  Com.  [143]  860 

Militia,  The  Irish,  Disembodiment  of,  [141] 
565;  [142]  266,  1408 

Navy  Estimates,  [140]  582  ;   [142I  1458 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Com.  [142]  1575; 
cl  3,  1578 

Prisons  ( Ireland)  Com.  [143]  114  ;  el.  3, 115; 
<;2.  4, 116 

Russia,  War  with— The  Armistice,  [140]  223 

Sandhurst,  Military  College  at,  [142]  588 

Supply — Post  Office  Services,  [140]  865,  866, 
1671 ; — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac. 
[141]  236  r— Audit  of  Public  Accounts, 
358  ;— Public  Education,  (Ireland).  527  ;— 
Superannuation  Allowances,  1034  ; — Infir- 
maries (Ireland),  1042  ; — Battersea  Park, 
[142]  1035  ; — Embankment,  ^.,  Vauzliall 
and  Battersea  Bridge,  1036  ; — Incumbered 
Estates  Commission  (Ireland),  1048; — ^Dis- 
embodied Militia,  [143]  205 

Transportation,  Com.  [141]  869 

Dwhamt  Bishop  of  ^^  Bee  London  and 
Dwrham^  Miikops  of,  Betirement  BUI 

JheMingsfor  Labouring  CUutes  {Ireland) 
Bill 

c.  \K.^  [140]  716; 

2R.  [140]  1857;  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  Kennedy), 
[A.  11,  N.  104,  M.  03],   1858 ;    Adj.  mored 
(Mr.McEvoy),  .ib. ;  Motion  neg.  1859 ; 
341]  Com.  1786  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Kennedy),  1788  ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  1792 ; 
d.  1,  Amend.  (Col.  Grcville},[o.  q.  A.  169, 
N.4],  M.  128]  1793; 
.      el  2, 1793  :  Amend.  (Mr.  L.  Davies),  1794, 
[A.  53,  N.  174,  M.  121]    1798  ;    [r.  p. 
A.  24,  N.  159,  M.  135]  ib.  ; 
142]  [w.  q.   A.   183,    N.   27,    M.  156]    1661 ; 
add.  el.  (Colonel  GreviUe),  [A.  39,  N.  154, 
M.  115]  1662; 

YOL.  CXLIII.    [xmaD  series.]    [<■<»<. 


DweUingsfor  Labouring  CUuset,  ^c— oont. 

142]    add,  el.  (Cot.  GreviUe),  [A.  107,  N.  01, 

M.  16]  1664: 
•     3R.   Amend.  (Col.  Groville),  2158,  [0.  q. 

[A.  85,  N.  19,  M.  66]  2159 
143]  /.  IR.*  1;  2R.»306; 

3R.  543,   Amend.  (Marquess  of  West- 
meath),  544,  [0.  o.  Content  25,  Not 
Content  13,  M.  12]  546 
Royal  Assent,  1064 

DwtUings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland) 

(No.  2)  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  [143]  1064;  lR.*t5. 

East  India   Company — Voluntary  Pay^ 

mentSf 

I.  Question  (Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  [143]  7 
c.  (Question  (Mr.  Otway),  [143]  264 

Eastern  Question — Alleged  Discrquineyf 
I.  Question  (Earl  Grey),  [140]  513 

Ebrikoton,  Viscount,  Marylebone 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  2068,  2081,  2089 

Billeting  (ScotUnd),  [141]  578 

*  British  Museum  —  Sunday  Opening,  [140] 

1102 
Civil  Service,  Admissions  to  the.  Com.  moved 

for,  [141]   1434 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  341,350 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  tl.  2, 

[141]    1585;    d.   10,  1940;   el.   6,    [142] 

303 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Leave  [141]  437 
St.  James's  Park,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1391 

Ecclesiastical  Commission^ 
e.  Com.  moved  for  (Sir  G.  Grey),  [140]  073 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners — Supply, 
e.  [142]  856,  [A.  166,  M.  66,  M.  100]  ib. 

Ecclesiastical  Courts,  d^c,  Billt 

€.   lK.^  [143]  549 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jurisdiction  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  [140]  384 ;  IR.*  451 

Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Beform  of  the, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Iladfleld),  [142]  1227;  [143] 
679 

Edinburgh,  University  qf, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Cowan),  [143]  382 

Edmonton  Militia^ 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Evelyn),  [140]  1575 

Education  Bill, 
I.  1R.»  [140]  698 ; 

Question  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  [141]  1143 

Education  at  Sandhurst  College, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Rich),  [143]  ^^ 

Education  EstimaJtes, 

e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington)«  [143]  1107 
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B6B 


BLL 


BdueaUon^  Legale 
c,  Qnettion  (Mr.  NftpiorX  [141]  9030 

Edueaiion  Natumal, 

I,  Question  (Earl  of  ShafteBbnry),  [141]  95 
c,  Obserraiions  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  [140]  101, 

1321 ;  Motion  (Lord  J.  Russell),  19M ; 
Com.   [141]  779;    Res.  (Lord  J.   Rsssell), 

780;    Amend.    (Mr.    Henley),  799;    Adj. 

moTod  (Mr.  Barnes),  866;  Adj. 0e1>ato,  889 ; 

That  the  Chairman  leare  the  Chair,  [A.  260, 

N.  158,  M.  109]  960;   QuMiion  (Mr.  W. 

£wart),  1925 

Edueation^  NaHondl — Supply, 
e,  [143]  1348;  Amend.  (Mr.   BamesX  1864; 
Amend,  neg.  1388 

Edueaium,  Public — Supplff, 
c.  [141]  523 

Edncaium  {Ireland), 
e.  Papers  moved  for  (Mr.  Maoartaejr),  [141] 
435; 

Address  moTed  (Mr.  Walpole),  [143]  1580 : 
Amend.  (Mr.  Kennedy),  1600 ;  Amend,  neg. 
1603  ;  A<y.  moved  (Mr.  De  Vere),  1647, 
[A.  32,  N.  184,  M.  152]  ib. ;  [m.  o.  A.  US, 
N.  103,  M.  10]  ih, ;  The  Qaeen's  Reply, 
1992;  Question  (Mr.  Fortescne),  1665; 
(Mr.Walpole),  1685; 

Res.  (Mr.  Fortescne),  1807;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Grogan),  1881 ;  Adj.  morid  (VIsot.  Ber- 
nard). 1882,  [A.  50,  N.  381,  M.  281]  1883 ; 
Adj.  moT9d  (Mr.  Vanoe),  ib.,  [A.  39,  N.  328, 
M.  289]  1886 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Grogan),  [A. 
05,  N.  279,  M.  184]  ib. 

Education,  Public  {Ireland) — Supply^ 
e.  [141]  525 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  527  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Vansittart),  541  ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  542,  [A.  88.  N.  144,  |M.  106] 
t5. ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Mowbray),  [A.  41, 
N.  126,  M.  85]   543 

Education  {Scotland)  Bill, 
L  1R.«  [140]  1930 

EdueaiUm  {Scotland)  BUI, 

c  Leave,  [141]  663;    1R.»  703 

Education,  Vice  Praidento/ Committee  of 

Council  on,  BiU, 
I  IR.  [140]  449 ; 

2R,  814 ;  3R.*  977 
e.  IR.*  [140]  1311; 

^^   [143]  991 ;    Amend.    (Mr.    fladfield), 

992  ;   Amend,  neg.  993 ; 
Com.  el.  1,  1055,  [r.  p.  A.  30,  N.  91,  M.  61] 
1058;    Amend.  (Mr.    Thomely),    [p.    a. 
A.  78,  N.  47,  M.  31]  1060  ; 
8R.  1209;    Amend.   (Mr.   Henley),   1210; 

[0. 9.  A.  77,  N.  35,  M.  42]  1218 ; 
Bill  passed,  ib. 
I  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

EoEBTON,  Sir  P.  M.  G.,  Cheshire,  S. 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  add.  d. 
[142]  309 


EosRTOir,  Mr.  E.  C,  Macdetfidd 
Seieotifie  and  LttMiy  fiwietwa,  Oma.  [;t4j] 
226 

Egbjuov.  Mr.  W.  T.,  Che$Ur0.  N. 
Agricnltiiral  Statistics,  2R.  [142]  1771 

Eeinnoir,  Earl  of 

Abjuration,  Gath  o(  AacodMCDt,  Cwk  {uA 
2060 

Bank  (Hwrter  Act,    ComnisBmi  Morad  ftr, 

[141]  551,  560 
Judges,  Scotch,  PriTilegos  of,  [141]  TBS 
MaU  Serrice,  Irish,  [141]  1599 
Mutiny,  2R.  [140]  2226 
Parliament,   Uoowa  oS-^C^ock  Tvmcr,  [140] 

806,  808 
Feac«  PressTTatioD  (Ireland],  (3oBk  [1433  779 

Elcbo,  Lord,  HaddingtcnMre 
Army  Estimates,  [143]  1723, 1T26 
Crimea,    Return  of  IVoopa  firom  HJbm  [143] 

1095, 1097 
Medical  Professioa,  Cobi.  [141]  343. 3151 
National  Gallery.  Com.  d.  1,  Amend.  [141]  194« 
National    Gallery   Site,    2R.    AmndL    £143] 

1393 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the,  Addrasa  moved, 

[142]  2097,  2117,  2146,2153 
St.  James's  Park  [141]  USS^^Siq^lyXCMJ] 

1560,  1569 
Simpson's  Crimean  Sketches  [143]  111 
Supply— National  Galleiy  [141]   610,  614  ^- 

British  Muisiim,  1358 


Elections,  Corrupt  Protects  at^ 

e.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Berkeley).  [140]  383:  (Sk 
F.  Kelly).  [143]  553  ;~«ee  Cmpi  Pm^ 
Ueet  Prevention  BiU 

Eloiit,  Earl  of 
Canada,  Troops  to,  [141]  1142 
Central  America,  [143]  310 
North  American  Provinces,  Military  Ertahtiih' 
ments  in  the,  Addresa  moved,  [143]  673 

Ellenborovoh,  Earl  of 
Ahjuration,  Oath  of,  AmendmeBt^  Ooaa.  [143] 

2060. 2062 
Agricultural  SUtistios.  2R.  [140]  2922 ;  Cos. 
[J41]  461 ;  ci.  2,  463  ;  cL  7,  464, 4tf;  wL 

12,  ib. 
Australia,  Postal  Communication  with.  £141] 

1688 
Ckwst-Gnard  Service,  Com.  [143]  1194,  II99 
Coorg,  the  Rajah  of.  [143]  10G7 
Crimean  Commission   Report—Board  4kf  Ib- 

qninr.  [140]  1019 
East  India  Company — Vdantar/  Piaymesti^ 

[143]  0 

Education,  Vice   President  of  Oimmittee  «f 

Council  on,  2R.    [140]   819.  828 
Gloucester  and  Bristol.   Bishopric  U,    [142] 

1153 
India  —  Case  of   Pertanb  Singh  and  Bisl^ 

i^ingh,  [143]  619,  624 
India,  Government  of^  Com.  mored  for,  [142J 

319 
India,  Torture  in,  [141]  1144. 1145 
Indian  Accounts,  Returns  moTcd  for.  [143]  62S 

630 
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EtABSTBOBOOOB,  Esrl  of-— OOflC. 

IndUii  Fiajmoe^  Papen  BaoY«d  for,  [141]  637. 
639 

Ismail  and  Reni,  DismantUog  of,  [143]  1083 
Kan,  Fall  oC  [140]  20W  ;   [141]  29.  30 
Legion  of  Honour,  The,  [143]  13B0, 1351 
Madras,  Torture  in.  Res.  [141]  088 
Militia,  Mutiny  in  an  Irish  K^liment  of,  [143] 

1347 
Mutinj,  8R.  [140]  9924 
Nawab  of  Surat  Trcaty.  9R.  [143]  384,  SOS,  304 
Oude,»Treaty  of,  [141]  776.  777,  778 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140]  fi07,  604 
Bolice  (Omnties  and  Borough),    Com.  d,  I, 

[142]  1673 ;  d.  13, 1674 ;  c^  14, 1675 ;  3R, 

2048,  9050 
Portraits,  Natiooal  Gallery  of,  [140]  1789 


BPI 


EVE 


and  CapUvlar  Estates  CbiMtnu 
once  Bill, 
c.  !£•  [143]  595;   2R.»549;  8R.»  733 
I.  \K^  [143]  812;  2R.»  946 ;  3R»  1063 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1490 

Established  Church  (Ireland),       • 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Stafford),  [142J  712;  Com. 
moved  for  (Mr.  Miall),  715,  [A.  93,  N.  163, 
M.  70]  770 


Elummbbb,  Earl  of 

Peaoe,  Treaty  o(  Address  moved,  [141]  1947. 
9006 

Elucb,  Rt.  Hon.  E.,  Coventry 

Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the,  Com.  moved 

Ibr,  [140]  1807;  Education  of  Oflioers.  ri4tl 
1009  -^  i.  f  J 

BilleUng  (Scotland),  [141]  573 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Ineombered  Ea- 

Utee  Court  Abolition),  2R.  [140]  926 
Education.  National,  Com.  [141]  804 
Moneys,  Public,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  1464 

Bluce.  Mr.  E.,  CufHsr,  St.  Andrews,  dfc. 

Army  Estimates,  Amend.  [142]  1718,  1725 
Evictions  (Ireland)— Case  of  Mr.  PoUok,  Com. 

moved  for,  [141]  1716 ;  [142]  708 
8uppIy-*Board  of  Fisheries  (Scotland)  [142] 

864 

Eluot,  H011.  J.  E.,  BosDburgshire 
Billeting  (Sootland),  [141]  584 
China  Seas,  Operations  in  the,  [140]  458 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  346 
Municipal  Reform  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  91 

Emhanies  and  Missions  Abroad^  Supt^. 

€.  [141]  1098 

Embassy  Houses  Abroad — Supply, 
c.  [142]  1038  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Whiteside),  1039 ; 
Amend,  and    Original  Question  withdrawn, 
1045 ;  [143]  379 

Emigration-^  Sw^ly, 

c.  [141]  1010 

Lnjield  Factory  Expenses, 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Newdegate),  [141]  177 

Enfield  Bifies, 
e.  Question  (Sir  W.  Jolliire),  [140]  1954 

Engineers  in  the  Crimea, 
€  Observations  (Capt  L.  Vernon),  [143]  645 

Engineers,  Promotion  in  tie, 
c.  Question  (Capt.  L,  Vernon),  [143]  271 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [140]   181;   1R.»  132  ;   2R.*  1012 


Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Bill, ' 
140]^.  IR.^l; 
.     2R.215; 

.     Com.  2096:  3R.*  2209 
141]  tf   IR*  335; 
143]  9R.     Amend.    (Mr.   S.    Fitigerald),    945; 

Amend,  neg.,  946 ; 
.     Com.  add  J.  (Mr.  Iladfioid),  1048.  [A.  84, 

N.  49,  M.  49]  1055 : 
.     3R.*  1200 

Lords  Amends,  1481 
143]^  Commons  Amends..  1480,  [Content  10, 

Not  Content  6,  M.  4]  ib. 
.     Royal  Assent,  1491 

Estimates,  Appropriation  of  the, 
e.  Statement  (Mr.  H.  BaUlie),  [141]  181 

"  Europa,"  Loss  of  the, 
e.  (^estion  (Gapt.  ArohdaU)^  [143]  1114 

Evans,  Lieut.  6ea.  Sir  De  Lact,  West- 
minster 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  83 

Army  Chaplains,  [141]  878 

Army«— Sale  of  Commissions  in    the.    Core. 

moved  for,  [140]  1791, 1849  ;  Education  of 

Officers,  [142]  1011 
Army  Estimates,   [140]    1291,  1961;    [142] 

1537,  1712, 1714 
Ballot,  The,  Leave,  [142]  445 
Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1919 
Commissions    of  Deceased    Officers,    Address 

moved,  [142]   1518,  1531 
Crimean  Army,  Mortality  in  the,  [140]  220 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [i^]  1407, 1409, 

1574,  1698,  1649,  1669;  Explanadon,  1702, 

1707 
Dowbiggin,  Major,  Case  of,  [140]  9108 
Edmonton  Militia,  [140]  1580 
'    Foreign  Legion,  The,  [143]  1035 

Graves  of  Soldiers  in  Uie  Crimea,  [140]  2043 
Horses  of  Offloers  in  the  Crimea,  [142]  B2B, 

550 
Ears  and  Ismail,  [142]  1486 
MilitU,  The,  [142]  2085 
Persia,  Relations  with,  [141]  165 
Russia,  War   with  —  The    Armistice,     [140] 

224 
United  SUtes,  Relations  with  the,  [140]  472  ; 

—The  Enlistment,  [141]  1001 

Evelyk,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Swrey,  W. 
Edmonton  Militia,  [140]  1575 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  W.  11, 

[142]  478 
Mortars,  Defective,  [141]   1340 
Police  (Counties  and    Boroughs),  2R.    [140] 

696;  Com,  el.  1,  [141]  1578 
Supply— Battersea  Park,  [142]  1035 
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E^ieihns   in    Oalway  —  Cau   of  Mr. 

PoUok. 
e.  Com.  moTod  for  (Mr.  M'Mahon),  [141]  1707; 
Amend.  (Viaet.  Palmerston),  1716 ;  Obaer- 
TmUoDS  (Sir  Bl  S.  Stewart),  [141]  697 

JSvidenie  in  Foreign  SuiU  Bill, 

t.  1R.»  [143]  1;  3R.*806:  8R.»490 
«.  IR.*  [143]  783  ;   2R.*  960;  3K.^  1434 
I  Royal  Atseot,  [143]  1491 

EwART,  Mr.  J.  C,  Liverpool 

Armistice,  The->-Cargoefl    to   Rotsian  Ports, 

[140]  717 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Oom.  d.  68,  [142]  640 
Russia,  Trade  Kcmilations  with,  [141]  778 
Shipping,  Local  Chai^ges  on,  Com.  moTed  for, 

[141]  818 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  903, 1374 
Talbot  V.  Talbot,  Case  of.  Papers  moTod  for, 

[140]  1561 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  16 
Vaccination,  2R.  [141]  374 
West  Indies,  Geological  Surrey,  [143]  608 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfriet,  dfc. 

Army  Estimates,  [140]   1768  ;  [141]  189,  193 

BilleUng  (Scotland)  [141]  672 

Business  of  the  House,  [140]  247 

Capital   Punishment  in  the  Cc^onies,    [143] 

976 
Civil  Service,  Admissions  to  the,  Com.  moved 

for,  [141]  1430 
*Death,  Punishment  of,  Com.  moved  for,  [143] 

1331 
Diplomatic  Service,  [140]  632 
Education,  Nati^al,  Cora.  [141]  819f  1925 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  ei,  2.  [142]  397 
Greece,  [141]  384 

Imperial  Uotel  Company,  3R.  [140]  1701 
Import  Duties — Nowfouodland-^Gold    Coast, 

[141]  44 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  2R.  [140] 

1444 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  659 
Municipal   Reform   (Scotland),    Leave,    [140] 

612  ;  2R»  [141]   19,  21 
Mutiny,  2R.  [140]  1672 
National  Collections  of  Art  and  Science,  [141] 

161 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  el,  3, 

[143]  872 
Printing  Expenses — Returns,  [141]  387 
Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  [143] 

227 
Statutes  at  Large,  [140]  992 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac. 

[141]   229  ;— National  Gallery,  613:— Em- 
bassies, Ac.  1030,  1032  ;->£ducation,  [142] 

1364 
Turkish  Roads,  [140]  1409 

Exchequer,     Chancellor    of    the,   eee 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Exchequer  BilU — Supply, 
e.  [141]  643 


Exchequer  Rills  Funding  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  [140]  1406;  2R.»  1430;  3R.* 
I,  1  K.»  [140]  1770  ; 

2R.  1931  ;   3R.  1950 

Royal  Assent,  [140]  2033 


1090 


Exchequer  BiUt  (£21,182,700)  BiU, 

c.  IR.*  [141]  870;  2R,*99»;  3R.»  1106 
I.  1R.»  [141]  1140;  2EL*  1144;  SR.^  1587 
Royal  Assent,  [141]  1688 

Exchequer  Bills  (£4,000,000)  BiU, 
e,  IR.*  [142]  1906  ;  2R.*  1987  ;  5R.*  [143]  l^ 
/.  1R.»  [143]  110  ;  2R.*306;  3R.»  496 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  710 

Exchequer,  Court  of  Scotland)  BiR^ 
c.lR*  [141]   1908;    3a.»  [143]  335;  »&.• 

2071 
1. 1R.»  [143]  1 ;  2R  •  383 ;  3R.»  640 
Royal  Assent  [143]  1064 

Excise  BiU, 

c.  IR.»  [i4«]  797 ;  3R.*  851  ;  SR^  1161 
I,  \K^  [142]  1319  ;  3R.*  1570;  8R.*  1771 
Royal  Assent  [143]  1 

Executions^  Public 
c.  Question  (Lord  H.  Lennox),  [141]  ^tS 

Exeter,  Bishop  of 

Burial-Ground — Great  Torriogton  [143]  206>S 

3068,  3069 
Burial-Grounds,  Unoonseerated,  [140]  869 
•Church  Discipline,  3R.    [141]    1373,    13TT, 

1383 
Church  Rates,  [140]  1930 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retiremfit> 

3R.  [1433  826 
Marriage  Law  Amendment,  3JI.  [141]  1526 

Exiles,  Political, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Duooombe)  [143]  1318 

Factories  Bill, 
C.  Leave,  [140]  1673:  IR.*  ib. : 

3R.  [141]  361  :  Amend.  (Mr.  Cobbett),  3^; 

Adj.   moved  (Col.  Dunne),    [A.  9,  N.  1»S, 

M.  180]   377 ;   Adj.  Debate,  443 ;  AmenL 

neg.  446  ; 
Com.    [142]   556  ;    Amend.   (Mr.   Oobbett), 

667.  [p,q.  A.  207,  N.  60,  M.  157]  559 ; 
cl,  4,  Amend.  (Mr  Cobbett),  559,  [o.  9.  A.  169, 

N.  33,  M.  136]  563  ; 
CM.  cl.  (Mr.  Cobbett),  564 ;  eL  neg.  566  : 

3R.»  797 
/.  1R.»[I42]  850; 
2R.  1668 ; 

Com.  d.  4.  1893  ;  3R.«  2048 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1 

Factories,  Inspectors  of  <fcc. — Supply, 
c.  [141]  252  ;  Question  (Mr.  Hardy),  [142]  55S 

Faoan,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Corh 

Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141 J  1073 
Ministers'   Money  (Ireland),  Coco.  moTed  &r, 

[140]  999,  1009 
Ministers'  Money  (IreUnd),  3R.  [141]  1139 
Traloe    and   Killamey    Sarings   Banks,  Cosk 

moved  for,  [143]  775 
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Falkland  Islandi — Supply, 
«.  [141]  1000       • 


Feilden,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Blackburn 

BleMhing,  Ao^  W«rka  (No.  9),  9R.  [143]  22^ 

Felloweb,  Mr.  £.,  HanHngdanshire 
Agrioulturml  SUtUtict,  2R.  [143]  1771 

Fekwick,  Mr.  H.,  Sunderland 

Cambridge  UniTersity  and  Town,  2R.  Amend. 

[140]  831 
Coalwhippert  (Port   of  Loadon),   2R.    [143] 

1730 
Shipping,  Local  Cbarget  on,  Com.  moved  lor, 

[141]  311 

Ferous,  Mr.  J.,  FifeMre 

Supply — Board  «f  Fiiheries  (Sootland),  [143] 
889 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.,  Londonderry 

Dwellings  for  Labouring  CUssea  (Ireland),  Com. 

[141]  1793 
Orand  Jury  AMeeament  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  7> 

Amend.  [143]  617  ;  d.  0,  Proviso,  618 
Judicial  Bench  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  802 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el,  8, 

[141]  1106:  <f.7, 1110 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Inland)  (No.  3).  Com.  H,  4, 

[143]  1764 
Supply— Agricultural  Statistics,  [143]  1113 

Ferguson,  Mr.  J.,  Carlisle 

Carlisle  Canonries,  Leave,  [140]  805 
Crimean   Army  —  The    Commissariat,    [140] 
•  382 

Ferousson,  Sir  J.,  Ayrshire 

Army  fistimates,  [140]  1761 :  [143]  1659 
Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  673 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1052 
German  Legion,  The,  [140]  1048, 1328 ;  £143] 

1084 
Craves  of  Soldiers  in  the  Crimea,  [140]  2040 
Ouards,  Reduction  of  the,  [143]  862 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  2R.  [140]  688 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  1586 ; 

[143]  632,  886,  888  ;  Com.  1460 
St.  James*s  Park,  [141]  1187 
Supply— Theological  Professors  (Bel&st),  [141] 

6\fl 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  [143] 

1683 

Fermoy  Peerage^ 
l.  Statement  (Earl  of  Derby),  [140]  448,  608 

FevERSHAM,  Lord 

Agricultural  Statistics,  Com.  cL  1,  [141]  462 

Finance  Accounts,  Annual, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Michell),  [143]  1220 

Financial  Statement —  Ways  and  Means, 
c.  Com.  [140]  1228;— TAtf  Budget,  Res.  (Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer),  [14s]  320 


Fire  Insuranees—' French  Offices, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Scholefleld),  [140]  718;  (Mr. 
Palk),  835 

Fire  Insurances, 

e.  Com.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
[141]  333 

Fire  Insuraneee  BilU 

<j.  IR.»[i4i3  384; 

2R.   1374;   Amend.  (Mr.  Wilkinson),  [141] 


1375 ;   Adj.  moved  (Mr.  Kinnaird),   1377 ; 
M.  102]  1045 : 


Adj.  Debate,  1044,  [«.  q.  JL  133,  N.  31, 


Com.  [<43]  387;  Amend.  (Mr.  VansitUK), 

[0.  q.  A.  173,  N.  31,  M.  141]  305  ; 
ct.  3,  [143]  395,  [A.  143,  N.  54.  M.  80]  800 ; 
add.  el  (Mr.  Hadfieid),  300  ;  cl  neg.  t5. ; 


3R.*  [143]  588 
I  IR.*  [i 


I.  IR.*  [143]  631 ; 
3R.  [143]  673;  3R.*  850 
Bcy.a  Assent,  [143]  040 

Fireworks  {Dublin  and  Edinburgh), 

e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Grogan),  [141]  1468; — 
Jn  ike  Forks,  Question  (Lord  ilotham), 
1707 

FitzGerald,  Rt.   Hon.   J.  D.  (Attoroej 

General  for  Ireland),  Ennis 
Bank  Frauds,  [143]  1034 
Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland),  3R.  [143] 

3167 
Chancery,  Court  of  Appeal,   (Ireland),  Com. 

cl  3,  [143]  507,  508 
Chancery,    Court  of  (Ireland),    (Incumbered 

Estates  Court  Abolition),  Leave,  [140]  184; 

3R.  500,  501,  031,  050,  960,  070 ;  AppoinU 

ment  of  Com.  1436,  1427,  143d 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Receivers)  Com. 

el,  1,  [143]  505,  506 
Dublin  MetropoUUn  Police,  3R.  [143]  1317 
Dwellings  for  Labourmg  Classes  (Ireland),  Com. 

cL  3,  [14T]  1704,  1707  ;  add.  el.  [143] 

1663 
Evictions  in  Galway — Case  of  Mr.  Pollok,  Com. 

moved  for,  [141]  1717 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  Com.  el.  7, 

[143]  618 ;  add.  el.  610 
Qrand  Jury    Cesa— County  of   Mayo,*  [143] 

1086 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [143]  270 
Incumbered    Estates    Court    (Ireland),  [143] 

1162;  2R.  [143]  376.  378;  Com.  add.  el., 

488,  480,  490  ;  3K.  add.  c/.  616 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]  207, 537 
Juries  (IreUnd),  2R.   [140]  070,  071 :  [141] 

1460 
London  and  Darham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

[143]  1363 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland),  (No.  2)  Com.  el.  3, 

[143]  1760,  1702 
Ministers' Money  (Ireland),  2R.  [141]  1128 
Nisi  Pritts,  Clerks  in,  (Dublin),  [143]  1230 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  Com.  el.  2,  [143] 

1577 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  a<y.  moved,  [143] 

1665 
Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 

for  IreUnd,  [143]  404,  655,  658,  700,  736, 

740;  Explanation,  866,  895 
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SMileir,  James,  BxpuUion  of,  [143]  1898 
Sligo  EleotioD  Committee,  [142]  1095 
Spirit  Trade  (Ireland),  2R.  [142]  1328 
Supply  — Nonoonforming,  Ac,  Ministers  (Ire- 
land),  [14c]  1248;  —  Incumbered  Estates 
Commission  (Ireland),  [143]   1047,  1049 
Talbot  V.  TallK>t,  Case  o(  Papers  moved  for, 

[140]  1058 
Tipperaiy  Bank,  [142]   1164; — Mr.  James 
Sadleir,  [143]  382,  400 

Frrz-GsEAU>,  Lieat.-Gen.  Sir  J.  F.,  Clare 
Co. 

Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the.  Com.  moved 

for.  [140]  1809 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty.  Rep.  [142]  1815 
Spanish  Bonds,  [143]  1384,  1288 

FiTZOEiuu),  Mr.  W.  R.  S.,  Horsham 
Chancery,  Court    of,  (Ireland),   (Incumbered 

Estates  Court  Abolition),  2R.  [140]  590; 

Amend.  915,  970;    Appointment  of  Com. 

Amend.  1427 
Civil  Senrioe  Superannuation  Fund,  Com.  [143] 

1047 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  c/.  21, 

[143]  «»o 
Education,   Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  Com.  el,  I,  [143]  1059 
EsUtes,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [143] 

945 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  d,  14,  Amend.  [143] 

978 
Incumbered  Estates   (Ireland),     2R.     [143] 

879 
Joint-Stook  Companies,  Winding-up  Act  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [142]  666 ;  Amend.  1146,  1147, 

1149 
Juries  (IreUnd),  2R.  [141]  1469 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [142]  77 
Sadleir,  James,  Expulsion  of,  [143]  1408 
Supply  —  Poor  Laws,  [141]  252;  —  General 

Board  of  Health,  1872 
Transportation,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  426 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F. ,  Queen's  Message,  Address 

moved,  [142]  290 

FrrzRoT,  Rt.  Hod.  H.,  (GbairmaD  of  Com- 
mittees), I^etoes 

County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Rep.  cL  80, 

[143]  996 ;  SR.  add.  el  1205,  1206 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Com.  add. 


el,  [143]  1050 
nperial  at 


Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  [140]  1699 
Indian  Budget,  The,  Com.  [143]  1120 
Justices  of  Uie  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el,  7> 

[14a]  *77 
Morning  Sittings,  [142]  1462 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  586 ;  [142]  1450 
Perth  and  Meifort's,  Earl   of,  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1816,  1819 
Supply — Theological  Professors  (Belfast),  [141] 

599;— Emigration,  1014;— Education,  [142] 

1854 

FrrzwiLLiAM,  Earl  of 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [142]  794;  Com. 
917 


Floter,  Mr.  J.,  DoTMteAtrt* 

Pauper,  Scotch  and  Irish.    Removal,  Leave, 

[141]  818 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  d.  1, 

[141]  1588 
Supply  —  Convict    Establishments*    Colonies, 

[141]  528  ,*— Prisoners,  628 

Foreign  Legion,  TKe 

I,  Question  (Earl  of  Donoughmore),  [142]  1152 
e.  Question    (Mr.  Otway),  [141]   565;    (Col. 

Dunne),   1048 ;   Observations  (CoL  Oilpui, 

[142]  V98 ;   [143]  1085 

Foreign  Office-^  Stqpplff, 

e.  [141]  251 

Forgery  BiXL^ 
I  la.  [143]  1089 

F0R8TER,  Mr.  C,  WalioXi^ 
PoUoe  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  2R.  Amend. 
[140]  2145  ;  Com.  d.  10,  [141]  1988 

FoRTESCUE,  Earl 
Burial-Ground— Great  Torrington,  [142]  206d, 

2069 
IntesUtes  Personal  EsUtes,  2R.  [143]  49S 
Sleeping  SUtutes,  2R.  [142]  1895 

FoRTBSGUE,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Ixmlk 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  Com.  eL  [142]  668 
Cambridge   University,    Com.    cL    27,    [142] 

1207 ;  cL  29,  Amend.  1210  ;  cL  82,  1213. 

1218 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  2iL 

[140]  1858  ;  Com.  J.  2,  [141]  1798  ;  add. 

el.  [142]  1668 
Education  (Ireland),  [142]  1665,  1666;   ftes. 

1807 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  8B..  add.  d, 

[143]  109 
Oxford  University,  Address  moved,  [140]  2030 

Fotehini^  Escape  of^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bowyer),  [142]  1788 

Fox,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Oldham 
Established  Church  (Ireland)  Com.  moied  ibr, 

[142]  755 
Married  Women,  Rights  of,  [142]  1282 
Members'  Speeches,  [143]  1282 
Police   (Counties  and   Borough),    2R.    [140] 

2161  ;  Com.  cL  7,  [141]  1988,  1985 ;  d.  10, 

1941 ;  add.  el.  [142]  610 
Supply— Theological  Professors  (Bel&st),  [14O 

596 ;— British  Museum,  1864 ;— Edoeatieii, 

[142]  1379 

Freestuh,  Col.  W.  L.,  WeymoHik^ 

German  Legion,  The,  [143]  1110 
Frskcr,  Col.  F.,  Roscommon  Co. 

Aldersbot,  Review  at,  [143]  868 
Bankruptcy   and    Insolvency    (Irdand),   SR- 

[142]  2158 
Beateon,  Genend,  [143]  974,  1247, 1256,  U^ 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (IncnmberDd  £•- 

Utes  Court  AboUtisn),  2R.  [140]  945 

[etnU, 
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Fbshoh,  Ool.  F.-— «MftmieeL 

Crimea,  Ratoni  of  the  Troopa  from  the,  [143] 

265 
Crimean  CommMoB  Report,  [143]  1118, 1274 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2R.  [143]  U7 
Grand  Jariee  (Ireland),   (No.  2),  2tL  [143] 

1275 
Grand  Jorj  Aneesment  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  6, 

[142]  617  ;  €M.  d.  619  ;  »R.  add.  d.  [143] 

109 
Iloepitals  (Dnblio),  Con.  [143]  970 
Inoome  and  Lud  Tasee,  8R.  [143]  1029 
Judgments  EzeovtioDy  Com.  Amend.  [143]  587, 

539 
Jadiciftl  Beooh  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  805 
Lanatio  Aajlamt  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  Com.  el, 

5,  [14a]  1762 
Militia,  D^wmbodiment  of  the,  [141]  1926 
Militia,  Mutiny  in  an  Iriih  Regiment  of,  [143] 

557,684 
Militia  Pay,  Com.  [143]  861 
Perth  and  Melfon^l,  Karl  0^  Compeuationi 

Rep.  [141]  1316 
Prisons  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  114 ;  0^  3, 115  ; 

cL  4,  Amend.  116 
Redan,  Attack  on  the,  [141]  170 
Rolls,  Master  of  the.  and  the  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland,  [143]  403 
Spithead,  Naval  Review  at,  [141]  1182, 1399 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac. 

[1413  229,  234 

French  War  MedaU, 
e.  (^aestioB  (Col.  Lindsay),  [141]  1048 ;  (Col. 
North  [143]  1496 ; — see  Legion  of  Honour 


Frbwen,  Mr.  C.  H.^  Stusex  E,, 

Church  Property,  [140]  1223 
Supply-^  Inspectors  of  Com  Returns,   [143] 
1029 

Friendly  SocieHeSp  Begistrar  of  "^Supply, 

e.  [141]  2«2 

Gallowat,  Earl  of 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

Com.  eL  3«  [143]  963 
Nayal  Review,  The,  [141]  1475 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  3R.  [143]  1026 

Galwat,  YiBCOont,  Fmt  Retford 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  Adj.  moved,  [141]  1945 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [142]  615 
Poor  Law  Amendment   (No.  2),  2R.    [143] 
2043;    [143]  255 

GaoU^  ACf  Bill, 
e,  IR,*  [14a]  631 

Gardenerif  Under,  Tax  on 

e.  Question  (Col.  llaroourt),  [140]  1710 

Geographical  Society — Supply, 
c.  [141]  620 

Oeoroe,  Mr.  J.,  Wexford  Co. 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland,  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  Leave,  [140],  212  ; 
2R.  939 

Common  Law  Courts,  (Ireland),  [14s]  1496 

[eont. 


Dwellings  for  Labouring  CUsses  (Ireland),  (km. 

el.  1,  [141]  1793;  cL  2, 1794,  1795, 1797 
Eduoation  (Ireland).  Res.  [14a]  1883 
Joint-Stock    Companies     Winding-up    Acts, 

Amendment,  2R  [142]  1768 
Judicial  Bench  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

[14B]  797 
Juries  (IreUnd),  2R.  [141]  1469 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  2R.  [14a]  1398 ; 

Com.  d.  2, 1576 

Oemtan  Legion,  The, 

e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Fergusson),  [140]  1048,1228; 
[143]  1034;  (Major  Reed),  [140]  1409; 
(Mr.  Mnrrough),  [142]  428 ;  [143]  1108 

GiBSOir,  Rt.  Hod.  T.  H.,  Manchester 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  [140]  1220 ;  Leave,  1288  ; 

2R.  [141]  708, 722, 1909 ;  Com.  el.  1,  [142] 

598 
Bay  Islands,  Colony  of,  [140]  2112 
Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  Roe.  [143] 

358 
Business  of  the  House,  [141]  2036 
C^mbridffe  University,  Rep.  cl.  44,  [143]  1752 
Central  America,  [143]  645 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation^  Com.  [143] 

560,  561 
Education,  National,  [140]  1999,  2008 
Factories,  2R.   [141]  309 ;  Com.  d.  4,  [143] 

560 ;  add.  d.  565 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1377 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  cL 

11,  [142]  478 
Paper  Duty,  [143]  1327 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [143]  81 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  d.  I, 

[141]  1579  :   d.  10, 1941 
Rules  of  the  House,  [143]  641 
Session,  Review. of  the.  Returns  moved  for, 

[143]  1470 
Shipping,  Looal  Charges  on,  Gom.  moved  for, 

[141]  211 ;  Appointment  of  Com.  684 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on.  Leave,  [140]  176, 

2190 
Sound  Dues,  [141]  180 
Supply— Education,  [143]  1364,  1367 
United  Stotes,  Relations  with  the,  [140]  853 ; 

[143]  1404,1405;    [143]  48;  A<y.  moved, 

109, 120, 1221 

OiLP»,  Col.  R.  T.,  Bedfordshire 
Agricultural  Sutistics,  2R.  [143]  1771 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  1756,  2055,  2067 
Militia  and  the  Foreign  Legions,  [143]   708, 

802,803;  [143]  1035 
MiUtU  Pay,  Com.  d.  3,  [143]  862 
Militia,  The  Irish,  Disembodiment  o(    [143] 

267 
Supply— Disembodied  MUitta,  [143]  287 

CHrls,  Traffic  tn,  to  Bamhurg, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Hildyard),  [141]  469 

Gladstove,  Rt.  Hon.W.  E.,  Oxford  Uni^ 
versity 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Com.  [143]  597 
Bishops  (Scotland),  [143]  1481 
Budget,  The— Financial  6tatement,  Res.  [143] 
374 
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GLADBTora,  Rt.  lion.  W.  Ed — e&nL 

Baslness,  Public,  [141]   176 

Cambridge  University,  Com.  e/.  39,  [142]  1314; 

Rep.  add.el.  1741 ;  el  27,  1740 
Carlisle  Canonries,  Leave,  [140]  897 
Civil    Service,    Admissions    to    the,    Address 

moved,    [141]   1421 
Coalwbippers  (Port  of  London),  2R.  Amend. 

[143]   1729 
County  Court   Judges,   Salaries  of.    Address 

moved,  [141]  806  ;    [143]  320 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  Amend. 

[143]    684 ;  e^.  72  (D)  702,  704 ;  3R.  1200  ; 

add.  el.  1204 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1649 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  2R.  [140]  1029  :  Com. 

d.  4.  [142]  944,  945,  947 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Reform  of  the,  [143]  680 
Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  926,  941 
Education,  Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  3R.    [143]  1210 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,   [140] 

1246 
Greece,  State  of,  [142]  271 
Judges  and  Chancellors,  Leave,  [142]  464,  460 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

2R.    [143]    1272,  1293,  1326,  1340,  1344, 

1346;  Com.  el.  1,  Amend.  1368,  1371,  1373, 

137A,  1380;  c;.3,  1383,  1413;  el.6,  1416; 

Preamble,  1416 
Mathew,  Mr.  Consul,  Explanation,  [143]  1488 
Moneys,  Public,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]   1467 
National  Gallery,  Com.  d.  1,  [141]   1946 
New  Zealand,  Salary  of  the  Bishop  of,  [143]  326 
Oxford  University,  Address  moved,  [140]  2032 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  2R.  [140]  680  ;  Com. 

0^.4,  [142]  674;  Lords'  Amends.  [143]  1419 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [142]  92 
.  Persia,  Relations  with,   [141]   166 
Supply — Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings, 

[141]    227,  228 ;— British  Museum,  601  ;~ 

National  Gallery,  616, 618;^CivU  Contingen- 
cies, [142]   1341 
Tithe  Commutation  Rent-Charge.  2R.  [142]  162 
United  Sutes,  Relations  with  the,  [141]  476, 
.      478;   [142]    1737;    [143]    47,48,141 

Glenblq,  Lord 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [141]  1967, 

2006 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140]  007 ;  Motion, 
1121,  1126 

Olaucester  and  Bristol,  Buhopric  of, 

L  Observations  (Earl  of  EUenborough),   [142] 
1168 

Olyit,  Mr.  6.  C,  Kendal 

Bank  Charter  Act,  [140]  222 

Bankers'  Compositions,  2R.  [141]  1044 

Budffet,The,  [141]  1928 

Drafts  on  Bankers,  2R.  [141]  439 

Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1914  ;  Com.  [142] 

389 
Joint-Stock    Companies,  Com.  d,   29,    [142] 

640  ;  eL  68,  660 
Monetary  System,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1609 
Navy  Estimates,  [142]  1462 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  483 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  [143] 

340  ;  cL  3,  370  ;  3R.  cl  3,  802 
PubUc  Works,  Com.  [141]  026 


60DERICH.  yisconiii,  Hwdden^M 
Army — Guards'  Memorial.  [140]  90 
Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the,  Cora,  moved 

for,  [140}  1796— Education  of  Of&cers,  [142] 

1019 
Civil  Service,  Admissions  into  the.  Address 

moved,  [141]  1401  ;  Com.  moved  for,  1430^ 

1443 ;  [143]  626, 629 
Health,  General  Board  of,  ContinuaDoe,  Com. 

[143]  »W 
Joint-Stoek  Companies,  Leave,  [140]  144 
Partnership  Amendment,  Leave,  [140]  144 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  c<.  I, 

[141]  1683 
Supply— National  Gallery,  [141]  616;— Bniisk 

Historical  Portmit  Gallery,  [142]  1123 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,   [141]  413 

Oold  Coast — Inwort  DtUieSf     i 
e.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Ewart),  [141]  44 

Gordon,  Hon.  A.,  Beverley 

•'  Birkenhead,"  Loss  of  the,  [143]  1638 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  c/.  29,  [1423  12^10 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1646,  1708 
Episcopal  Church  (Sootland),  Biennial  Grant 

to.  [143]  »77 
Reformatory  Schools,  Oom.  add,  d.  [142]  669 
Reformatory    and    Industrial   Schools,   Lorda 

Amends.  [143]  1003 

GosFOiuo,  Earl  of 
.  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  5 

60WER,  Hon.  F.  L.,  Stohe-upon- Trent 
Sligo  Election  Committee,  [142]  1094 

Graham,  Lord  M.  W.,  Oraniham 
Army  Estimates,    [140]   1767,  2066,  8009; 

[141]  194 
Black  Sea,  Russian  Ships  in  the,  [141]  1910 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,   Reinforcements  for  the, 

[143]  862 

Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  462,  980, 
1060 

Supply-— Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings, 
[141]  227;-— Convict  EsUblishments,  Col«>- 
nies,  628 :— British  Historical  Portrait  Gal- 
lery, [142]  1113 

Graham,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.,  Carlisle 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  [142]  2080  ;  2R.  [143] 

436 
Army — Reduction  of  OfBcers,  [143]  734 
Baltic  Operations  in  the.  Com.   moved  for, 

[141]  78.  84,  86,  92,  97 
Bleaching,  Ao.,  Works,  (No.  2),  9R.  [143] 

212,217 
Civil  Service  Superannuation,  Leave,  [140]  892 
Coast-Guard  Service,  2R.  [143]  863 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  cL  30, 

[143]  662,664,667 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Rep.  [143] 

996  ;  3R.  add,  d,  1204,  1206 ;  d.  10, 12V7 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  SR.  [143} 

710 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland^  Con. 

cl  2,  [141]  1796,  1797,  1798 
Educauon,  National,  Com.  [141]  830,968 
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Gbabam,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  G.  R.—emU, 

Education,   Vioo  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  SR.  [143]  1217 
Factories,  Com.  add.  c/.  [142]  5M 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  376  ; 

Com.  add.  el.  489 ;  3R.  add.  el.  616 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1835,  1861 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

[143]    1171;  2R.  1298,  1303,  1819,  1320, 

1321 ;  Com.  1861  ;   d.  1,  1370 
Marriage  Law,  Amending,  2R.    [142]  2159 ; 

Rep.  [143]  997.  998 
Napier,  Sir  C,  at  Acre,  [141]  480 
Navj  Estimates,  [142]  1438 
Nawab  of  Snrat  Treaty,  Rep.  [142]  1313 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  [143] 

346     * 
Wills  and  Administration,  2R.    [142]    2022, 

2033 ;  Cem.  [143]  302 

Gbakbt,  MarqaesB  of,  Leieestershiret  N, 

Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1400,  1560 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [142]  31 
Treaties,  Secret,  [142.]  429 

Grand  Juries  Bill, 

c.  IR.-*  [142]  922;  2R.*  1401;  3R.*  1573 
l.  IR.*  [142]  1667; 

2R.  [142]  1966;  3R.*  [143]  306 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  710 

Grand  Juries,  Ac,  (Ireland)  Bill^ 
c.  I.eave,  [141]  1444;  IR.*  1528; 

3K«  [H5]  1274;  MoUon  withdrawn,  1275 

Grand  Juries  {Ireland)  Bill^ 

e.  IR.*  2R.*  8R. 

/,   IR.»  [143]  110;  2R.*490;  3R.*  710 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1064 


Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  [141]  1324;  2R.»  1908; 
142]  Com.  el.  6,  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thesiger),  616 ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  617 ; 
.      el.  7,  617  ;  cl.  ueg.  618 ; 
.      el.  8,  [A.  87,  N.  71,  M.  16]  618  ; 
.      el.  9,  Proviso  (Sir  R.  Ferguson),  618 ; 
add,  el.  (Sir  F.  Thesiger) ;  Amend.  (Mr.  I. 
Butt),  [0.  q.  A.  95,  N.  42.  M.  53]  619  ; 
.     add.  cL  (Mr.  H.  Hamilton).  619  ; 
143]  3R.  add.  el.  (Mr.  Fortesoue),  109,  [A.  32, 
N.  109,  M.  77]  110 

Grand  Jury  Cess  (i/ayo)  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  [143]  398 

Grantille,  Earl  (President  of  the  Connoil) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  48 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords, 

Com.  moved  for.  Amend.  [140]  1462 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [142]  796;  Com. 
917  :  e/.  1,  921 ;  Rep.  951;  3R.  1077,  1078, 
1081 ;  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  1082 
Burial-Oroundfl,  Unoonsecrated,  [14a]  813 
Business  of  tiie  House,  Res.  [140]  910,912; 

[142]  246,  247 
Cruneai^  Commission  Report— Board  of  In- 
quiry [140]  1020 
Currency,  Indian,  [141]  1251 
Dalhonsie,  Marquess  of.  Pension  to,  Correspond- 
eaee  moved  for,  [142]  209,  214 
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Grin  VILLI,  Earl — continued. 

Death  Punishment  on  Women,  [142]  1057 

Education,  [141]  36,  40,  1143 

Education,   Vice   President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  IR.  [140]  449  ;   2R.  814,  816, 

825 
Fairs  and  Markets  (Ireland).  [141]  1701 
Fermoy  Peerage,  [140]  448.  701 
Gloucester  and  Bristol,   Bishopriq  of,    [142] 

1155 
India,  Government  of,  Com.  moved  for,  [142] 

317 
India,  Torture  in.  Returns  moved  for,  [140] 

1569 
IiidLin  Accounts,  Returns  moved  for,    [142] 

624,  631 
Ears,  Fall  of,  [140]  2096 ;   [141]  1692,  1093 
Limited  Liahility,  Retoms  moved  for,  [141] 

143. 144,  148 
Maritime  Law,  International,  [142]  546 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1387,  1473,  1475 
Parliament,  Houses  of-^Ciock  and  Bells,  [140] 

149,  807,  808 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [141]  2013 
Peerages  for  Life,  280  ;  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 

510,  511,  512;    Com.  593,  598,  604,  605, 

606,  007,  903,  1134,  1143;   Report,  1289, 

1290,  1309 
Piracy  in  the  Eastern  Archipelago,  [140]  913 
Police,  Metropolitan,  2H.  [140]  829 
Prisons,  Inspectors  of,  20tb  Report,  Address 

moved,  [141]  126 
Ticket-of- Leave  System,   Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  1401,   1402;    Address  moved,   [141] 

1158 
Turnpike   Trusts    Arrangements,    2R.    [140] 

1448 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [142]  949, 

1155 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army,  Navy,  ^.  [142] 

201 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Message  from  the  Queen, 

[142]  178;  Address  moved,  238 

Graveyards,  Metropolitan, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  II.  Berkeley),  [140]  523;-* 
see  Burial  Grovmdt 

Greece,  State  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Ewart),  [141]  384;  Ob- 

servations  (Mr.   James  MacGregor),  [142] 

269,  852 

Qbeene,  Mr.  T.,  Lancaster 
Healthi  Public,  Com.  [143]  502 

Gbegson,  Mr.  S.,  Lancaster 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  [142]  395 
Joint-Stock   Companies,  Com.  el.  5,  Amend. 

[142]  635 
London  and  Dnrham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

[143]  13 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.   [142] 

654 ;   Com.  el.  3,  Amend.  [143]  865 

Gbefille,  CoI.  F.  S.,  Longford 

Army  Estimates,  [142]  1558 

Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  2R. 
[140]  1857,1858;  Com.  [141]  1787;  el.  I, 
Amend  1792;  d.  2,  Amend.  [142]  1601; 
add.  el.  1662,  1664 ;  3R.  Amend.  2150 
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Grzviixb,  Col.  F.  S. — continued.  \ 

Incumbered    Estates    Court  (Ireland),    [142]  < 

1162 
Militia,  Disembodiment  of  the,  [141]   1926  ; — 

Gratuity  to  the  [142]   1099 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  Com.  [142]  1574  ; 

el  2,  1678  i 

St.  James's  Park,  Nomination  of  Com.  [140] 

Grey,  Earl 

Agricultural  Statiittics,  Com.  [141]  456,  461 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [142]  789 

Army,  Administration  of  the.  Papers  moved 

for,  [140]  1043 
Bank  Charter  Act,   Commission  moved    for, 

[141]  503 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [140]  910  ;   [142] 

246 
Coal  Explosion  In  Glamorganshire,  [143]  1113 
Crimean   Commission    Report — Board  of   In- 
quiry, [140]   1019.  1020 
E:i stern   Papers — Alleged   Discrepancy,  [140] 

513,  921 
Education,  V'.ce  President   of  Committee   of 

Council  on.  2R.   [140]   820 
Exchequer  Bills  Funding.  2R.  [140]  1931 
Limited  Liability,  Returns   moved  for,  [141] 

146 
Maritime  I^aw,  iDternational,  [142]  540 
Marringe  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [141]  1525 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [142]  181 
Mutiny,  2R.  [140]  2226 
North  American  Provinces,  Military  Establish- 
ments in  the.  Address  moved,  [142]  694 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [141]  2023 
Peerages  for  Life,  [140]  355,  362,  449  ;  Com. 
moved  for,  509,  510:  Com.  600,  604,906; 
Amend.  1170,  1176  ;  Report,  1306 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  770 
Tickets  of  Leave — Secondary  Punishment,  Ad- 
dress moved,  [141]  1162.  1164,  1472 
Truro,  Lord.  Library  of  the  lato,  [141]  182 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army,  iNavy,  do.  [142] 
202 


Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  SirG.  (Secretary  of  State 

fur  the  Home  Department),  Morpeth 
Aggravated  Assaults,  2R.  [142]  169 
Appelkite  Jurisdiction,  [143]  510;  Rep.  553  ' 
Archer,  Miss,  Assault  on,  [142]  327 
Assistant  Judge,  Middlesex  Sessions,  [142]  268 
Bible,    Authorised   Version  of  the.    Address 

moved.  [143]  1225 
Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  578 
"  Birkenhead."  Loss  of  the,  [143]  1039 
Bleaching  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [142]  1053; 

[143]  215 
Busiuess  of  the  House,  [141]  2035;  [142]  1686 
Cab  Proprietors,  Liability  of,  [143]  820 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  c/.  38,  [142]  1214; 

cl.  39,  ib. 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  Appointment  of  Com. 

[140]  1429 
Charities,  2K.  [143]  966;  Com.  el.  1,  1060 
Church  Building  C>mmis8ion,  Com.  [143]  306; 

3U.  337 
Church  Hates,  [140]  2110 
Church  Rato.s  (No.  1),  [141]  1706 
Church  Kates  (No.  2),  2R.  [140]  1896,  1915, 

1927,  1928;  [142]  475 

[rotit. 


Ghbt,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.— cmiI. 

Convict  Hulks,  [142]  1402 

Corrupt  Practices,  Prevention,  Cobi.  [143]  988, 

990 
County   Court  Judges.    Salaries  of.    Address 

moved,  [141]  291.  304 
County  Courts,  [140]  152 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [143] 

688;  cl.  72  (D)  703;  Rep.  995;  dR,  1202 
Death,  Punishment  of.  Com.  moved  ibr,  [142] 

1249 
Dissenters*  Marriages,  2R.  [140]  1929 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2R.  [143]  1218 
Dulwich  College,  [143]  1033 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Com.  Bov«d  ht, 

[140J  973 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Reform  of  the,  [^43]  680 
Education,  [140]  104 
Education  Estimates,  [142]  1108 
Education,  J/egal,  [141]  2030 
Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  914, 1926 
Education,    Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  2R.   [143]  991 ;  Com.   cL.   1, 

1055,  1056,  1058,  1060;  3R.  1213 
Executions,  Public,  [141]  278 
ExUes,  Political,  [143]  1219 
Factories,  Leave,  [140]  1673 ;  2R.  [141]  370; 

Com.  [142]  558  ;  cl.  4,  561,  563 
Factory  Inspectors,  [142]  553 
Fisheries  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,    [142] 

1296 
Foschini,  Escape  of,  [142]  1 735 
Girls,  Traffic  in,  to  Hamborsr,  [141]  470 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  2R.  [143] 

1275 
Graveyards,  Metropolitan,  [140]  523 
Joint-Stock  Companies  Winding-up  Aets  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [142]  667 
Judicial  Bench  (IreiandX  Retoms  moved  for, 

[140]  779,  790,  793 
Justice,  Public,  Department  of,  [143]  1 19 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualiflcatioo,  3R.  [140] 

1440;  Com.  d.  11,  [142]  478;  d.  14,  480 
Lampeter  College,  [141]  468 
Laws,   Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  647; 

Amend.  667 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirefiient, 

2R.  [143]  1339,  1343;    Com.  ci.   1*.  1369; 

el.  3,  1410,  1412,  1413;   Preamble,  1416; 

3R.  1429 
London  Corporation.  Leave,  [141]  314,  332; 

[142]  1993 ;  [143]  398 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  Com.  cL  8, 

[142]  1765 
Masters  and  Operatires,  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 

985 
Medical   Profession,   2R.   [140]   1014;  Com. 

[141]  339,  344,  347,  761 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1399 
New  Zealand,  Salary  of  the  Bishop  oC  [i43] 

830 
Night  Coffee  Shops,  [141]  2030 
Offences,  Trial  of,  2It  [140]  1769,1770 
Oxford    University,    Address    moved,    [140J 

2022,  2035 
Oxford  University  Statutes,  [141]  467, 468 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  SR.  [140]  687 :  Con. 

add.  eL  [143]  554 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  2R.  [142]  1392: 

Com.  1573 ;  Rep  1684 
Perth  and   Melfort*s,   Earl  of,  CompsustMB 

Rep.  [142]  1817 
Physicians,  College  of,  [141]  873;  [143]  733 
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Gbbt,  Ri.  Hon.  Sir  G.— «0fU. 

Foliee  (Countlet  and  Borongfat),  Leave,  229» 
140]  240,  249,   244,  24C;   2R.   691,   694, 

695,  697,  2113,  2150,  2187; 
141]  Com.  eL  1,  1565,  1566.  1570,  1583, 
1584  :  cl,  2,  t6.,  1585  ;  el.  3,  1929  ;  cl.  5, 
1930;  cl.  0,  1981;  cl,  7,  1932,  1934; 
AiDPnd.  1935;  cl.  8,  1936;  el.  10,  1939; 
cl.  11,1942,1943: 
142]  cL  6,  293,  294,  295,  298,  300,  301, 
307;  cl  12,  808;  add.  cl  809;  Rep. 
adi.  d,  605,  608,  612.  618 

Polioo,  Metropolitan.  Leave,  [140]  178 ;  2R. 
262  ;  Com.  447  ;  3R.  473 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (Sootiaod),  3R.  [143] 
811 

Poatage  Labels,  Com.  moved  for,  [143]  1296 

Prisons,  Inspection  of,  [140]  382;  Manage- 
ment of,  [141]  878 

Prisons  (Ireland),  Com.  el  4.  [143]  116 

Prisoners  for  Debt,  [14a]  554 

Reformatories,  Juvenile,  [140]  94,  95,  101 

Reformatory  Schools,  [141]  385,  874;  [143] 
1161,2073 

Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add.  cl  [143]  566, 
567,  568,  571,  573,  574 

Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  2R    [141]  12 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  i^rds 
Amends.  Amend.  [143]  1003,  1004 

Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 
lor  Ireland,  [143]  738 

Sabbath,  Obeervance  of  the — Shaving  on  Sun- 
days, [140]  1052.  2036 

Sadleir,  James^The  Tippcrary  Bank,  [143]  644 

St.  James's  Park,  Road  through,  [140]  150  ; 
Com.  moved  for,  1392 

Somner,  Celestina,  Csse  of,  [142]  428 

South  Wales  Highway  Act,  [143]  1033 

South  Wales  Lunatic  Asylum,  [141]  180 

Sutute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the.  Leave,  [140] 
750 

Supply — Inspectors  of  Prisons,  [141]  270  ;— 
Convict  Establishments,  Colonies.  523  ;— 
Public  Education,  524,  525  ;— Prisoners, 
623  ;— Education,  [142]  1343,  1334  ;— St. 
James's   Park.  1414 

Thanksgiving,  Day  of,  [141]  1535 

Ticket  of-Leave  Men,  [140]  151 

TransporUtion,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  399; 
Amend.  402,  416,  419,  427,  869 

United  Sutes,  Relations  with  the,  [142]  1739; 

[143]  »7 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  [142] 

16o2     . 
Williams,  Sir  W.  P.,  Queen's  Message,  Address 

moved,  [142]  291 
Women  and  Children,  Assaults  on,  [140]  152 

Grog  AN,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  City 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  Appointment  of  Com. 
[140]  1426 

Coasf.Gnard  Service,  2R.  [143]  856 

Commissions  of  Deceased  Officers,  Address 
moved,  [142]  1513,  1518 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2R.  Amend.  [142] 
1216.  1218 

Education  (Ireland),  Res.  Amend.  [142]  18A0, 
1883 

Fireworks  (Dublin  and  Edinburgh),  Address 
moved,  [141]  1468 

Incumbered   Estates  (Ireland),  3R.   add.  el 

[143]  «1« 

[c(mt. 


Gbooak,  Mr.  E. — continued, 
Lanatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  cl 

3,  [142]  1761 
Medical  Profession,  Com    [141]  351 
Militia,  Disembodiment  of  the,  [142]  631 
Postage  Labels.  Com.  moved  for,  [142]  1293 
Postal  Communicntion  (Ii-cland),  [140]  1219 
Roman  Catholic  Clergy  in  India,  [143]  13^^# 

1386 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Appointment  of 
*       Com.  [141]  868 

Spirit  Trade  (Ireland),  2R.  [142]  1323 
Supply — Superannuation    Allownnco!«,    [141] 

1038;  —  National  Vaocine    K«iabli»hmcnt, 

1041 

Grosvenor,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  R.,  MiddUitx 

Army  and  Militia,  Disbanding  of  the,  [141] 
2036 

Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1706, 
1911,  1923 

Bleaching,  Ac,  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  217 

Education,  National.  [140]  1985 

Estates,  Lenses  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [143] 
945 ;  Com.  add.  el  lOaO  ;  Lords  Amends., 
1481 

Uampstead  Heath,  [142]  554 

Masters  and  Operatives,  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 
985 

Medical  Profession,  2R.  [140]  1013;  Com. 
[141]  335 

Ri^formatories,  Juvenile,  [140]  ^^ 

Supply— Science  and  Art  Department,  Marl- 
borough House  Removal,  [142]  1124;  — 
St.  James's  Park,  [142]  1134,  1137,  1141, 
1414 

Ouards  Memorial,  The 

e.  Question  (Major  Sibthorp).  1228  i—ErUry  0/ 
inio  London,  Question  (Mr.  Noel),  [142] 
2073  ;  (Sir  J.  Shelley),  [143]  ^65 

Gurnet,  Mr.  J.  H.,  King's  Lynn 

Dissenters*  Marriages,  Com,  c/.  U,  [142]  048 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.   el   29,    [142] 

640 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),   2R.    [141] 

18 

Haddington,  Earl  of 

ParochUl  Schools  (Scotland),  Com.  d.  12,  [143] 
732 ;  3R.  1026 

IIaddo,  Lord 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  Lords  Amends, 
[143]  1174 

Hadfield,  Mr.  G.,  Sheffield 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  88 
Appellate  Jarisdiction,  Rep.  [143]  ^^^ 
Army  Estimates,  [141]  207,  208 
Budget,  Xho— Financial  SUiemcnt,  Res.  [142] 

357 
Business,  Public,  [143]  976 
Charitable  Uses,  8R.  [140]  1420 
Charities,  2R.  [143]  966 
Church  Building  Commission,  Com.  Amend., 

[143]  305  ;  3R.  337 
Church  Rates  (No  2),  2R.  [142]  473 
Coast-Goard  Service,  2R.  [143]  859 
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Hadfieip,  Mr.  Q,^e<mtiwie(L 

Contractors'    Disqualificatioil    R«moT»l.    2R. 

L140]  1430 
County  Courta  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  el.  ff. 

1205        ^^^^^  ®®^'  ^^^ ;  3tt.  a«W.  ci  1203, 
Crimean  Commi««ion  Report,  [140]  1688 
Criminal    AppropriaUon   of  Trust    Property, 

[143]  ni3  *^  ' 

Crown  Lands  and  Church   Extension.    [143] 

Death,  Punishment  of,  Com.  moved  for,  [142] 
1244 

Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  d.  4,  [142]  9^3 
tcclesiastioal  Commission,  Com.  moved  for. 

[140]  077 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

Ecclesiastical  Courts,   Reform  of  the,    [142! 

1227  ;  [143]  679  ''■*-' 

Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  780 
Education,    Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  2R.  Amend.,  [143]  902 ;   Com. 

cL  l,M0ff6,  1058;  Proviso,  1060,'  3R.  1216 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  Leave,  [140] 

181 

Episcopal  Church  (Scotland),  [143]  740 
Established  Church  (Lwland),  [142J  714  ;  Com. 

moved  for,  760 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Com.  add, 

el,  [145]  1048,  1054,  1055 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  334  ; 

2R.  1945;  Com.  [142]  S88;  (;/.2,3y6;  add. 

el.  399 

Hospitals  fDublin),  Com.  [143]  970 
Judges  and  Chancellors  ;  Leave,  [142]  452 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]  209 
Justices  of  the  Peace  (iualification»2R.  [140] 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 
?^^-  [143]  1293,  1344  ;  Com.  Amend.  1355, 
1368 ;  cl.  3,  1382  ;  eL  5,  1414  ;  3R.  1429 

Members*  Speeches,  [143]   1233 

Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  810 

Mines,  Rating  of.  Leave,  [141]  1467 

Navy  Estimates,  [142]  1461 

Parishes,  Formation  of,  2  R.  Amend.  [140]  686, 
689;  Com.  Amend.  [142]  574;  el.  4, 
Amend.  575  ;  add.  cl.  [143]  554 

Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  Amend. 
[141]  1685 

Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  mored,  Amend. 
[142]  109 

Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  2R.  Amend. 
[140]  690,2187;  Com.  el.  10,  [141]  1941 

St.  James's  Park,  [141]  1189 

Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  [14.^! 
225  '  '  L  ^j 

Session,  Review  of  the,  Returns  moved  for, 

[143]  1475 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  218  ;  Appoi^tment  of  Com.  681 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1424 
Statute  Law  Commission,  [141]  872 
Statute   Law   Consolidation,   Address  moved, 

[141]  1467 
Sutfragan  Bishops,  [142]  591 
Supply—Houses  of  Parliament,  [141]  250  :— 
14O  Stationery,  Printing,  Ac,  268 ;— Pub- 
lic Education,  524 ;— Education  (Ireland)/ 
640;  — Theological  Professors  (Belfast), 
502,  500 ;— West  Indies  (Govemom.  Ac). 
lOOD;— Emigration,   1013  ;— Polish,  Ac, 

Icvnl.      ' 


Hadtixld,  Mr.  G.^^ewUtmed. 
141]  Refugees,  1042 «— Hospitals  (IraUod), 
1044 ;  —  Nonoonfiirming,  Ac,   Ministers, 
(Ireland),  1243;  Amend.  1244,  1245,  1246; 
143]  Statute  Lavr  Commissioo,  875;— Id. 
spection  of  Burial-Groands.  1034 :  —  Em- 
bankment, Ac,  Vanxhall  and   Batierses 
Bridges,  1037 
Tithe  Commutation  Reot-Cbarge,  l^eave,  [140! 

1850  ;  2R.  [142]  164 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  ri4i>1  844 ; 

[143]  1405  '' 

Wills  and  Administrations,  Com.  [143]  30$ 

Hall,  Rt.    Hon.   Sir  B.  (First  Commis. 
sioner  of  Works),  MaryUlxme 
Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  XiAi]  1703, 

1T05,  1919 ;  [I42]  325 
Chelsea  Bridge,  [142]  1227 
I>rainag0.  Metropolitan,  [143]  755 
Ilampstead  Heath,  [142]  554 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment, 

[i4»]  471 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment 

(No.  2),  Lords  Amends.   [143]  1416,  Ut? 
Metropolitan  Improvements,  [142]  550 
Metropolitan  Management,  [140]  2040 
National  Collection  of  Art  and  Science,  [141]  151 
Parks  on  Sunday — Sale  of  Refreshments,  fi^l 
259  -• 

Parliament,  House  of— The  Qock,  [141]  150 
Public  Offloes,  [142]  1009 
St.  James's  Park,    (iom.   moved  for,    [140]' 
1388,    1389;    Nomination    of    Com.    1429, 
1430;   [X41]  870,999,  1184 
Supply— Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings, 
141]  222,  223,  224,  225,  2»fl,  227,  228  ;— 
Buckingham  PaUee,  ib. ;— Royal  Parks, 
Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac,  229,  230,  231,  232, 
233,  236,  238,  239  ;— New  Houses  of  Pkr- 
liament,  239,  240,  242,  245,  246  ;— Gene- 
ral Board  of  Health,  1868,  1369,  1372 ; 
142]  Battersea  Park,  1035  ;— Embankment, 
Ao.,    between    Vaojdiall    and    Batterse* 
Bridge,  1036,  1037;  — Works  at  Caris- 
brooke  Castle,  1038;  — Embassy  House* 
abroad,  1040,   1042;   [143]  275,  276;— 
St.  James's  Park,  [142]  1137,  1415,  1564 
War  Office,  The  New,  [141]  466 
Wellington    Monument,    The,     [141]     1240; 

Explanation,  1325 
Westminster  Bridge,  [142]  329,  551 

Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  C,  T}fnme  Co. 

Circassia  —  Mr.  Longworth's  Mission,    [142] 

980 
Crimean    Commission    Report,    [140]    1666; 

ExpUnation,   1706 
Militia,  Permanent  Staff  of  the,  [141]  1532 
Militia,  Irish,  Disembodiment  oC  [143]  733 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved.  Amend.  [141] 

2099 ;  [142]  123 
St.  James's    Park,  Com.   moved    for,    [140] 

1392 

Supply— Disembodied  Militia,  [143]  282. 291 

Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  A.  N.,  Lincoh^ 
shire,  N. 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1561 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Leave,  [140] 
239,  240  ;  Com.  cL  1,  [141]  1581 


HAM 


BAR 


HAuaTOM,  Mr.  G.  A.,  Dublin  Univeriiiy 

Beatson,  General,  [143]  974 

Civil  SerTlee  Vacanoies,  [143]  974 

Decimal  Coinage,  [143]  974 

Dwellingn  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  3R. 

[14a]  2159 
Education    (Ireland),  Address  moved,    [141] 

1633:    Res.  1881 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  [142]  715;  Com. 

moved  for,  753,  753 
HospiUls  (Dublin).  Com.  e/.  14.  [143]  973 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  2R.  Amend.   [141] 

1113 
Paper  Duty,  [142]  1327 

Hamilton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Dublin  Co. 

Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  Com.  add, 
cL  [142]  619 

Hampsiead  Heath 
I.  Petition  (Lord  St.  Leonards),  [142]  1571 
c.  Question  (Lord  R.  Qrosvenor),  [142]  554  ; 

see  Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled, 

BUI 

Hakket,  Mr.  T.,  Peterbwough 
Business  of  the  House,  [142]  1686 
Drafts  on  Bankers,  2R.  [141]  440 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  334  ; 

2R.  1375  ;  Com.  c/.  2,  [143]  396 
I^ndon  Corporation,  [142]  1686, 1993 
•     Parliament,  House  of— The  Clock,  [141]  149 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  d.  3, 

[143]  371  ;  3R.  cl  8,  808 
Stamp  Duties,  Com.  cl,  \,  [143]  944 
Supply^Inland  Revenue  Department,    [140] 

863  :— Education  (Ireland),   [141]   541  ;— 

West  Indies  (Governors,  d(c.),  1004 
Tralee   and    Killarney   Savings   Banks,  Com. 

moved  for,  [142]  776 
WestlndiaLoans,  3R.  [142]  1389 

Hanover,  Diplomatic  Establishment  a<, 
c.  QuesUon(Mr.  A.  Wise),  [142]  1494 

Harbowr  of  Refuge  {Cardigan  Bay), 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  L.  Da  vies),  [140]  668, 
[A.  44,  N.  118.  M.  74]  677 

Sarbours  of  B^fkge — Supply ^ 

€.  [141]  248 

Habcourt,  Col.  F.  v..  Isle  of  flight 

Gardeners,  Under,  Tax  on,  [140]  1710 
Scientific  and   Literary  Societies,  Com.  el.  2, 

[142]  939 
Union-  House  Boys  and  the  Navy,  [140]  3044  ; 

[141]  884 

Uardikge,  Viscount  (General  Commanding 
in  Chief) 
Army,  Administration  of  the.   Papers  moved 
for,  [140]  1043 

IIardwigke,  Earl  oF 

Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  [140]  2223  ;  Com. 

[141]  454,  455 
Anstralia,  Postal  Communications  with,  [141] 

W7;  [143]  1*78 

[cotU. 
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IIabdwickb,  Earl  o^-^^entinued. 
Crimean  OommisstoAers'  Report,  [140]  508  ;-^ 


Board  of  inquiry,  1017 
Education,  [141]  40 
Grand  Juries.  2R.  [142]  1967 
London  and  Durham,  Bishope  o^  Retirement, 

Com.  [143]  902 
Maritime  Law,  International,  [142]  508 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Com.  [142] 

1324 
Sailing  Vessels,  Regulations  for,  [142]  850 
Sebastopol,  Sunken  Ships  at,  [140]  978 
Steam  Navy,  [141]  627 
United  SUtes,  ReUtions  with,  [142]  949 


IIardt.  Mr.  G.,  Leominster 

Dissenters'  Marriages  Com.  cl.  1,  [142]  939 ; 

d.  2.  Amend.  941 
Factories,  2R.  [141]  374;   Com.  el.  4,  [142] 

502.  563  ;  add.  d.  564 
Factory  Inspectors,  [142]  552 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  c/.  6, 

[141]  1931 


Harness,  Colonel,  Case  qf, 
e.  Question  (Captain  L.  Vernon),  [141]  277 ; 
Papers  moved  for^  658  ;  Motion  withdrawn, 
663 


Harrinoton,  Earl  of 
Scutari  Monument,  The,  [143]  493 

Harrowbt,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Agricultural  Statistics,  Com.  [141]  459  . 
Bank  Charter  Act,  Commission    moved    for, 

[141]  560 
Burial  -  Ground  —  Great   Torrington,     [142] 

2070 
Church  Discipline,  2R.  [141]  1282,  1309 
Dalhousie,   Marquess    of.   Pension  to'.  Corre- 
spondence moved  for,  [142]  212 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Commons' 

Amends.  [143]  1480 
Indian    Finance,    Papers    moved    for,    [141] 

639 
Limited  Ltahility,   Returns  moved  for,  [141] 

148 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

IR.  [143]  047  ;  2R.  830 ;  3R.  1096  '„  C^m- 

mons'  Amends.  1479 
Madras,  Torture  in.  Res.  [141]  997 
Maritime  Ijiw,  International,  [142]  506 
Mercantile    Law    Amendment,    Rep.     [141] 

1908 
Oxford   University   Bill,    Explanation,    [141] 

1047 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  (?om.  cL  9,  [143]  1001, 

1093 
Peerages  for  Life,  Report,  [140]  1805 
Portraits.  National,  Gallery  of,  [140]  1787 
Reformatory   and    Industrial    Schools,    Conu 

[142]  1324 
Tioket-of- Leave  System,  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  1402,   1403;  Address  moved,  [141] 

1177 
Turnpike   Trusts   Arrangements,    2R.    [140] 

1447,  1448 
Westminster,  New  Palace  of— Decay  of  Stone- 
work, [143]  1420 


HAS 


HEA 
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HEA 


HEN 


Hastie,  Mr.  Alexander,  Olatgow 

Bankruptoj  (Sooilmnd),  SR.  [141]  23 

Billeting  (ScotUod),  [141]  670 

EvictioDS  (Ireland)---Case  of  Mr.  Pollok,  [142] 

6 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  [r43l  971 
JolDt-Stock  Companies,  Com.  cl.  37.  [142]  643 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  3R.   [14.O 

611 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  18 
Regristration  (Scotland),  [141]  41 
Supply — Hospitals    (Ireland),    Amend.   [141] 

1043,  1044 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  el.  1, 

[142]  1683 

Hastie.  Mr.  Archibald,  Paisley 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  eL  5,  [142]  637 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  269,  481 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  Amend. 

[142]  662  ;  Ck>m.  cl.  3.  [143]  370 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  Com.  cl.  1, 

[142]  237 

Hay  and  Straw  Trade  Bill, 
I  1R.»  [142]  177;  2R»  949:  3R.»  1219 
c,  IR.*  [142]  1493;  2R.»  [143]  842 ;  3R.»  1424 
I,  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Hayter,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  G.,  WelU 
Ascension  Day— Adjournment,  [141]  1786 

Headlah.  Mr.  T.  E.,  NetDcastle-on-Tyne 

Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the,  Com.  moved 

for,  [140]  1833 
Charities,  Com.  el.  1,  [143]  1061 
Commissions   of  'Deceased    Officers,    Address 

moved,  [142]  1627,  1633 
Estates,  leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Com. 

add.  el.  [143]  1064 
Indian  Budget,  The,  Com.  Ros.  [143]  1160 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Rstiremont, 

Com.  el.  3,  [143]  1383,  1413 
Medical   Profession,   Leave,   [140]  497 ;  2R. 

1012,  1015;  Com.  [141]  337,342.347.760 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  d.  6, 

Amend.  [141]  1930 ;  el.  7,  1933 
Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  [143] 

228 
Shipping.  Local  Charges  on,  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  213 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  Leave,  [140]  173; 

2R.  201.  1424 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  [142]  868 

Health,  General  Board  of-^ Supply ^ 
c   [141]  1367;    Amend.  (Mr.  Michell),  1368; 

Motion   nog.  1374 ;    Amend.   (Mr.   Miles), 

[A.  63,  N.  164,  M.  91]  ib. 

Health,    General  Board  qf.  Continuance 
Bill, 

€.  1R»  [143]  625;  2R.»  733; 

Com.  993;  3R.*  1027 
I.  1R.»  [143]  1006;   2R.»1063;  8R.»  1347 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Health,  Public,  Amendment  Bill, 

c.  Leave.  [142]  466;   1R.»031;  2R.»1987; 
Com.  [t43]  496  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Knight),  407, 
[o  q.  A.  61,  N.  73,  M.  12]  505 


Heakh,  Public,  Supplemenidl  Bill, 

e.  IR*  [142]  660;   2K.»  631  ;   8R.»  861 
/.   1R.»  [142]  899  ;  2R.»  1064 ;  3R.»  1319 
Royal  Assent,  [142]  1771 

Heathcote,  Sir  W.,  Oxford  University 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  el.  1,  [142]  843  ; 

cl.  6,  846  ;  el.  26,  849  ;  el.  29,  1210 ;  Rep. 

add.  el   1741  ;  cl.  27,  1746 
Coa8t>Guard  Service,  Com.  el.  6  [143]  1000 
Dissenters' Marriages,  2  R.  [140]  1929;   Com. 

el.  1,  [142]  939;  t;^.  4,  946 
Education   (Ireland),    Address  moved,    [142] 

1697      . 
Estates,   Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Com. 

add.  el.  [143]  1063 
Kars.  Fall  of,  Res.  [141]  1772 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

2R.  Amend.  [143]  1276;  Preatable,  1415 
Oxford  University,  Address  moTod,  [140]  20:?-^ 
Police  ((bounties  and  Boroughs),   2R.  [140] 

2176;  Com.  cf.  5,  [141]  1930;  el.t,  [142] 

296,  305 
Supply  —  Constabulary  Polioe   at  Aldershot, 

[142]  1032 
Tithe  Commutation  Rent  Charge,  2R.  [142] 

160 

Heligoland—  Supply, 
c.  [141]  1009 

Henlet,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Aldershot,  Review  at.  [143]  866 
Army    Estimates,    [140]    2056,  2056,  2064, 

2065,  2067  ;  [142]  1662 
Audit  of  Public  Accounts,  [141]  702 
Budget,  The^Finanoial  Statement,  Res.  [142] 

884 
Business  of  the  Ilonse,  [141]  2035 
CambridgeUniversity,  Gom.tfZ.  27,  [i4<]  1206; 

el.  29,  1209 
Chancery,  Court  of  Appeal  in,  (Ireland),  Com. 

<^-  8,  [143]  608 
Chancery,  Court  of,  (Ireland),  (Reedvers),  Com. 

cU  1.  [143]  506 
Charitable  Uses,  3R.  [140]  1425 
Charities,  2R.  [143]  966  ;  Com.  cl.  1, 1061 
Coast-Guard  Service,  Com.  cl.  6,  [143]  999 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  [143] 

661  ;  cl.  30,  566 
Contractors'    Disqualification    Removal,    2R. 

[140]   1437 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  d.  5, 

[143]  694;   el.  20,  695;    cl.  72  (D)  704; 

Rep.  995;  3R.  add.  cl.  1205  ;  cl.  10, 1209 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  2  R.  [140],  1929;  Com. 

cl.  1.  [142]  940;  d.  4,  941,943,946,946; 

el.  11,  Amend.  948 
Drainage   Advances   Acts  Amendment,   Com. 

[140]    1016 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com. 

el  2,  [141]  1795,  1796 
Education,  National.  [140]  1980 ;  Com.  Amend. 

[141]  780,  865,  926,  960 
Education,   Vice   President   of  Committee  of 

Council  of.  Com.  d.   1,  [143]  1056,  1059; 

8R.  Amend.  1209 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [143] 

946  ;   Com.  add.  d.  [143]  1052 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1377;  Con.  «l.  >• 

[142]  398 
Health,  Public,  Com.  [143]  500 

[cohL 


HEN 


HEN 
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HER 


HEY 


HmuT,  Rt  Hon.  J.  W.—cmUimued. 

IneoiM  and  Land  Taset,  Com.  cL  S,  [143]  949, 

•43 
Ineambend  EaUtea  (Ir»laiid),  Com.  add,  d, 

[143]  489 
JoinUStock  Banks,  Com.  [141]  1470 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  A.  5,  [14a]  634, 

635,  637 ;    d.  13,  638 ;  d.  19,  639 ;  d,  29, 

640,  641,  643;  et  37.  644;    d,  38,  630; 

d,  66,  631 ;  d,  82,  632  ;  3R.  d.  46,  Amend. 

897 
Joint-Stock  Companies  Winding-ap  Act  .\mend- 

ment,  2R.  [143]  1130;  Com.  [143]  1006 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143J  338 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,    Com.  e/.  7, 

[141]  1111,  1112 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

2a.  [143]  1271,  1342,  1346;  Com.  1307; 

d:  1,  1371  ;  Preamble,  1430 
Marriage  Law  Amending,  Rep.  [143]  908 
Medical  Profession,  2R.  [140]    1014;    Com. 

[141]  842.  761 
Mercantile    Law    Amendment,    Com.    d.    2, 

Amend.  [143]  1000 
Moneys,  Public,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  1465 
Naval  RcTiew,  The,  [141]  1363 
Offences,  Trial  of,  2R.  [140]  1768;  Com.  d,  1, 

2106,  2199 
Oxford    UniTorsity,    Address    moved,     [140] 

2028 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  Lords'  Amends. 

[143]  1172 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  260 ;  Com. 

2201 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  3R.  cL  3, 

[143]  808  :  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  809 
Perth  and  Melfort's,  Earl  of,  Compensation, 

Rep.  [14a]  1317 
Police.  Counties  and  Boroughs), 2R.  [140]  602, 

2164 ;  Com.  d,  1,  Amend.  [141  j  1564, 1382  ; 

d,  2,  1383;  c^ 8,1936;  d,  10, 1940  ;  e/.  11, 

1943 ;  dL  6,  [142]  295,  306 ;  add.  d,  606,  618 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  614 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  262 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add,d.  [142]  571, 

573 
Reformatory  and  Industrial    Schools,    Lords* 

Amends.  [143]  1003 
Sadleir,  James.  Expulsion  of,  [143]  1406 
St.  James's   Park,   Com.    moved  for,    [140] 

1390 
Scientifio  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.   d.  2, 

[142]  938  ;  [143]  227,  229 
Secretaries  of  Stale,  Return  moved  for,  [141] 

1248 
Supply — Audit  of  Public  Accounts, 

141]  257,  258;  Sutionery,  Printing,  ^., 
264 ;— Inspectors  of  Prisons,  270; — Gro- 
neral  Board  of  Health.  1371 : 

143]  Charity  Commission,  859,  863; — Con- 
stabulary Police  at  Aldershot,  1032, 1034; 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  1042;  [143]  275; 

142]  Incumbered  Estates  Commission  (Iro* 
land).  1050; — Science  and  Art  Depart, 
ment,  Marlborough  House  Removal,  1129; 
—Education,  1372;— St.  James's  Park, 
1564 
Tithe  Commutation  Rent  Charge,  2R.  [142] 

159 
Vaccination,  2R.  [141]  278 ;  Cora.  [143]  552 
Westminster  Bridge,  [142]  329 
Wills  and  Administrations,  Com.  Amend.  [143] 

296,  298 


Herbert,  Rt.  Hod.  S.,  Wiluhire,  8. 

Army  Chaplains,  [141]  880 

Army — Education  of  Officers,  [142]  980 

Army  Estimates,    [140]    1767,    1768;    [141] 

186,  204 
Army,  Sale    of  Commissions   in    the.    Com. 

moved  for,  [140]  1841 
Naval  Review,  The.  [141]  1563 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [142]  35 

Hbrbbbt,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry 

Chancery,  Court  of,  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Ea- 

Utes  Court  Abolition),  2R.  [140]  949 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com. 

add.d.  [142]   1664 
Lunatic  Asvlums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  e/.  3, 

[142]   1761  ;  d,  4.  1764 
Maynooth  College,  Jy>ave.    [141]    1103;   9R. , 

Amend   [142]   1918,  1963.  2047 
Militia,  The  Irish,  Disembodiment  of,    [142] 

264 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]   1398 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moTod,  [141]  2042 
Postal    Cpmmunication    with    Dublin,    [141] 

1530 
Supply — An-icultural  Statistics,  [142]   1109 
Tralee  and   Killarney   Sarings   Banks,  Com. 

moved  for,    [142]    773 

« 

Hereditary  Pensions^ 
c,  QuesUon  (Sir  F.  Baring),  [141]  1237, 1342 

Hertet,  Lord  A.,  Brighton 
Tithe  Commutation  Rent-Charge,  2R.   [142] 
153 

Hetwood,  Mr.  J.,  Lancoihire,  N, 

Bible,  Authorised    Version    of  the,    Address 

moved.  [143]  1221,  1226 

British  Museum  Commission,  [140]   1479 

British  Museum — Sunday  Opening.  [140]  1094 

Cambridge  University,  Com.  [142]  838 ;  d.  5, 

142]  Amend.  844 ;  d.  6,  Amend.  845 ;  d. 

23,  846 ;  d.  24,  Amend.  847 ;  d.  23,  848, 

849;  d.  27,   Amend.    1198,  1202,  1207, 

1208,  1209;  c/.  30,  1211;  d   31,  1212; 

cl.  39,  1214;   Rep.  add,  d,  1740.  1742, 

1743,  d.  27,  1745;  d,  44,  Amend.  1755, 

1757,   1758;  Lords'  Amends.  [143]  1043 

County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  aad,  d, 

[143]    1203 
Education,  Vice   President  of  Committee  of 
Council  on,  Com.  c/.  1,   [143]    1057;   3R. 
1217 
Factories,  2R.  [141]   444 
Justices  of   Peace  Qualification,  Com.  d.  7« 

[141]   1109 
Oxford  University,  Address  moved,  [140]  2015, 

2031 
Science,    Advancement  o(   Com.   moved  for, 

[142]    1263.  1272 
Supply— Royal  Society,  [141J  622 

Hbywobth  Mr.  L.,  Derby 
Monetary  System,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1527 
Oxford  University,  Address  moved,  [140]  2018 
Session,  Review  of  tiie.  Returns  moved  lor, 

[143]  1477 
Supply — Education  (Ireland),    [141]   542; — 

Theological  Protesson  (Belfitnt),  691,  506 
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HiooiNs,  Col.  0.  0.  C,  Mayo  Co. 

Grand  Jury  CesB — County  of  Blajo,    [143] 

1086 
iDpumbered    Estates  Court  (Ireland),    [142] 

149ff 

rilLDTARD,  Mr.  R.  C,  Whiuhanen 
Girlt,  Traffic  in,  to  Ilamburg,  [141]  460 
I.«ondoo  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

Com.  [143]  1363 
New  Zealand,  Salary  of  the  Bishop  of,  [143] 

333 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  0>m.  cZ.  11, 

[141]  1943 
Soientiflo  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  [143] 

228  •  eL  2,  329 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2E.  [140]  1371 
Supply  —  Superannuation    AUowanees,    [141] 

1030 

HiNDLET,  Mr.  C,  Aihton-wider-Lyne 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  [143]  076 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2.),  2R.    [143] 

665 :  Com.  c/.  3,  [143]  366,  367* 
St.  James's  Park,  Com.  moved  for,  Adj.  moved, 

1380, 1302, 1803  ;  Nonunation  of  Com.  [140] 

1420 
United    SUtes,    Reiationa   with    the,     [142] 

1405 

Hindi,  ABts,  Murder  off 

L  Petition  of  Thomas  Dunne,  (Lord  Lyndhurst), 

[143]  178 
e.  Petition  of  Thomas  Dunne  (Mr.  Kennedy), 

[142]  277 

HoGO.  Sir  J.  W.,  Honiion     ' 

Chinese  War,  Expenses  of  the,  [141]  658 

India.  Revenues  of.  [141]  1225 

Indian  Budget,  The,  Com.   Res.  [143]  1155, 

1164 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,    Rep.   [142]    1301 ; 

3R.  Amend.  1800 
Oude,  Kingdom  of,  [140]  1226 
Persia,  Relations  with,  [141]  168,  160 
Sombre,  Mr.  Dyce,  Will  of,  [141]  177 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  [143]  1106 

Holland,  Mr.  E.,  Evesham 
Crimean  Tartars,  The,  [141]  45 

Hplyhe<id  Harbour^  dfc.~^  Supply ^ 
c.  [141]  S48 

Home  Office — Supply, 
c.  [141]  251 

HoRSPALL,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liverpool 
Custom  House  Regulations,  [141]  874 
Customs  Establislunent,  Liverpool,  [141]  885, 

888 
Demcrara,  Riots  In,  [143]  1086 
Joint-Stock  Companies,    Com.   cl,  82,  [143] 

651,  652 
Liverpool,  Customs  Establishment  at,    [140] 

1051 
Partnership   Amendment  (No.  2).  2R.  [143] 

665 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  d»  7 ; 

Amend.  [141]  1932,  1033,  1034 


HoBSf  ILL,  Mr.  T.  B. — etrnHmmed, 

Shipping,  Local  Cbaiigts  on,  Cora,  moved  Ibr, 
[141]  214,  216  :  Appointment  of  Con.  685 

Shipping,  Local  Dues  on.  Leave,  [140]  174 ; 
2R.  261,  1354 

Sunday  Labour  io  the  Dockyards,  [141]  873 

H0R8MAN,   Rt.    Hon.   E.    (Sccretarj  for 
Ireland),  Stroud 
Burial-Grounds  (Ireland),  2R.  [140]  493 
Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  [143]  1496 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  [141]  1503 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland)  Act,  [143]  504 
Dissenters,  Interment  of  (Ireland),  [143]  1009 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2R.  [143]  1216, 

1217;  [143]  117 
Dwellings   for    Labouring    Classes  (Ireland), 

Com.  el.  1,  [141I  1703 ;  el.  2,  1706 
Education  (Ireland),    Address    mored,    [143] 

1603.1623;   Res.  *1860,  1873,  1881 
Fireworks  (Dublin  and   Edinburgh),  Address 

moved,  [141]  1468 
Grand  Juries,  em.  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  1274, 

1275 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  Com.  el.  6, 

[143]  617 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com  [143]   OGO  ;    d.  0, 

072  ;  el.  14,  073 
Incumbered  Estates  Court,  Returns  moved  for, 

[i4t]  545,546,547:  [14s]  1^05 
Juries  (Ireland),  2R.  [141]  1460 
Justices  of   Peace  Qualification,  Com.  ei.  S, 

[141]  1105,1106:   eLl,  1108,  1110,  1111, 

1112 
Juvenile  Offenders  (Ireland),  2R.  [140]  406 
Leitrim  Militia.  The,  (143]  1405 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland,  No.  2),  Com  d.  3, 

[143]   1750.  1760:  d.A,  1763,  1765 
Maynooth  College,  2R  [143]  1058 
Ministers*  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[140]  1002,  1003;  2R.   [141]  1117,  1125, 

1138 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  1301 ; 

Com.  cl.  1,  1576;  el.  2,  1577,  1578;  c^  4, 

ib. 
Poor  Law  (IreUnd),  2R.  [143]  1275 
Prisons  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  114;  cf.  3,  115; 

cl.  4,  116.117 
Ragged  Schools  in  Dublin,  [143]  260 
Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  Genenil 

for  IreUnd,  [143]  672,  708 
Spirit  Trade  (IreUnd),  2R.  [143]  1328 
Supply — Poor  Laws,   [141]  252; — L'dncation 

(Ireland),  533,  542;  —  (Queen's  University 

(Ireland),  500 ; — Superannuation  Allowances 

1034,   1035,   1036,   1030 ;— Hospitals,  (Ire- 
Und), 1043 
Tenant  Right  (IreUnd),  [141]    1344;  [143] 

078, 1024, 1026  ;  Com.  [143]  536 

HospitdU,  Conveyance  of  Sites  foTt  Bitt, 
L  1R.»  [143]  1400 

UoepiuOe  {DMin)  BiU, 

c.  1R.»  [143]  1326;  2R.*  2071  : 

(3om.  [143]  068 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Cowan),  060, 
[o.  q.  A.  58,  N.  22,  M.  81]  072 ; 
el.  0,  [A.  43,  N.  20,  M.  14]  072 ; 
cl.  14,  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Fitsgerald),  078,  [0.  7. 
A.  26,  N.  51,  M.  25]  t5.;  3R.*  1108 
I  1R.«  [143]  1068;  2R.»  1176;  3R.*  1478 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1401 
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HoTHAM,  Lord,  Tarkthire,  B.  B, 

Army — Ednoation  of  OiBoera,  [142]  1016  ;— 

Rednotion  of  Offloen,  1736 
Army  EBtimatei,  [141]  300,  302 ;  [143]  1007, 

1700 
AutstantJudgv,  Middlesex  Seniona,  [143]  268 
Commiisiona  of   Deceased    OflSoen,    Addre|s 

moTed,  [143]  1030 
Fireworks  in  the  Parks,  [141]  1707 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  070 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  add,  el, 

[142]  309 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on,  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]  684 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  [145]  1100 
Supply-~Spom  Point,  [143]  1040  j^Ciril  Con« 

tingeneies,  1343 

Howard,  Lord  E.  6.  F.,  Arundel 

Police  (GonBtiee  and  Boroughs),  Com.  d,  12, 
[143]  308 

Howard,  Hod.  C.  W.  G.,  Cfumberland,  E, 
Naral  Review,  The,  [141]  1400 

HuoHES,  Mr.  H.  G.,  Longford 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland;  (Receivers),  Com. 

cl,  1,  [143]  «06 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  [142]  1632 

Home,  Mr.  W.  W.  F.,  Wicklow 

Joint-Stock    Companies     Winding  -  up     Act 

Amendment,  2R.  [143]  1101,  1766 
.HiliUa^  Diiemhodlment  of  the,  [141]  060 

JJufittii^dbfi — FoilimatiUfr  af, 
/.  (Question  (Earl  of  Sandwich),  [141]  1046 

HuTOHivs,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Lyimingio^ 

Armj  Estimates,  [140]  2063,  2088 
I>issenters'  Marriages,  Com.  c/.  11,  [143]  949 
Idaynooth  College,  Leave,  Amend.  [141]  1102 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1061 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  Com.  el.  1, 

[14a]  237 
St.  James's  Park,  Road  through,  [140]  100, 

[141]  1188 
Supply — Emigration,  [141]  1010  ; — Constabn- 

]ju7  Police  at  Aldershot,  [143]  1031 ; — £m- 

hasiiy  Houses  Abroad,  1039,  1043 

HuTT,  Mr.  W.,  Oateshead 

Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  eL  2, 
Amend.  [143]  938 ;  [143]  220,  229 

Imperial  Hotel  Company^i  BUI, 
e.  1 R.*  [140]  979 ; 

2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Benttnck),    1699,  [o.   q, 
A.  72,  N.  64,  M.  8]  1702 

Income  and  Expenditure, 

e.  Returns  mdved  for  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  [140] 
'  220 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  229 

Income  and  Land  Taxes  BUlp 
e.  Leave,   [143]  617  ;    1R.»  1618 ;  2R.»  733  ; 

Com.  cl.  2,  941 

3R.  1028 
I.  \K.^  [143]  1006  ;  2R.*  1063 ;  3R.*  1347 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 
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Income  and  Property  Tax, 
e.  Motion  (Mr.  Muntz),  [141]  640 ;   Previous 
Question  (Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer), 
603,  [A.  68,  N.  194,  M.  181]  608 

Incumbered  Estates  Court, 

c.  Returns  moved  for  (Mr.  Deasy),  [141]  043 ; 
Question  (Col.  Greville),  [143]  1162;  (Col. 
Uiggins),  1490 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.lR»  [143]  2071; 
2R.  [143!  874 

Com.  add.  el.  (Mr.  Whiteside).  488,  [A.  48. 
N.  83,  M.  30]  490;  3R.  add.  el.  (Mr.  White- 
side)  610;  Motion  withdrawn,  617 
J.1R.*  [143]  619;  2R.»710; 
3R.  1022 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1064 

« 

Indemnity  Bill, 

e.  1R.»  [143]  020  ;  2R.»  049;  3R.»  733 
I  1R.»  [143]  812;  2R»946;  3R.»   1063 
Royal  Assent  [143]  1490 

India, 

Aeeounti,  I.  Returns  moved  for  (Earl  of  Albe- 
marie),  021  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  [143]  631 

Adminittratian  of  Juttiee,  e.  Question  (Mr.  J. 
6.  Phillimore),  [143]  1409 

Appeals,  e.  Question,  (Sir  E.  Perry)  [143]  000 

Army,  The,  e.  Question,  ((k>l.  North)  [143] 
1420 

Budget,  Tfie\  e.  Com.  Res.  (Mr.  V.  Smith) 

[143]  "19 

Commufiieatum  with,  e.  Question  (Lord  Stan- 
ley), [142]  331 

Coorg,  The  Rajah  ef,  V  Question  (Blarqness  of 
Clanricarde),  [143]  1060 

Cwrrtney,  I.  Petition    (Earl  of  Albemarle), 
[141]  1248 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Cheetham),  [143]  006 

J^alhousiSf  Marqi»ess  of.  Pension  to,  I.  Corre- 
spondence moved  for  (Marquess  of  Clanri- 
carde), [143]  207 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  210 
c.  Observations  (Sir  E.  Perry),  [142]  273 

East  India  Company —  VolwUary  Payments,  L 
Question  (Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  [143]  7 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ctway),  [143]  264 

Finance,  I.  Papers  moved  for  (Marquess  of 
Clanricarde),  [141]  633 

Oovemment  of,  I.  Com.  moved  for  (Earl  of 
Albemarle),  [143]  313  ;  Motion  neg.  322 

Land  Tax,  I.  Returns  moved  for  (Marqnesa  of 
Clanricarde),  [143]  1421 

Law  Commission,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Atherton), 
[141]  1394 

Law  Expenses — "  In  Re  Dyes  Sombre,"  c. 
Question  (Mr.  Otwaj),  [140]  1410,  1963 ; 
— see  Judicial  Re/Uctions  on  Members — 
Sombre,  Mr,  Dyce 

Legislative  CouneU,  l.  Petition,  (Earl  of  Albe- 
marie,  [143]  306 

Madras,  Torture  in,  L  Res.  (Earl  of  Albe. 
marie),  [141]  964;  Amend.  (Duke  of  Ar* 

gyll),  083 
€.  Observations  (Sir  £.  Perry),  [143]  273;— see 

Torture  in 
Oude,  Treaty  of,  h   Question  (Marquess  of 

Clanricarde),  [141]  770 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Otway),    [140]    1224 ;— J n- 

nexalion  of,  Retnrnf  moved  for   (Sir  E. 

Perry,  1800 

3  I  [cent. 
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Pertaub  Sin^  and  Biiheu  Singh,  Cote  of,  L 
Petition  (Earl  of  EUonborough),  [143]  619 

Revenues  of,  c,  Obserrations  (Sir  £.  Peirj, 
[141]  1189 

jRoman  Catholic  Clergy,  c.  Question  (Mr. 
Grogan),  [143]  1384 

SaU  Tax,c,  Question  (Sir  J.  Fakington),  [141] 
IW  ;  £143]  643 

8urat^  The  Nawab  of,  c.  Question  (Sir  E. 
Perry),  [140]  979 ;  (Sir  F.  Kelly),  [143] 
674  ;— See  Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty  Bill 

Tanjore  and  Jodpore,  Rajahe  of^  e.  Question 
(Mr.  Murrough),  [141]  151 

Torture  in,  I.  Returns  moved  for  (Earl  of  Al- 
bemarle), [140]  1663:  Address  moTed  (Earl 
of  Albemarle),  [141]  377  ;  Statement  (Earl 
of  Ellenborough),  1144;— -See  Afiidnu,  Tor- 
ture in 

Industrial  and  Provideni  Societiei  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  [141]   2029;    2R.»  [142]   268;   8R.» 

660 
I  1R»  [142]  676;  2R.»  1667;  8R.*   [143]  1 
Royal  Assent  [143]  383 

Ikoham,  Mr.  R..  South  Shields 

Carlisle  Canonries,  Leave,  [140]  806 
Church  Estate  Commissioners,  [143]  1220 
Coalwbippers  (Port  of  London),   2R.    [143] 

1729 
Education,  Vice   President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  2R.  [143]  993 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.   [140]  1376 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  [143]  867 

Ingram,  Mr.  H.,  Boston 

Budget,  The — Financial  Statement,  Res.  [142] 

361 
Corrupt  Practices  Preyention,  Com.  [143]  986 

Inland  Revenue  Department — Siftpply, 
c.  [140]  863 
Intestates'  Personal  Estates  BUI, 

c.  1R.»[143]  1733;  2R.»1906;  3R.»  [143]  12 
*.  1R»  [143!  110; 

2R.493:  3R.*  1007 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Ireland, 

Bank  Frauds,  c  Question  (Mr.  Roebuck),  [143] 
1034 

Common  Law  Courts,  e.  Question  (Mr.  GeorgeV 
[143]  1496 

Communication  with  England,  c.  Question  (Mr. 
V.  Scully).  [140]  221 

Constabulary  Force,  c.  Question  (Visct.  Castle- 
rosse),  [141]  1698, 1707;— ^Paymasters  of  the. 
Question  (hir,  Serj.  O'BrieD),  [143]  833 

Crime  and  Outraoe  {Ireland)  Act,  e.  Question, 
(Mr.  L  Butt),  ti43]  694 

Dissenters',  Interments  of.  Question  (Mr.  Ur- 
quhart),  [142]  1993 

Ecuteation,  c  Papers  moved  for  (Mr.  Macart- 
ney), [141]  436 ; 
142]  Address  mored  (Mr.  Walpole),  [142]  1680; 

•     Amend.  (Mr.  Kennedy),  1600 ;  Amend,  neg. 

.     1603;    Adj.   moved   (Mr.  De  Vere),   1647, 

.     [A.  32,  N.  184.  M.  162]  t&.;  [m.  q,  A.  113, 

.     N.103,  M.  10]  t6. ;  Question  (Mr.  Fortescue), 

.     1666;  (Mr.  Walpole).  1686;  Res.  (Mr.  For- 

[cont. 
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I43]t«f0iie)»  1807 :  Amend.  (Mr.  Grogan),  1881 ; 
.     Adj.  moved  (Visct.  Bernard),  1802,  [A.  60. 

.     N.  331,  M.  281]  1883;   Adj.  moved  (Mr. 

.     Vance),  ib,,  [A.  39,  N.  328,  M.  289}  1886 ; 

.     Amend.  (Mr.  Gragan),  [A.  96,  N.  279,  M. 
.     184]  ib. 

Established  Church,  c.  Observation  (Mr.  Staf- 
ford), [142]  712 ;  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Bliall), 
715.  [A.  93,  N.  163,  M.  70]  770 

Evictions,  Alleged — Case  of  Jur.  PoUot,  e.  Com. 
moved  for  (Mr.  McMabon),  [141]  1707; 
Amend.  (Visct.  PalmorstonX  1716  ;  Obser- 
vations (Sir  M.  S.  Stewart),  [142]  697 

Fairs  and  MarkeU,  I,  Question  (Earl  of  Claa- 
<»rty),  [141]  1696 

Fermoy  Peeraoe,  I.  Statement  (Earl  of  Derby), 
[140]  448,  698 

Fireworks,  c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  OroganX 
[141J  1468 

Fisheries,  e.  Com.  moved  ibr  (Mr.  McMahoo), 
[143]  1296 ;  Uouse  counted  out,  1297 

Binds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  L  Petition  of  Thomas 
Dunne  (Lord  Lyndhurst)^  1^4^)  178 
c.  Petition  of  Thomas  Duxmo  (Mr.  Kennedy)^ 

[142]  277 
Ineumbered  Estates  Court,  c.  Returns  moved 

for  (Mr.  Deasy),  [141]  643 ;  Question  (Col. 

Greville).  [142]  1162;  (CoL  Higgins),  1495 
Judicial  Bench,  e*  Returns  moved  for  (Sir  J. 

Shelley),  [140]  760 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Kennedy), 

769,  [o.  9.  A.  132,  N.  121,  M.  11]  806 
Maynooth  College,  e.   Com.  moved  for  (Mr. 

Spooner),  [141]  1049 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Black). 

1067,  L^*  31*  ^'  2^d«  M.  232]  1100 ;  [m.a. 

A.  169,  N.  183,  M.  26]  16.;— see  Mtpwitk 

ColUge  Bill 
Mayo,  County  of.  Grand  Jury  Cess,  c.  Qaestioo 

(Col.  Higgins),  [141]  1086 
Militia,  IXsembodimentofthe,  L  Question  (Esri 

of  Donoughmore),  [14a]  1396 ;  (Viaet.  Dbd- 

gannon),  [143]  1067 
e.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Herbert),  [142]  264:  (CoL 

Dunne),   1408;   (Mr.  Davison),   [143]   14; 

(Lord  C.  HamUton),  733;   (Mr.  Magiin), 

740 
Militia,  Mutiny  in  an  Irish  Regiment  of,  h 

Question  (Earl  of  Donoughmore),  [143]  643; 

(Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  1347 
c.  Question  (CoL  Frenoh),  [143]  667;  (CsL 

Dunne),  682 
Militia,  The  LeiWim^  e.  Question  (Mr.  Brs4y)» 

[143]  1*96 
Mnisters*  Money,  c  Com.  moived  fer   (Mr. 

Fagan),  [140]  999  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1009 
Nisi  PriuSy  Clerks  in  (DubHn),  c.  Question 

(Mr.  Kennedy),  [142]  1230 
Peers,  Expenses  of,  I,  Com.  moved  for  (Earl  of 

Donoujfhmore).  [143]  111 
PofCa^  Communicaium  with  DnbUn,  L  Ques- 

tion  (Visct.  Dung^umon),  [141]  1691,  [143] 

1007 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Herbert).  [141]  1630;— 

with  Bandon,   Question  (Visct.  BenaidX 

[141]  2030 
Postal  Senrice,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Cairns),  [140] 

384;    (Mr.   Grogan).    1219;    rMr.   Lyons 

Montgomery),  [142]  16 ;  (Mr.  MaoaiineyX 

662 
Bagged  Schools  in  DubUn,  e.  QnestioB  (Mr. 

De  Vere),  [142]  269 
Bolls,  Muter  of  the,  and  the  AUemay  Oensrsi 

for  Ireland^  c.  Obeerrationa  (CoL  fVsneh), 
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[143]  403 ;  Question  (Mr.  Napier),  659 ;  (Mr. 
Roebuck),  708 ;  (Mr.  J.  D.  FitzOerald),  736 ; 
ExplanAtion  (Mr.  J.  D.  FitzGerald),  866 

Sadleir,  James,  ExpuUion  of,  c.  Motion  (Mr. 
RoebnckX  [143]  886;  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  S. 
Wortley),  1398  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  1408  ; 
Prerions  Question  put  and  neg.  ib. 

SUoo  EUttUm  Committee,  e.  Obserrations  (Mr. 
T.  Duneombe),  [143]  1001 

Sieoan  O^mmttmeaUcn  between  Bolyhead  and 
Kinffttovm,  L  Question  (Visot.  Dongannon), 
[141]  1691 ;  [143]  1007 

Strnpl^'-Fublie  Buxldingt,  c.  [141]  248;— 
141]  Kinffstawn  Hatbotit,  249  i^^Lord  LUute- 
siofU  ;  —  Chief  Secrkary  ;  — PaymoMter  of 
Civil  Services  ;  —  Inspectors  of  Ijunatte 
Asylums,  254 1-^ General  Registrar  Ofice 
{IhibUn\  261  ;— JLotir  CmirU  amd  Officers, 
269,  270  \—Rd\ication  Commissioners,  589 ; 
— Qtttf^nV  University,  590  ; — Queen's  CoU 
leges ; — Royal  Irish  Academy  ; — Royal  Hi- 
bernian Academy  ; — JTieologieal  Professors 
(Belfast),  591;  Amend.  (Mr.  lleyworth), 
592,  [A.  31,  N.  85,  M.  54]  598 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Crossley),  ib, ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  590; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner),  [ A.  42,  N.  88,  M. 
46]  600  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Cheetham),  [A.  86, 
M.  108,  M.  72]  ib.  i^-In/irmaries,  1042  ;—. 
Hospitals,  Amend.  (Mr.  Alexander  Hastie), 
1043,  [A.  32,  N.  187,  M.  155]  1044 ;  2nd 
Amend.  [A.  33,  N.  180,  M.  147]  ib.  ;^Non- 
conforming,  §re..  Ministers,  1241  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Pelbtt).  [A.  60.  N.  230,  M.  170]  1243 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Uadfleld),  [A.  39,  N.  214,  M. 
175]  1244;  Amend.  (Mr.  Kershaw),  [A.  40, 
N.  198,  M.  158]  1246  ;  [r.  o.  A.  16,  N.  211, 
M.  195]  ih, ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Baines),  ib, ; 
Motion  neg.  1247; — Charitable  Allowances, 
'ib.; — Commission  for  Publishing  Ancient 
Laws  and  Institutes; — Process  Servers, 
142]  1027; — Incumbered  Estates  Commission, 
1046  ;  Amend.  (Col.  Dunne),  1048 ;  Amend, 
withrawn,  1050  ; — Censtu;  Oallery  of  Arts^ 
ZHMn,  1050 

Tenants*  Compensation,  e.  Question  (Mr.  V. 
Scullj),  [140]  89 

TenatU  Right,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Stafford),  [141] 
1348  ;  [142]  978 ;  (Mr.  6.  O.  Moore),  1023 

Tipperary  Hank,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Bowyer), 
[142]  1164; — Mr.  James  Sadleir,  Question 
(Mr.  L  Butt),  [143]  381;  rMr.  G.H.  Moore), 
309 ;  (^fr.  Macartney),  644  ;— See  Rolls, 
Master  of  the  ^  Sadleir,  James 

Tralee  and  KxWimev  Savings  Banks,  c.  Com. 

moved  for  (Capt.  D.  O'Connell),  [142]  772; 

Amend.  (Mr.  Vance),  775,   [A    84,  N.  9, 

M.75]  776;  [m.  q.  A.  39,  N.  54,  M.  15]  ib. 

See 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland)  BiU. 

BuriaUOroirnds  (Ireland)  Bill 

Chancery,  Court  of  Appeal  in,  (Ireland)  BiU. 

Chancery,  Court  of,  (Ireland)  (Sale  of  Estates) 
BiU  s 

Chancery  Courts  (JfrelaiMi)  BiU 

Courts  ofOmimon  Law  {Ireland)  Bill 

Drainage  (Ireland)  Bill 

Dublin  MetropoHtan  Police  BiU 

Dublin  Universitv  BUI 

Dwdlinqs  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland)  BUI 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  BiU 

Grand  Jury  Assessments  (Ireland)  BiU 

Grand  Jury  Cess  (Mayo)  BiU 

,  [cont. 
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HospUaU  (DubUn)  BiU 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  BiU 

Jitries  (Ireland)  BiU 

Juvenile  Convict  Prisons  (Ireland)  BiU 

Juvenile  Offenders  (Ireland)  BiU 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  BiU 

Lunatic  Asylums  (SuperansauUion)  (Ireland) 

BiU 
Maynooth  College  BiU 
Ministers*  Money  (Ireland)  BiU 
Pauper  Removal,  Scotch  and  Irish,  BiU 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  BiU 
Poor  Lato  (Ireland)  BiU 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  (Ireland),  Seeretary 

to  the,  BiU 
Prisons  (Ireland)  BiU 
PubUe  Works  (Ireland)  BiU 
Queen*s  CoUeges  (Ireland)  BiU 
Railway  Act  (IrJand),  1851,  Continuance  Bill 
Spirit  Trade  (Irtland)  BiU 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland)  BiU 
TStmpike  Acts  Continuance  (Ireland)  Bill 
Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland)  BiU 
Works,Transfer  of  (Ireland),  BiU 

Ismail,  Fortijicatums  of, 
I,  Question  (Enrl  of  Malmesburj),  [143]  1080 
e.  Question  (Sir  De  L.  ETans),  [142]  1496  ;— 
Evacuation  of.  Question  (Col.  Dunne)  [143] 
13  ;  see  Kars,  dM. 

Italian  Legion^  The^ 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Bowyer),   [140]   1790  ;  (Capt. 
O'Connell),  [142]  1401 

Italy, 
A/airs  of,  I,  Observations  (Marquess  of  CHan-' 

rtcarde),  [142]   975  ;  Question  (Lord  Lynd- 

hurst),  [143]  1  ;  Observations  (Lord  Lynd- 

hurst),  710 
c  Address  moved  (Lord  J.  Russell),  [143]  741 ; 

Motion  neg.  801 
Austrian  Occupation  in,  I,  Motion  postponed 

[141]  1593 
Conferences  at  Paris,e,  Question  (Mr.  Bowyer), 

[141]  47 

Jacksok.  Mr.  W.,  NewcoiiU-under-Lyme 

Metropolitan  Improvements,  [142]  550 

Japan,  Confiention  wUk, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Cairns),  [140]  838 

J0RN8TONE,  Mr.  J.,  Claekmannan,  d'c. 

Parochial  Schools  (ScoUand),  2R.  [142]  893 

Joint' Stock  Banks  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  [141]  434  :  1R.»  435  ;  2R.»  778; 
Com.  1460  ;  Adj.  Debate,  [143]  1062  ;  Amend. 

(Mr.  Vance),  ib.  ;  Amend,  neg.  1063  ; 
3R.   Amend.  (Mr.  (Vance),    [0.    q.   A.  92, 
N.  12,  M.  8(1]  1119 
I.  1R.»  [143]  1063  ;  2R.»  1176;  3K^  1410 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Joint  Stock  Banks  {Sattiand)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [140]  522;   2R.*  611  ; 

torn.  698  ;  3R.*  716 
l   \K.^  [140]  806;  2R.»1289;   3R.*  1563 

Royal  Assent,  [140]  2033 
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Joint' Stoeh  Companies  Billt 

e.  Leave,  [140]   110;    1R.»    147;    2R.» 

451; 
Com.  [141]  543;    Amend.  (Mr.  Spoooer), 
[14a]  633  :   Motion  neg.  634 ; 
143]  el,  5,  634;    Amend.  (&&.  GregBon),  685; 

Motion  neg.  637 ; 
«       el  6,  637  ;  eL  13,  638  ; 

d,  19,  638;  Amend.  (Mr.  *MicheU),  630; 

Amend,  neg.  i6. ; 
el,  22,  639  ;   el,  24,  640  ; 
cl.  20,  Amend.    (Mr.   W.  Brown),    640 ; 

[A.  36,  N.  69,  M.  33]  642  ; 
el,  37,  642 ;  ef.  57,  646  ; 
cL  58,  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Ewart),  646  ; 
el,  66,  651 ; 
el,  82,  [A.  131,  N.  52,  M.  79]  652  ; 

3R.  897 ; 
Cft.  46,  Amend.    (Mr.    Henley),  tb.,  [p,  q, 
A.  42,  N.  82,  M.  10]  899 
143]    I,   1R.*899; 

Petition  (Lord  Orerstone),  1474 ; 

2R.  1477,  [Content  18,  Non  Content  5, 

M.  13]  1490 ; 
Protest,  1490 ; 
Com.  1890 ; 
el.  18,  1892 : 
3R.»  [143]  1 
Rojal  Assent  [143]  710 

Joint- Stock    Companiei    Reffistration  — 
Supply, 

€.  [14a]   1027 

Joint- Stock  Companies   Winding-up  Act 

Amendment  Bill, 
I.  1R.»   [141]    1947;    2R»    [143]    1;    8B.» 

238 
c.  1R.»  [143]  825; 

2R.  666,  1142  ;  Amend.  (Mr.S.  Fttxgerald), 
1151;  Adj.  Debate,  1766,  [0.  9.  A.  112, 
N.  77,  M.  35]  1770; 
Co^n.  Amend.  (Mr.  Whiteside),  [143]  1005, 
[0.  7.  A.  31,  N.  40,  M.  9]  1006 ;  Bill  with- 
drawn, t&. 


JoLLiFPB,  Sir  W.  G.  H..  Petersfield 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  1749, 1758, 2088 ;  [143] 

1719 
Education,  Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on.  Com.  eL  1,  [143]  1059 
Education  (Ireland),  [143]  1666 
Enaeld  Rifles,  [140]  1954 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1880 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1557 
Pauper,   Scotch  and  Lrish,  Removal,  Leave, 

293,  [141]  312 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  el.  11, 

Amend.   [141]  1942;  d,  6,|  Amend.  [143] 

293,  298 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Leave,  [141]  437 
Reformatories,  JuTenilc,  [140]  99 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on,  Appointment  of. 

Com.  [141]  689 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Groands,  ^., 

[141]  238 — Embankment,  Ac.,  Vanxball  and 

Battersea  Bridge,  [143]    1037;  —  Embassy 

Houses  Abroad,    1043 ;    [143]    275  ;  —  St. 

.lames*s  Park,   [143]   1416;  —  Disembodied 

Militia,  [143]  2««,  289 


Jones,  Rear  Adm.  T.,  Londonderry  Co, 
Bleaching,  Ac.,  Works  (No.  2),  8  R.  [143] 

223 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[140]  lOOtt 
Talbot  V.  Talbot,  Caae  of.  Papers  mofved  for, 

[140]  1562 

Judges  and  Chancellors*  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  [143]  452;  IR.*  466;  2R.*  1807: 
Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  Matins),  [A.  25,  N.  31. 
M.  6]  2045  ;  2nd  Div.  [A.  22,  N.  31,  M.  0] 
ib. 

Judgments  ExecuHon  Bill, 
e.  Leave,   [140]   182;    IR.»  183;  1R.»  [143] 
206; 

Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  I.  Butt),  307;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  210  ;  Amend.  (Col.  French),  587* 
[0.  q,  A.  74,  N.  69,  Bl  5]  538 ;  Adj.  mo««d 
(Mr.  Vance),  [A.  68,  N.  78,  M.  10]  ib. 
Amend.  (Mr.  Whiteside;,  [0.  q,  A.  51,  N.  89, 
M.  12].  1002; 
BiU  withdrawn,  1008 

Judicial  Procedure,  dfc,  {Scotland),  BiU 
c.  IR.*  [141]  1908;  »R.*  [i4«]  w»;  »R»* 

922 
I  1  R.»  [14a]  949;  2R.»  [143]  1063;  8R.*  1847 
Royal  Assent^  [143]  1491 

Judicial  Bejlectum  on  Members, 
I.  Question  (Viscoont  Si.  Vincent),  [143]  14S2 ; 
—see  India,  Law  Expenses 

Judicial  Statistics, 

I,  Res.  (Lord   Brougham),   [140]  1674 ;  Adj. 
Debate  [141]  38  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  95 

Judicial  Statistics  Bill, 
I  1R.»  [143]  288 

Juries  {Ireland)  Bill, 
e,  1R»  [140]  219; 

Postponement  of,  2 R.  [140]  970;  2R.  Amend. 
(Mr.  M*Mahon),  [141]  1469 

Justice,  Public,  Department  of 
e,  Obser?ations  (Mr.  Napier),  [143]  119 

Justices  of  the  Peace  Q^aXificatum  BiU, 

c.  1R.»  [140]  681;  * 
2R.  1438; 

Com.  el,  8,  [141]  1105; 
el,  7»  Amend.  (Mr.  Child),  1106 ;  Amend.  (Mr. 

VansltUrt),  1109,    [r.  p.  A.   115,  N.  74^ 

M.  41]  1113,  [143]  476; 
el,  11,477; 
c/.  13,  479 ;  el,  neg.  480 ; 

d.  14,  [A.  97.  N.  99.  Bl  2]  480 ;  [r.  p.  A.  135, 
N.  78,  M.  62]  481 

Juvenile  Convict  Prisons  {Ireland)  Bil\ 
c.  1R.»    [140]   611;  2R.»  [141]    149;  8R». 

[143]  325 
I,  IR.*  [143]  401  ;  2R.*  899;  8R.*  1219 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1771 

Juvenile  Offenders  [Irelani)  Bill, 

e.  IR.»  [140]  150; 
3R.  495 
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Kartt  FM  of 

L  ObsenraCion  (Earl  <»f  Malmetbarj)*  [140] 
2090;  Question  (Earl  of  EUenboroQgh),  [141] 
29 ;  Notioe  of  Motion  (Earl  of  Makiesburj), 
1383  ;  Motion  discharged,  1691 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Whiteside),  [140]  1051  ; 
Motion  (Mr.  Whiteside),  [141]  1694  ;  Adj. 
,inoved  (Mr.  J.  G.  Phillimore),  1688;  Adj. 
Debate,  1718;  Amend.  (Mr.  K.  Seymer), 
1728 ;  A^.  moTcd  (Sir  Bulwer  Lytton).  1779, 
[A.  173,  N.  243,  M.  70]  1781,  1802,  [0.  q, 
A.  451,  N.  52.  M.  899]  1902,  [m.  q.  A.  176, 
N.  803,  M.  127]  i6. 

£ars  and  Ismail,  Fartificatums  of, 
€.  Question  (Sir  De  L.    Efans),  [143]    1496; 
Ismail 


Kars^  Defendert  0^, 

c.  Question    (Mr.  OilTeira),    [142]    826; 
Lcjce,  Col, — TeesdcUe,  M. — Thimptan,CapU 

KsATiKG,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Beading 

County  Courts,  [140]  152 

Ecolesiasiioal  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

899 
Wills  and  Administrations,  Com.  (^143]  299 

Kbllt,  Sir  F.,  Suffolk,  E, 

Elections,  Corruf»t  Fractiees  at,  [143]  553 
Fire  Insuranoes,  Com.  [142]  394;  c2.  2,  396, 

397,  398 
Joint->Stook  Companies,  Cora.  el.  6,  [143]  687  ; 

el.  18,  638  ;  el.  29,  640 ;  cL  58,  646, 651 
Judgments  Execution,'  Leare,  [140]  183 
Metropolitan  Improyements,  [143]  550 
Nawab  of  Surat,  [143]  6f4 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  Amend.  [143] 

1298,  1311,  1312,  1314«  1316,  1649,  1652, 

1658 ;  3B.  1898 
Perth  and  Melfort's,  Earl  of.  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1316, 1317, 1319 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1383, 1388 
SUnding  Orders,  Res.  [143]  1106 
Statute  Law  €k>mmission,  [141]  1181 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the,  Leave,  [140] 

718,748,759;  [143]  W8 
Statutes  at  Large,  [140]  994 
Supply — Statute  Law  Commission,  [142]  869, 

878 
Wills  and  Administrations,  Leave,  [141]  219  ; 

2R.  [143]  2014 

Kendall,  Mr.  N.,  OomteaU,  E. 

Advowsons,  2R.  [143]  467 

Civil  Service  Committee,  [143]  1163 

County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  eL  72, 

(£)  Amend.  [143]  705 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  el,  4,  [143]  945 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  cL  4, 

[143]  1765 
Mines,  Rating  of,  Leave,  [141]  1467 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  (Tom.  d.  6) 

[142]  304 
Supply — Embankment,  Ac.,  Yauzhall  and  Bat- 

tersea  Bridge,  [142J  1087 

Eeitkedt,  Mr.  T.,  ZotUh 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),    (Incumbered 

Estateft  Court  Abolition),  2R.  [140]  958 
Dwellings    for    Labouring    CHasses   (Ireland), 
2R.  Acy.   moved  [140]  1857,  1859 ;  Com. 

[«OfK. 


KxirifXDT,  Mr.  T.— eonfiftiMd. 

Amend.  [141]  1787 ;   e<.  2.  1798 ;  add.  el, 

[142]   1662 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved.  Amend. 

[142]  1600 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [142]  277 
Judicial  Bench  (Ireland),  Iletums  m<yed  for, 

Amend.  [140]  768 
Juvenile  Offendera  (Ireland),  2R.  [140]  496 
Maynooth  College  Com.  [141]  1076 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1401 
Nisi  Prias,  Clerks  in  (Dublin),  [142]  1230 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]   14 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  533 

Kershaw,  Mr.  J.,  Stockport 
Supply— Nonoonforming,  Sm.,  Ministers  (Ire- 
land), Amend.  [141]  1244 

King,  Hon.  P.  J.  L.,  Surrey,  E, 

Burlington  House,  [140]  151 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  643 
Statute  Law  Commission;  [141]  871, 1181 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the,  Leave,  [r4o] 

T52 ;  [143]  W7 
Statutes  at  Large,  [140]  966,  999 
Supply— Statute  Law  Conmiission,  [142]  865, 

879 

EtNKAiRD,  Lord 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  771 

EiNNAiRD,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  0)m.  d.  2,  [142]  605 
Charities,  Com.  cL  1,  [143]  1062 
Chelsea  Commission  Report,  [143]  1273 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  A^j.  moved,  [141]  1377 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  o(  Retirement, 

[143]  1367;  3R.1430 
Museums,  die.  Opening  of.  on  Sunday,  [140]  219 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  586 
Oude.  Annesation  of,  Returns  mofved  for,  [140] 

1857 
Physicians,  College  of,  [141]  872 ;  [143]  733 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland)  2R.  [141]  17 
St.  James^s  Park,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1392 
Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [141]  528; — 
Consular  Establishments,  1023 ;— Civil  Con- 
tingencies, [142]  1336  ;^St.  James's  Park, 
1416 

Ejhk,  Mr.  W.,  Nmory 
Bleaching  Works  (No.  2),  2a.  Amend.  [143] 

1053 ;  [143I  221 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland)  Com. 

el.  2,  [141]  1798  » 

Education  (Ireland),  Res.  [143]  1821 
Established  Chureh  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[142]  737 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  (No.  2),2R.  [143I 1275 
Factories,  Leave,  [140]  1673 ;   Com.  aid.  el. 

[142]  564,  565 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  3),  Com.  d,  3, 

[142]  1761 
Maynooth  College.  Com.  [141]  1096 
Partnenhip    Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  Adj. 

moved,  [142]  661,  665 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on,  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  218 
Supply— Theological  Prefesson  (BelfiMt),  [141] 

592,  600; — Nonconforming,  Aa,  Ministers 

(Ireland),  1242,  1246 
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LAP 


LAY 


Knight,  Mr.  P.  W.,   Wareestershire^  W, 

Ildalth,  Pttblio,  Com.  Amond.  [143]  49(l» 
Pftuper,   Scotch  and  Jrlah,  Remoral,  Leave, 

[141]  318 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  3R.    [140] 

697,  3186  ;  Com.  cL  2,   [141]   1585;  el.  6, 

[ly]  296,  300 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  [142]  863 

Eniohtlet,  Mr.  R.,  Northampton,  8. 
Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  [142]  1770 
Medjedjie,  Order  of  the,  [142]  2091 

Knox,  Lt.-Col.  B.  W.,  Marlow 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  1261,1736,1746,1764, 

2070 
Army,  Staff  of  the.  Res.  [1421  1691 
Commissions   of  Deceased    OfBcers,    Address 

moved,  [142]  1628 
Horses  of  Offloers  in  the  Crimea,  [142]  427 

Labouchere,  Rt.  Hon.   H.  (Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Colonies),  Taunton 
Army  Estimates,  [142]  1664 
Australia,  Steam  Commnnioatioii  with,  [140] 

716 
Bay  Islands,  Colony  of,  [140]  2112 
Beatson,  General,  [143]- 974 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Reinforoementa  for  the, 

[143]  863,  976 
Capital  Punishment  in  the  Colonies,  [143]  976 
Central  America,  [143]  646 
Civil  Service,  Admissions  to  the,  Com.  moved 

for,  [141]  1440 
Banubian  Principalities,  [143]  1040 
Demerara,  Riots  in,  [141]  2031 ;  [142]  1086 
Education,  (Ireland),  Res.  [142]  1840, 1886 
Import  Duties — Newfoundland — Gold  Coast, 

[141]  46 
Italian  Legion,  The,  [142]  1401 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1614 
Medjedjie, 'Order  of  the,  [142]  2091 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  moved, 

[14a]  2125 
New  Zealand,  Salary  of  the  Bishop  of,  [143] 

822 
Perth  and  Melfort's,  Earl  of,  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1317 
Shippmg,  Local  Charges  on,  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  213;  Appointment  of.  Com.  687 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1420 
Supply  —  North   American,   Provinces, 
14131001,  1002;— Indian  Department,  Canada, 
.     t6. ; — West  Indies  (Governor,  Ac),  1003, 
.     1004;  — Stipendiary  Magistrates,  1009;  — 
.     Falklani  Islands ;— Emigration,  1010,  1011, 
.     1012 ; — Nonconforming,  dm.,  Ministen  (Ire- 
.     Umd).  1246: 

142]  Inspectors  of  Com  Returns,  1029 ;— Orange 
•  River  Territory,  1062 ; — Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
.     1108 

Tasmania,  Governor  of,  [140]  1312 
Transportation,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  417, 

419 
West  India  Loans,  3R.  [142]  1390 
West  Indies^-Geological  Survey,  [143]  608 
West   Indies  —  Portal   Communication  with, 

[140]  717 

Labourers'  Dwellings  Act^  1855,  Amend' 

ment  Billt 
I.  1R.»  [143]  229;  2R.»640 


Laffan,  Captain  R.  M.  St.  hes 

Army  Estimates,  [142]  1555, 1666 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1828 

Laino,  Mr.  S.,  Wich,  dfc. 

Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  677 

Canada,  Despatch  of  Troops  to,  [141]  1536, 

1538 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  [141]  653 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  48S 

Lake,  Cohneh 
c.  Question  (Mr.  OUveira),  [143]  118 

Lampeter  College, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  L.  Davies),  [141]  468 

Lands  Improvement,  Commissioners  of, ' 
c.  Question  (Lord  Lovaine),  [143]  332 

Lanoton,  Mr.  W.  H.  G.,  Bristol 

Australia— Mail  Service,  [143]  1425, 1426 
Health,  Public,  Com.  [143]  498 

Lansdownb,  Marquess  of  (Member  of  the 

Cabinet  witboat  Office) 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  2R.  [143]  1804 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  Com^  ['42]  915,916 
Capital  Punishment,  Com.  moved  for,  [142] 

251 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Com.  [142] 

1972 
Education,  Vice  President  of   Committee  of 

Conncii  on,  2R.  [140]  823 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  3R.  [143]  1023 
Italy,  Aflhirs  of,  [143]  728 
Judicial  Reflections  on  Members,  [143]  1423 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  moved  for  [140]  511 ; 

Com.  610  :  Report,  1297 
Portraits,  National  Gallery  of,  [140]  1760 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  766,  772  ;  [142]  581. 

686 
Tickets   of    Leave — Seoondary    PunishmeDts, 

[141]  1*71 
Truro,  Lord,  Library  of  the  late,  [141]  127, 

134 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Annuity,  SR.  [142]  1678 

Laslktt,  Mr.  W.,   Worcester 

Carlisle  Canonries,  Leave,  [140]  896 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  2R.  [140] 
1444 

Lav)  Courts  and  Officers — Supply, 
e.  [141]  269 

Lamos^  Amendmmt  of  the, 
e.  Res.  (Mr.  Napier),  [140]  614 ;  Amend.  (Sir 
G.  Grey),  667 

Layard,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Aylesbury 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  2081,  2089 ;  Amend. 

[141]  105 
Crimean  Commission  Report.  [140]  834, 1051, 

1615,  1618,  1626;  [143]  1426,  1428 
Edmonton  Militia,  [140]  1576 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141I  1766 
National  Gallery,  Com.  eL  1,  [141]  1946 
Navy,  Masters  in  the,  [141]  1633,  1927 
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LID 


LIV 


Latabo,  Mr.  A.  H. — ecnHnMd. 

Peace,  Treat/ of»  [141]  1707;  Address  moyed, 

2071 
Persia,    Relations  with,    [140]    1713,   1724; 

[141]  162 
Redan,  Attack  on  the,  [140]  835,  836,  914, 

915 
Scotch  Universities,  [140]  2049 
Spithead,  Naval  Review  at,  [141]  1183 
Supply — British  Museum,  [141]  1356     * 
Turkey— -Conferences  at  Constantinople,  [140] 

611 

Leases^  Btgistration  q/*,  (Scoiiand)  Billt 
e.  IR.*   [142]  258;    2R.»  550;    8R.»   [143] 

495 
I    1R.»  [143]  490 

Leaving  and  Dolly- Shops,  Supprestion  of, 
c.  Questions  (Mr.  Brady),  [141]  1702,  2031 

Leeds,  Doke  of 

MiUtia,  The,  [143]  1572 

Lefetre,  Rt.  Hod.  Chables  Shaw,  see 
Speaker,  The 

Legal  Education, 
l.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  [140]  1445 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Napier).  [141]  2030 

Leoh,  Col.  G.  C,  Cheshire,  N. 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  1285, 1286 

Legion  of  Honour^ 

I.  Question  (Lord  Calthorpe),  [143]  1348 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Baring),  [142]  2075— see 
Frtnch  War  Medals 

Lennox,  Lbrd,  H.  6.  C.  0.,  Chichester 

Executions,  Public,  [141]  278 

Police  (Counties  and   Boroughs),  2R.    [140] 

691 ;  Com.c/.  2,  [141]  1584  ;  el,  10,  Amend. 

1937 

Lewis,  Rt.  Hod.  Sir  G.  C,  see  Chanoel- 

LOR  OF  THE   EXCHEQUER 

Ley,  Mr,  W.,  (late  Clerk  AssistaDt  of  the 

House  of  Commons) 
c.  Vote  of  Thanks  to  (Visct.  Pllmerston),  [140] 
224 

LiDDELL,  Hod.  H.  G.,  Norihun^erland,  8, 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  SUte  of  the,  [143]  336 
Carlisle  Canonries,  Leave,  [140]  896 
Coalwhippers    (Port  of  London)^  2R.   [143] 

1732 
Customs  Duties  at  Spanish  Ports,  [141]  1799 
Death,  Punishment  of,  Com.  moTed  for,  [142] 

1258 
Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  807 
Eyictions  (Ireland)— Case  of  Mr.  Pollok,  [142] 

703 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1834 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  2R.  [140]  686,  688 
Public  Works,  Com.  eL  2,  Amend.  [141]  626 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add.  eL  [143]  570, 

574 

{eonlt. 


Ln>DiLL,  Hon.  H.  Gv — eonftiui^. 

Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  16 
Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  [14?] 

228 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  218 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  Leave,  [140]  176 ; 

2R.  1374 
Supply — Charity  Commission,   [142]    857; — 

Education,  1381 

Life  Insurance  Companies, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Cowan),  [140]  1951 

Lighthouses  Abroad — Supply, 
e,  [142]  1050 

Limited  Liaibilityt 

I,  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  Monteagle),  [141] 
134 ;  Petition  (Lord  Overstone),  [143]  950 

LiHDSAT,  Col.  Hod.  J.,  Wigan 
Army    Estimates,    [140]    1747,  2077.  2079; 

[141]  192,  209 ;  [142]  1703,  1707,  1726 
Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the.  Com.  moved 

for,  [140]  1829 
Barrack  Accommodation,  [140]  2193 
Beatson,  General,  [143]  1261 
Commissions  .of    Deceased    Ofl&oers,    Address 

moved,  [142]   1529 
French  War  Medals,  [141]  1048 
Lieutenant   Colonels   in   the  Army,  Address 

moved,  [143]  524 
Staff  Pay  and  Allowanoes,  [142]  1992,  2085 ; 

[143]  678 

Lindsay,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Tynemouth 
Australia,  Steam  Communication  with,  [141] 

279 
Baltic,  Operations  in  the.   Com.   moved  for, 

[141]  108 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[142]  739 
Joint -Stock  Companies,  Com.  d,  29,   [142] 

641 ;  cl.  37,  644 
Napier,  Sir  C,  at  Acre,  [141]  511 
Kaval  Administration,  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 

439 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1182,  1541 
Navy  Estimates,  [142]  1433 
Partnerships  Amendment  (No.  2),  C^m.  [143] 

362 ;  3R,eL  8,  805 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  A<y.  moved, 

[141]  2113;  [142]  18 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

(141]  210 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  Leave,  [140]  176 ; 

2R.  1386,  1411 
Supply— Consukir  EsUblishments,  [141]  1023 
West  Indies,  Postal  Communication  with,  [140] 

716 

Liverpool,  Customs  Establishment  at, 
6.  Question  (Mr.  Uorsfidl),  [140]  1951 

Lives,   Insurance  on  {Abatement  of  /»- 

come  Tax),  Continuance  BUI, 
e.  IR.*  [142]  977;  2R.»  1085;  3R.*  1297 
I.  1R.»  [142]  1324  ;  2R.»  1576 ;    3R.»  1771 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1 


LLA 


LON 


Llano  A  FF,  Bishop  of 

Church  Kaies,  [141]  28 
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LON 


LUN 


Locke,  Mr.  J.'Haniion 

National  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  moTed. 
[142]  2151 

LocKHART.  Mr.  B.,  Selkirkshire 
Faroohial  Schools  (Scotland),  Lords*  Amends., 

[143]  117« 
Supply— Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Gnnmds.  Ac. 

[141]  238 
Voters,  B^gistration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  eL  1, 

[143]  1683 ;  el.  65,  Amend.  1684 

LocKHART,  Mr.  W.,  Lanarkshire 

Army  Estimates,  [143]  1724  • 

Militia,  The  Scotch,  [142]  429 

Parochial  Schools (ScotUnd),2R.  [141]  1586: 
Com.  [14a]  1467;  Lords'  Amends.  [143] 
1175  *"  ^^^ 

Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  fi^al 
1682  *•      ■• 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  BeHre- 

fnenif 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Gregson),  [143]  18 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retire- 
'  ment  Bill, 

[143]  /.  IR.  546; 

.  2R.  814  ;  Amend.  (Lord  Redesdale),  822, 
[0.7.  Content  47,  Not  Content  85.  M.  121 
840 ;  ■• 

.     Protest,  841  ; 

.     Com.  948; 

.      el,  1 ;  eh  3,  962  ; 

.  3R.  Amend.  (Lord  Redesdale),  1094,  [p.  q. 
Content  26,  Not  Content  15.  M.  Ill 
1101;  •* 

Protests,  1102 
[143]  «?.  lR.»n03; 

.      Question  (Sir  J.  Graham),  1171 ; 

.     2R.  1266  ;  Adj.  DeSate,  Amend.  (Sip  W. 

S"79W44!'^''f''^^ 
.     Com.  1355 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hadfield),  1359  ; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  1368 ; 
.     ch   1,    Amend.    (Mr.   Gkdstone),    1368; 

Amend,  neg.  1382 ; 
.     d,  3,  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  1382 ; 

[0.  ?.  A.  105,  N.  30.  M.  75]  1384 ;  Amend. 

(Mr.  Roebuck),  [p.   q,  A.   104,  N.   19, 

M.  85]  i5. ;  2nd  Amend.  (Mr.  Roebuck), 

1408,  [0.  o.  A.  6i,  N.  19,  M.  33]  1412 ; 
el.  5,  Amend,  (Mr.  Roebuck),  1414 ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  t6. ; 
.     Preamble,  1415 ;   Amend.    (Mr.  Henley). 

1430  '' 

.     3R.  1429 

.     /.  Commons'  Amends.  1479 
•     Royal  Assent,  1491 


Lond^m  Vhiversitu — Supply, 
e.  [141]  589  '^ 


London  Corporation  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  [141]  314 ;  1R.»  333  ; 
Question  (Mr.  Hankey),  [143]    1686,  1993  ; 
(Sir  J.  Duke),  [143]  398 


LoTAiNB,  Lord,  Northmberland,  N. 
Anny  Estimates,  [140]  1281,  1755,  1756 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1665 
Dissenters'  Mamages,  Com.  eL  I,  [141]  940 ; 
d,  4,  942  »  I  '»-J 

Factories,  Com.  c/.  4,  [14a]  561 
Justices  of  the  Peace  QualificatioD,  Com.cL  14. 
[14a]  480 

Lands  Improrement,  Commissionera  o(  [143] 
832 

Mortars,  Defective,  [141]  1338 

Peace,  Celebration  of,  [141]  1540,  1541 

Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Leave,  [140! 

241  ;  2R.  695 ;  Com.  d,  1,  [141]  1573 ;  et 

8,  1929  ;  eL  7.  1932  ;  Amend.  1934  ;  d.  6, 

[142]  296  ;  add,  eL  610,  614 
Scientific  and  Literary  Societiee,  Cbm.  d.  2, 

[143]  938;    [143]  226,  229 
Supply— General    Board    of    Health,    [141] 

1371 ;— Constabulary  PoUee  at  AldcnlMt. 

[14a]  1031 

Lowe,  Rt.  Hon.  R.   (Paymaster  of  the 
Forces,  and   Vice   President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade),  Kidderminsier 
Coalwhippers  (Port  of  London),  2R.    [143! 
1728,  1733  ^ 

Indian  Budget,  The,  Com.  Res.  [143]  1151 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Leave,  [140]  110, 1 11, 
144 ;  Com.  [141]  543  ;  [14a]  634.  635, 
636 ;  el.  5,  637;  d.  13,  638  ;  cL  19.  639:  eL 
24,  640  ;  ci  29,  641 ;  d.  37,  642,  643,  644; 
d.  57,  645 ;  d.  6S,  651  ;  3R.  897 ;  d.  46, 
899 

Joint-Stock     Companies     Windiog.vp     Acts 

Amendment,   2R.  [143]-  666 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2  R.  [14a]  2044; 

[143]  809,  810;  Com.eL  2,  1009;  SR.  1119 
Merchant  Seamen,  [143]  1034 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  8R.  [14a]  1904 
Partnership  Amendment,  Leave,    [140]    110, 

111.  144;  2R.  259,  260,  261,  490;  Com. 

2200 

Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.    [142! 

662  ;  Com.  [143!  341,  347.  354  ;  d.  3,  366, 

367,  369  ;  3R.  eL  [143]  802 ;  That  the  BiU 

do  pass,  808,  809 
Raflway  Accidents,  [143]  20^ 
Railway  LegisUtion,  [140]  1953 
Session,   Review  of  the.   Return  moved  for. 

[143]  1477 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on,  Com.  moved  fyr, 

[141]  210;  Appointment  of  Com.  868 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on.   Leave,  [140]   156, 

177;  2R.  261,  262,  1320, 1338.  1411,  1952 

LuGAN,  Earl  of 
Crimean  Conmiissioners'  Report,  [140]  505  ^-> 
Board  of  Inquiry,  [143]  490,  491.640,641; 
Address  moved,  1013,  1016,  1022;  Eznlana- 
tion,  1176, 1178, 1180 

Lunacy,  Commissioners  in — Supplv, 

e.  [141]  262  ^'^  ' 


Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  BiU, 
\   e.  1R*»  [141]  1048 


LUN 


H'CA 
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M*CA 


MAG 


Ifunatic  Asylums  {Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [14a]  683  ;  2a»  1573  ; 

Com.   d,   i;   Amend.   (CoL  Dunne),    1758, 

[A.  82,  N.  81,  M.  1]  1763  : 
cL  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  JJavison),  1762; 
cl.  8,  176o 

Jjunatic  Asylums  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
c.  \K^  [143]  641 ;  2R.»  7S3  ;  3R.»  1027 
/.  1R»  [143]  1006;  2R.»  1063;  3R.»  1847 
Itoj&l  Anent,  [143]  1401 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Superannuation)  {Ire- 
land) Bill, 
e,  IR,*  [143]  733  ;  2R.*  842  ;  3R.»  1103 
/.  IR*  £143]  1063;  2R.*  1170;  3R.»  1410 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1401 

LusniNOTON,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Canterbury, 
Givil  Service,  Admissions  to  the,  Address  moved, 
[141]  1428 

LYNDinjRST,  Lord 

Abjuration,  Oath  of.  2R.  [142]  1772,  1700 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  Amendment,  Com.  [14a] 

2050,  2058,  2050  ;  Amend.  2063 ;  Bill  with- 

drawn,  [143]  5,  6,  7 
Cambridge   Univertiity,  Com.  d,  44,   Amend. 

[143]  310,312 
Danubian  Prittcipalities,  [14a]  068,  671 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  2R.  Amend. 

[142J   408,  426;   Com.   1908,  1078;    Rep. 

[143]  249 
Hinds,  Miss,  Marder  of,  [142^  178,  180 
Italy,  Austrian   occupation    m,  Motion   with- 
drawn, [141]  1503  ;— Affairs  of,  [143]  1,  4, 

710 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

2R.  [143]  834 
Patent  Laws,  The,  [143]  1419 
Peerages  for  Life,   [140J   26$ ;   Com.  moved 

for.  508,  509,  510 ;  Com.  591,  593,  601,  602, 

603,  605,  609,  900,  901,  905,  907,  908, 1153, 

1165,»1175 
Poland,  [143]  632 

Title  Deeds,  Registration  of,  [143]  1064 
Truro.  Lord,  Library  of  the  late,  [141]  129,134 
.  Westminster.  New  Palace  of, — Decay  of  Stone 

Work,  [143]  1419,  1420 

Lyttelton,  Lord 

Cambridge  University,  Com.  el,  6,  Amend. 
[143]  309  ;  ci.  31.  Amend.  t5. 

Indian  Accounts,  Returns  moved  for,  [143] 
629 

Ticket  of  Leave — Secondary  Punishment,  Ad- 
dress moved,  [141]  1159,  1107 

Lyttoit,  Sir  E.  Bulwer,  Hertfordshire 
Kara,  Fall  of.  Res.  Adj.  moved,  [141]  1779, 

1804 
United  States,  The— Enhstment,  [141]  1000  ; 

Relations  with,  2033,  2034,  [142]  1087 

M'Cakn,  Mr.  J.,  Drogheda 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency  (Ireland),    2R^ 

[143]  2158 
Chancery  Court  of  (TreUnd),  (Incumbered  Es- 

Utes  Court  Abolition)  2R.  [140]  1)26 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  379 
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M'Cann,  Mr.  J. — eonlitwed. 

Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  d.  5,  [143]  637 
Judgments,  Execution  [143]  538 
Mnynooth  College,  Cora.  [141]  1003 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  585  ;  [143]  1458 
Parochial    Schools    (Scotland),    Com.     [143] 

1464 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  2043 

Macartney,  Mr.  G.,  Antrim  Co, 

Aldershot  Cnmp  Bill,  [141]  386 

Australia,  Postal  Communication  with,  [143] 

552,  1230 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency   (Irelknd),    2R. 

Amend.  [143]  2157 
Dublin,  Postal  Communication  with,  [143]  552 
Education  (Ireland),  Papers  moved  for,  [141] 

435 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  cl, 

[1431  109 
Incumbered  Estates  Court,  Returns  moved  fur, 

i;i4i]  646 
Prisons  (Ireland),  Com.   [143]    114;    el.  3. 

Amend.  115;   el.  4,  116 
Sadleir,   James— The  Tipperary  Bank,  [143] 

644,  645 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  870 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  d^c, 

[141]  239;— Public  Works  (Ireland),  254;— 

Audit  of  Public  Accounts,  250  ; — Educ^itinn 

(Ireland),  528  ;— Spurn  Point,   [143]   1045 
Tea  Duties,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1851,  1854 

MacEyoy,  Mr.  £.,  Meath 

Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  2R. 
Adj.  moved,  [140]  1858,  1859 

MacGreoor,  Mr.  James,  Sandwich 

Billeting  (Scotland)  [141]  584 

Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,   [140] 

1245 
Greece,  State  of,  [143]  269,  852 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  [140]  1701 
Maynooth,  College,  Leave,   [141]   1103  ;  2R. 

[143]  1916 
Flumstead,  Church  Accommodation  at,  [143] 

1106 
Railway  Accidents,  [T42]  2093 
Stomp  Duties,  Com.  el,  1,  [143]  048 
Supply — British  Museum,  [141]  601; — British 

Historical  Portrait  Gallery,  [143]  1123 

MacGregor,  Mr.  John,  Glasgow 
BUIeting  (Scotland),  [141]  573 
Drafts  on  Bankers,  2R.  [141]  440 
Estoblished  Church  (Ireland;,  Com.  moved  for, 

[143]  770 
Joint-Stock  Banks,  Leave,  [141]  435 
Navy  Estimates  [140].  582 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  [143]  1315 
Parochial   Schools  (Scotland),  Lords*  Amends. 

[143I  "73 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  3R.   el.   3, 

[143]  802 
Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  [143] 

228 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on,  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]  681 
Supply  —  Customs   Depai*tment,    [140]    800, 

1671 :— Royal  Society  [141]  022 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  202 
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Maceie,  Mr.  J.,  Kirkcudhright 

Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  685 
Education  (Scotland),  Leave,  [141]  672 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  [141]  067 
Parochial  Sohoola  (Scotland),  2R.  [142]  803  ; 
Com.  H71 


MacKinnon,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Rye 

Income  and  Land  Taxes,  3R..  [143]  1029 
Masters  and  Operatives,  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 

982,  986 
Science,  Advancement   of.   Com.  moved  for, 

[142}  1265 
Shipping,  Local  Daes  on,  [140]  1953 

M'Mahon,  Mr.  P.,  Wexford  Co. 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland)  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  2R.  [140]  945 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland)  (Receivers),  Com. 

c/.  1,  [143]  506 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  el,  20, 

Amend.  [143]  605 
Dwellings    for    Labouring    Classes    (Ireland), 

Com.  cL  2,  [141]   1703,  3794,  1705,  1797; 

add.  el  [142]   1662.1664;  3  R.  2150 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

404 
Evictions  (Ireland) — Case  of  Mr.  Pollok,  Com. 

moved  for.  [141]  1707.1718;  [142]  701.703 
Fisheries   (Ireland),   Com.   moved  for,    [142] 

1206.  1297 
Greece,  State  of,  [142]  271 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [142]  284 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]  587 
Juries  (IreUnd),  2R.  Amend.  [141]  1460 
Laws.  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  663 
Offences,  Trial  of,  2R.  [140]   1760 
Peace  Preservation  (L-eland),   Com.  Amend. 

[142]   1573 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the,  Leave,  [140] 

755 
Supply — Education  (Ireland),   [141]    534; — 

Queen's  University  (Ireland),  500,  591  ; — 

British   Historical    Portrait   Gallery,    [142] 

1123 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  534 

Madrid^  Britiih  Protestant  Cemetery  at^- 
ISupply, 

c.  ['43]  374 

Magak,  Capt.  W.  H.,  Westmeath 
Dwellings    for    Labouring    Classes   (Ireland), 

Com.  [141]  1792 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland).  Com.  d.  6, 

[142]  617 
Lunatic  Anylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  el.  3, 

[142]   1762 
Prisons  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  4,  [143]   116 

Magdalen  Hospital  (Bath)  BilU 
I   IR.*  [142]  949  :   2R.  1219;   3R.»  1771 
C.  IR.*    [142]   1987;    2R.»  [143]   232;    3R.» 
549 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  710 

Magnetic  Observations^  Supply, 
c.  [141}  620 


Maocirk,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Dungarvan 

Coast- Guard  Service.  2R.  [143]  859 
Denicrrai-a,  Riots  in,  [141]  2031 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police.  2R.  [143]  117 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland).  Com. 

[141]  1791 
Evictions  (Ireland) — Case  of  Mr.  PoUok,  Com. 

moved  for,  [141]  1717:  [142]  709 
Juvenile  Offenders  (Ireland),  2Li.  [140]  497 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1766 
Maynooth  College,  2R.  [142]  1926 
Militia  Pay,  Com.  [143]  861 
Militia,  The  Irish,  [143]  740 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  {or, 

[140]  1007 
Ministers' Money  (Ireland),  2R.  [141]  1131 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  575,  583 ;  [142]  144S, 

1450 
Pauper  Removal,  Scotch  and  Irish,  2R.  [142] 

2157 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland),    2R.   Amend. 

[142]  1301 ;  Com.  1576 ;   d.  4, 1578 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland),  2R.  [141]  3. 

10  :  Com.  cl  1,  [142]  237 
Supply — General  Board  of  Health.  [T41]  1363 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  938  ;  Com. 

[143]  583 

Malins,  Mr.  R.,  Wallingford 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  [142]  2097 ;  Com.  [143] 
584,  592 

Baltic,  Operations  in  the,  Con^  moved  for, 
[141]  109,  115 

Bank  (jbarter  Act.  [142]  276 

Budget,  The— Financial  Statement^  Res.  [142] 
380 

Business,  Public,  [141]  174 

Cambridge  University.  Com.  cL  4.  [142]  S44 

Chancery.  Court  of  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates (Jourt  Abolition),  Leave,  [140]  208; 
2R.  947,  955 

Charitable  Uses.  3R.  [140]  1426 

County  Court  Judges,  Salaries  of.  Address 
moved,  [141]  304,  307 

County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  cL  72 

P).  [i43]  702 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

400 
Ecclesiastical   Courts,  Reform  of  the,   [143] 

681 
Estates.  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [143] 

046  ;  Com.  add.  cL  1049.  1050, 1052 
Joint-Stock    Companies.    Leave,    [140]    139: 

Com.  cl.  5,  [142]  635  ;  et.  6,  637 ;  cl.  18, 

638  ;   cl.  22,  639  :   el.  29,  640,  641  ;  c^.  37, 

Amend.  643,  644 ;  el  57,  645  ;  c/.  58, 647, 

660 
Joint-Stock  CompantcsWinding-up  Acts  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [142]  666,668, 1142,  1147. 1143. 

1151,  1769  ;  Com.  [143]  1005 
Judges  and  Chancellors,  Leave,  [142]  460, 464 ; 

Com.  Amend.  2045 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]  539 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1785 
I^ws,  Amendment  ot  the,  Res.  [140]  656 
Married  Women's  Reversionary  Interest.  Com. 

[141]  441.  442 
Married  Women,  Rights  of,  [142]  1277 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  310 : 

Com.  el  2,  lOOO 
Monetary  System,    Com.    moved   for,    [140] 

1403 
Mortarn,  Defective,  [141]  470,  1326 
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Mauki,  Mr.  R.— «oii(inu«<i. 

Napier,  Sir  C„  at  Acre,  [141]  513 
Partnership  Amendment,  Lo^ye,  [140]    139 ; 

2R.  484 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  3),  Com.  [143] 

341  ;   d.  3.  365,  368,  371 ;  3R.  cl.  S,  808  ; 

That  the  Bill  do  pass,  809 
Poor  Ijiw  Amendment,  2R.  [14a]  615 
Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland,  [143]  895 
Sadleir,  James,  Expulsion  of,  [143]  1407 
Specialty  and  Simple  Contract  Debts,  Leave, 

[141]  428 
Statute  Law   Consolidation,   Address  moved, 

[141]  1468 
Supply  —  New  Houses  of  Parliament,   [141] 

243,  244 ; — Statute  Law  Commission,  [142] 

873 
Trust    Property,  Criminal    Appropriation    of. 

Leave,  [141]  433 
Wills  and  Administrations,  2R.  •  [142]   1995, 

2033,  2039;  [145]  266,  267 ;  Com.  304 

Malicesbubt,  Earl  of 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  Amendment,  Bill  with- 
drawn, [143]  6 
Agfrioultural  Statistics  [140]  2214;  Com.  [141] 

458;  3R.  631 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [142]  788 
Burial  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  HO 
Burial-Ground— Blandford,  [142]  1224;  Great 

Torrington,  2067 
Business  of  the  Uouse,  Res.  [142]  246 
Cavalry  and  Artillery  Horses  in  the  Crimea, 

[141]  772,  774 
Circassia  [142]  312 
Danubian  Principalities,  [142]  671 
Fire  Insuranoes,  2R.  [142]  672,  678 
Ismail  and  Reni,  Dismantling  of,  [143]  1080 
Kars,  FaU  of,    [140]   2095,  2096,   [141]   32 ; 

Notice  of  Motion,  1383 ;  Motion  discharged, 
■  1691,  1692,  1693 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1888 
Peace,  Treaty  of^  Address  moved.  Amend.  [141] 

1967, 1989,  1993. 2004 
Peerages  for  Life,  Report,  [140]  1301 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  767  ;  [142]  686 
Skve  Trade — Braiil,  Address  moved,    [143] 

1070, 1079 
Ticket-of-Leave   System,  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  1408 
Thompson,  Captain,  Death  of,  [142]  1676 
WiUiams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Annuity,  3R.  [142]  1676 

Matt,  Draiohaek  on^ 
€,  Question  (Mr.  Spooner),  [141]  221 

Mangles,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Guildford 
India,    Administration    of  Justice   in     [142] 

1411 
Indian  Budget,  The,  Com.  Res.  [143]  1168 
Nawab  of  6urat  Treaty,  Rep.  [142]  1657 ;  3R. 

1905 

Manners,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  R.,  Col- 
chester 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  86 
Black  Sea,  Russian  Forts  on  the,  [141]  1908 
Bleaching,  dte..  Works,  Leave,  [140]  1851 
Church  Kates  Abolition  (No.  2),  2k.  Amend. 
[140]  •1876, 1924 

Icont. 


MAirirsBS,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  R. — cant. 

Factories,  2R.  [141]  368 

Kars,  Fall  of,  Res.  [141]  1676,  1680 

Oude,  Annexation  of,  Returns  moved  for,  [140] 

1855 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  [141]  1801 ;  Address  moved, 

2049 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Leave,  [141]  438 
Printing  Expenses — Returns,  [141]  387 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  1188 
Supply — Royal  Palaces  and  Publio  Buildings, 

[141]  226,   828;  — Royal  Parks,   Pleasure 

Grounds.  Ac.  230 ;— ^West  Indies  (Governors, 

Ac.),  lOOQ 
Williams,  Sir  W.  P.,  Res.  [142]  400 

Marine  Mutiny  BUl^ 
e.  1R.»  [140]  1478;  2R.»  1574;  3R.»  2036 
I.  lK,^  [140]  2095;   2R.»  2202;   3R.»  [141] 
28 
Royal  Assent,  [141]  120 

Marines, 
Mooring  Officers,  c.  Question  (CoL  Buck),  [142] 

1402 
VoU  of    Thanks  I,   (Lord  Panmure),   [142] 
182 
c.  (Visot.  Palmerston),  [142]  216 

Maritime  Law,  International^ 
I,  Motion  (Lord  Colchester),  [142]  481,  [Content 
102,  Not  Content  156,  M.  54]  547 

Marriage  Law  Amending  Bill, 
I  IR.  [141]  1587 ; 

2R.  [142]  205 ; 

Com.  322  ;  3R.*  621 
c.  1R.»[I42]  1573; 

2R.  2159  : 

R«p.  [143]  0«V S  8R*  1027 
I.  Commons'  Amends.  [143]  1352 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Marriage  Law  Amendment  BiU, 
I  IR.  [141]  33; 

2R.  1475:  Amend.  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  1511, 
[0.  q.  Content  24,  Not  Content  43,  M.  19] 
1628 

Marriage  Law  Amendment  {No,  2)  Bill, 
See  Marriage  Law  Amending  BiU 

Marriage  Law,  English  and  SeotcK 
I,  Petition  (Lord  Brongfaam),  [141]  1381 

Marriage  and  Begistratum  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill, 
e.  IR.*  2R.*  3R.* 

I  IR>  [143]  lib;  2R.»  490;  3R.»  1176 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Married  Women's  Beoereumary  Interest 

Bill, 
e.  IR.*  [140]  1406;  2R.*  1790; 

Com.  [141]  441 ;  3R.*  [142]   258 
I.  IR.*  [142]  310 

Married  Women,  Bights  of, 
e.  Motion  (Sir  E.  Perry),  [142]  1273 ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  1285 
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Martin,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Rochester 

Corrupt  Practices  Prevention,  Com.  [143]  ^^^ 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs],  Com.  aid,  cl. 
[142]  613 

Masset,   Mr.  W.  N.   (Under  Secretary, 

Home  Department),  Newport 
Aggravated  Assaults,  Leare,  [141]  27 
Bunhill  Fields  Burying-^round,  [140]  461 
Burial-Grounds,  [143]  863 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  cl.  4,  [142]  041, 

942,044;  el.  11,049 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el,  13, 

[142]  480 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  2R.  [140]  607; 

Com.  d.  9,  [141]  1037 
Scientific  and   Literary  Societies,  Com.  [143] 

220 

Mastebman,  Mr.  J.,  London 
Drafts  on  Bankers,  2R.  [141]  120 
I^ndon  Corporation,  Leave,  [141]  333 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  810 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  [142]  661 

Masters  and  Operatives^ 
e.  Com.  moved   for,  (Mr.  Mackinnon).  fi/^o] 
083 

Mathew,  Mr,  Consul, 
e.  ExpUination  (Mr.  Gladstone),  [143]  1488 

^faynooth  College  Bill, 
cleave,  [141]  1102;  Amend.*  (Mr.  IXntchins), 
[A.  132,  N.  164,  M.  22],  1103;  [0.  q.  A.  159, 
N.  142.  M.  17],  1104;  lK.*t6.; 
142]  2R.    1906;     Amend.     (Mr.   II.   Herbert), 
.     1018;  [o.q.  A.  174,  N.  168.  M.  6]  1062; 
.    Adj*  moved  (Mr.  Bowyer),  1065;  Adj.  De> 
.    bate,  2046  ;  Order  for  2a.  discharged,  2048 ; 
Ireland — Maynooth  College 
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Meagher.  Mr.  T.,  Waterford  City, 
Dwellings  for    Labouring    Classes,  (Ireland), 

Com.  cl.  2,  [141]  1796 
Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1081 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[140]   1004 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  2R.  [141]  1115 

Medical  Officers, 
c,  QueatioD  (Major  Reed),  [143]  741 

Medical  Profession  Bill, 
e.  I.eave,  [140]  497  ;  IR.*  504  ; 
2R.  1012; 

Com.    [141]    335:  Amend.    (Mr.  Walpole), 
340,  [p.  q.  A.  81,  N.  116,  M.  35  [347,  759 

Medical    Qualification    and   Beaistraiian 

Bill, 
e.  1R.»  [141]  «64;  2R.»  999 

Medjedjie,  Order  of  the, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Knightloy),  [142]  2091 

Melt  RLE,  Viscount 

Army — Command 'in  Cliiof,  [143]  814 


Afemhers*  Speeches, 

c.  Motion  (Mr.  Wilkinson),  [143]  1226,  [A.  30, 
N.  57,  M.  27]  1234 

Menai  Straits — Supply, 
c.  [142]  1046 

Mercantile  Law  Amendment  Bill^ 
I.  IR.  [140]  1893  ;  2R.*  2033  ; 

Com.  [141]  1693; 
cl.  1, 1695  ; 

Rep.  1906 ; 

8R.  Order  discharged,  [142]  181 ; 

Re-oom.  1156  ;  3R.*  1395 
«.  1R.»  tua]  1*W; 

2R.  2044  :  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  Watson),  2045; 
Adj.  Debate.  [143]  800 ; 

Com.  el.  2,  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilenley),  1000  ; 
el.  6,  [A.  95,  N.  13,  M.  82]  1001  ; 

8R.  1118  . 
I,  Commons,  Amend.  [143]  91352 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Mercantile  Law  (Scotland)  Amendmetd 

Bill 
h  IR.  [140]  1393; 
2R.  2034; 
Com.  [141]  1696  ; 

8R.  Order  discharged.  [142]  183;  3R.*  1395 
e,  1R.»  [142]  1493;  2R.*  1987;  3R.*   [143] 

843 
I.  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1064 

Merchant  Seamen, 
c  Question  (Mr.  Ridley),  [143]  1034 

Merchant  Seamen*s  Fund  Act,  Pensions 

— Supply, 
e.  [14a]  1027 

Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amende 
ment  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  [140]  1478; 
2R.  1859 ; 

Question  (Mr.  T.  Dunoombe),  2037  ; 
Com.  2094  ; 
Question  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  [141]  470 

Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amend- 
ment [If  0.  2)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  [142]  1733;  2R.*2071:  3R.»  [143]  253 
/.  1R.»  [143]  306  ;  2R.  •490  ;  3R.»  1007 
e.  Lords'   Amend.    [143]   1416  :   Amend.  (Mr. 
Butler),  1417;   Amend,  withdrawn,  1418; 
2nd  Amend.  [A.  8,  N.  53.  M.  45]  ib. 
L  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Metropolitan  Improvements, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Jackson),  [142]  550 

MiALL,  Mr.  E.,  Rochdale 

Aggravated  Assaults,  I^ea^'e,  [141]  27 
Bunhill  Fields  BuriaUGround,  [140]  401 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  (No.  2),  2R.   [140J 

1922 
Established    Church    (Ireland),    [142]    713  ; 

Com.  moved  for,*  715,  753 
Ministers' Money  (Ireland),  2R.   [141]  1116 
National  Education,  [140]  2002,  20G3 
Vacci nation,  2  R.  [141]  276 


V(C 


MIL 


MiCHELL.  Mr.  W.,  Bodmin  • 

Army  Eitimates,  [142]  1701 
Finance  Accounts.  Annual,  [143]  1220 
Health,  General  Board  of.  Continuance,  Com. 

[143]  903 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  [143]  070 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  cl.  10,  Amend. 

[142]  630 
Medic.1I  Profession,  Com.  [141]  388 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),   2R.    [140] 

690 
St.  James's  Park,  Com.  moTed  for,  [140]  1380 
Supply — Customs  Department,   [140]  861  ; — 
Post  OflBce  Services,  866 ; — National  Vac- 
cine  Establishment,    [141]    1041,   1042;— 
<ieneral  Board  of  Health,  Amend.  1367 ; — 
Embapkment,  Ac.,  Vauxhall  and  Battersea 
Bridge,    [142]    1036,    1037;--St.   James's 
Park,  1140,  1416 
Vaccination,  2R.  [141]  23,  274;  Com.  [143] 
653 


Miles,  Mr.  W.,  Somersetshire,  E, 

Atmt  Estimates.  [140]  1286.  1749,  2050,  2000 

Army,  Staff  of  the,  [142]  2084 

Education,  National,  Cora.  [141]  937 

Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el,  7, 
[141]  1106;  el.  13,  [142]  479 

Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  el,  1, 
[141]  1581 ;  d.  6, 1030 ;  el.  0,  1037  ;  cL  6, 
[142]  297 

Reformatories,  JuTcnile,  [140]  07 

Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add.  d.  [142]  672, 
573 

Supply,  [140]  1670 ; — General  Board  of  Health, 
[141]  1368,  1373;  Amend.  1374;— Educa- 
tion, [142]  1375 

Military  Bewards, 

c.  Question  (Major ^ibthorp),  [141]  630  ;  (Col. 
Lindsay),  1048;  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  1182; 
(Mr.  U.  BaUlie),  1325 ;  (Mr.  0.  Stonley). 
1530 

MilUia,  The, 

Allowances  to,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Newdegate), 

[14^]  679 
Cornwall,  The,  c.  Question   (Mr.  Robartes), 

[1433  12 
Disembodied  ^filiHa — Supply,  [143]  277 
•    DisembodUneiU  of  Oie,  t.   Question  (Earl  of 

Donoughmore),  [142]  1393 ;  (Duke  of  Leeds). 

1572  ;  (Visct.  Dungannon),  [143]  1067 
e.  Question    (Mr.    Hume),    [141]    565 ;    (Col. 

Greville),  1986;  (Lord  R.  Grosvenor),  2036; 

(Mr.  Davison),  [142]  10;  [143]   14:  (Mr. 

H.  Herbert),  [142]  264  ;  (Mr.  W.  Lockhart), 

420 ;  (Mr.  Grogan),  631  ;  Observations  (Col. 

Gilpin).  708;  Question  (Col.  Dunne),  1408: 

(Sir  De  L.  Evans),  2085 ;  (Lord  C.  Hamilton), 

[143]  733  ;  (Mr.  Maguire),  740 
Edmonton,-  TIt€,  c.   Question  (Mr.  Evelyn), 

[140]  1675 
Enfield  Rifles,  The,  c.  Question  (Sir  W.  Jol- 

lifle),  [140]  1954  ;  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  2053 
Gratuity  to,  e.  Question  (Col.  Greville),  [142] 

10^9  i—Bewards  to.  Question  (Sir  H.  Wil- 

loughby),  [143]  336 
Mutiny  in  an  Irish  Regiment,  I,  Question  (Earl 

of  Donoughmore),  [143]  643 ;  (Marquess  of 

CUnncarde),  1347 

[ront. 
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Militia,  77i«— continued. 

c.  Question  (Col.   French),  [143]  667 ;    (Col. 
Dunne),  682 
Permanent  Staff  of  the,  I,  Qdestion  (Duke  of 

Bnccleuch),  [143]  625 
c.  (Lord  C.  Hamilton),  [141]  1532 
RosS'Shire  Rifles,  c.  Observations  (Earl  of  Dal- 
keith). [143]  1480 
Vote  of  Thanks  to,  U  (Lord  Panmurc),  [142] 
182 
c.  (Visct.  Palmerston),  [142]  216; — see  Army 
Estimates 


Militia  Ballots  Suspension  Bill, 

e.  IR.*  [143]  12;  2R.*  113;  3R.*  320 
I.  1R.»  [143]  333 ;  2R.»  490  ;  3R.»  619 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  710 

Militia  Pay  Bill, 
e,lK*  [143]  398;  2R.»525; 
CoiA.  860 ; 

el.  3,  [A.  62,  N.  44,  M.  18]  802;  3R.*  1027 
/.  IR.*  fi43]  1'006;  2R.»  1063  ;  3R.*  1347 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1401 

Mn^NES,  Mr.  R.  M..  Pontefraet 
Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the.  Com.  moved 

for,  [140]  1837 
Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  827,  852 
Greece,  State  of,  [142]  856 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  [140]  1701 
Italy,  Affairs  of.  Address  moved,  [143]  784 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

2R.  [143]  1284 
Members'  Speeches,  [143]  1232 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  moved, 

[142J  2107 
Peace,  Treaty  of^  Address  moved,  [141]  2066 
Reformatories,  Juvenile,  [140]  99 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add.  cl,  [142]  569, 

570 
Supply— British  Museum,  [141]  1316,   1357, 

1307 
Transportation,  Com.  [141]  869 

Mines,  Bating  of.  Bill, 
c.  Leave.  [141]  1467  ;  IR.*  ib. 

Ministers*  Money  {Ireland), 
c  Com.  moved  for,  (Mr.  Fagan),  [140]   099  ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1009 

Ministers*  Money  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [140]  1009; 

2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  G.   A.  Hamilton),    [141] 
1114.  [0.  q.  A.  121,  N.  201,  M.  80]  1140 

• 

Mint — Supply, 
c,  [141]  252 

Mmio.  Earl  of 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Rep.  [142]  951 
Marriage  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),  IR.  [141] 

1590 
Marriage    Law,   English   and   Scotch,    [141] 

1383 

Miscellaneous  Allowances — Supply, 
e.  [141]  1042 


MIS 
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Miscellaneous  Aftmatet, 

c.  [141]    633,   689,   1001,  12il,  1344 ;   [142] 
856,  1108, 1328,  1411 

Mitchell,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Bridpori 

Contracton*  Disqualification  RemOTal,  Lcaro, 

[140]  677:  3R.  1430 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  486 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  [143] 

346  ;  cl  3,  366 
Russia,  Trade  with— The  Armistice,  [141]  384 
Sound  Duos,  The,  [142]  554 

MoFFATT,  Mr.  G.,  AshburUm 

Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  d,  20,  [142]  641 
Partnership  Ajnendment,  2R.  [140]  476,  477 

MoKCK,  Rt.  Hon.  Yi&ct.  (Lord  of  tbe  Ad< 
miraltjr),  Portsmouth 
Civil  Sorvioc  Superannuation,  Com.  [143]  1048 
Constabulary    (Ireland),    Paymasters  of  the, 

[143]  335 
Supply  —  Superannuation  Allowances,    [141] 
1088 

MoNCREiFF,  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  see  Advocate, 
The  Lord 

Monetary  System^ 

e.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Mnutz),  [140]    1481, 
[A.  68.  N.  115,  M.  47]  1544; 
Explanation  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
1712 

MoneySf  Public^ 

c.  Ck>m.  moved  for  (Sir  F.  Baring),  [141]  1450 

M0N8ELL,    Rt.   Hon.  W.  (Clerk  of   the 
Ordnance),   Limerick  Co, 

Aldershot  Camp  Bill,  [141]  386 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  1255, 1265, 1260, 1281, 
1285,  1286,  1748,  1750,  1754,  1757,  1765, 
1766,  1767,  2054.  2055,  2056,  2057,  2059, 
2060,  2061,  2062,  2063,  2065,  2060,  2070, 
2074,  2076,  2077,  2078,  2083,  2003 ; 
141]  190,  103,  208,  209  ; 

142]  1691,  1692,  1693,  1608,  1699,  1701,  1703, 
1704,  1705,  1706, 1709, 1717,  1719 
Barrack  Accommodation,  [140]  2193 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1642 
Estimates,  Appropriation  of  the,  [141]  183 
German  Legion,  The,  [140]  1049,  1050 
Harness,  Colonel,  Case  of,  [141]  277 ;  Papers 

moved  for,  660 
Mortars,  Deleotive,  [141]  46, 470.  1833 
Plumstead,  Church  Acoommiodation  at,  [142] 

1106 
Sunday  Labour  in  the  Dockyards,  [141]  872 
Supply,  Rep.   [140]   1314  ; — ^Disembodied  Mi- 
litia, [143]  286 

MONTEAGLB,  Lord 

Annuities  Redemption,  3R.  [143]  12 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  ci.  44,  [143]  814, 

315 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  [143] 

1180 
Drafts  on  Bankers,  2R.  [142]  1055 
Education,  Vice   President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  2R.  [140]  816 

[cofU. 


•        MoNtxAou,  Luid    eentimued. 

Exchequer    BUU  Fonding,   2R.   [140]    1941, 

1950 
Fir«  Insurances,  2R.  [142]  672 
Ilampstead  Heath — Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled 

Estates,  [142]  1571 
India,  Torture  in,  Returns  mored  for,  [140] 

1569 
Indian  Finance,  Papers  moTod  tor,  [141]  637 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  2R.  [142]  148^  ;  Com. 

1891 
Judges,  Scotch.  Privileges  of,  [141]  763 
limited  Liability,  Returns  moved  for,  [1411 

134 
Madras,  Torture  in.  Res.  [141]  91^ 
Parliament,  Houses  of — The  Fire   Brigade, 

[141]  1691 
Sleeping  Statutes,  2R.  [143]  1896    * 
Ticket-of-Leave  System,  Retuma  moved  fiir, 

[140]  1405 

MoyTGOidiRT,  Sir  G.  0.,  Peeblesshire 
Parochial    Schools    (Scotland),    Com.   cL   9, 

Amend.  [142]  1991 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  [143] 

1682 

MoKTOOMEBT,  Mr.  H.  L.,  LeUrim 

Postal  Communication  (Ireland),  [142]  16 

Moody,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Somersetshire,  W. 
Refi>rmatory  Schools,  [141]  385 

Moore,  Mr.  6.  H.,  Mayo  Co. 

Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  ( IrdandX  Cos. 

add,  d.  [142]  1662 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland).  [142]  713 
Evictions  (Ireland) — Case  of  Mr.  P<^ok,  Csn. 

moved  for,  [141]  1715  ^  [143]  705 
Ears,  FaU  of,  Res.  [141]  16S8 
**  Nerbndda,*'  Loss  of  tbe,  [140]  1218 
Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attoraej  Gesenl 

for  Ireland,  [143]  669 
Sadleir,  James,  and  the  Tij^rary  Bank,  [143] 

399 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  Leave,  [140]   lOM: 

[141]  1344;   2R.    [142]  922,   1023,  1024; 

Com.  [143]  530 
United  Sutes,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  1660, 

1740,  2071,  2093;   [143]   14;  MoOod,  16, 

41,  43,  51,  202,  203 

Moore,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Maldon 

BrazUian  SUve  Trade,  [143]  1033 
*Wine  Duties,  Com.  moved  for,  [143]  9S8 

Morning  Sittings, 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Walpole),  [142]  1462 

Morris,  Mr.  D.,  Carmarthen 

County  Court  Judges,    Salaries*  of.    Address 
moved,  [141]  295 

Mortars,  Defective, 
I,  Question  (Earl  of  Derby),  [140]  3202 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Monsell),    [140]    3084; 
(Col.  Boldero),  2194  ;  Question.  (CoL  Bol- 
dcro),  [141]  45;  (Mr.  MaUns),479;  State- 
ment (Mr.  Mallns),  1336 
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Moulton.  Endowed  SchooU  at.  Bill 

I.  \K^  [142]  949  ;  2R.*  1219  ;  3R*  1771 
c.  IR.*  [142]  1987;  2R.»  [143]  252;3R.*649 
Royal  Assent  [143]  710 

Mowbray,  Mr.  R.  J.,  Durham  City 

Charities,  2R.  Amend.  [143]  905,  967 ;  Com. 
c/.  1,  Amend.  1060,  1061 

Ecclesinstical  Commission,  Com.  moved  for, 
[140]  077 

Education,  Vice  President  of  Committee  of 
Council  on.  Com.  el.  1,  [143]  1058 

Judges  and  Cbanoellors,  Com.  Amend.  [142] 
2045 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 
Com.  [143]  1361,  1364  ;  el  1,  1369  ;  c/.  8, 
1412 

Poblie  Works,  Com.  cL  3,  [141]  626 

Session,  Review  of  the.  Returns  moved  for, 
[143]  H75 

Supply — Education,  Publio,  [141]  524;  — 
Education,  (Ireland),  528,  541,  542  ;— Theo- 
logical Professors  (Bclfiist),  598; — Royal 
Society,  621; — West  Indies  (Governors, 
Ac),  1005; — Superannuation  Allowances, 
1037,  1038;— Toulonese,  dto..  Emigrants, 
1040;— General  Board  of  Health,  1368;— 
Charity  Commission,  [142]  856,  860;  — 
Civil  Contingencies,  13S9 

MuLLiNOS,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Cirencester 

County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  c/.  72, 

(E)  [143]  707;  3R.  add.  el.  1204 
Mercantile     Law    Amendment,    Com.    el.    6, 

Amend.  [143]  1001 
Supply — Revising  Barristers,  [142]  1030 

3funicipal  Reform  [Scotland)  Bill, 
€.  Leave,  [140]  612  ;  1E.»  681  ; 
2R.  [141]  19  ;  Bm  withdrawn,  21 

MuniHans  of  War^  Export  of^ 
€.  Question  (Mr.  Thomely),  [141]  703 

MuNTZ,  Mr.  G.  P.,  Birmingham 
Aggravated  Assaults,  2R.  [142]  175 
Army  E8timate^  [140]  1263,2059,2061,2071, 

2077.  2000 :;  [142]  1705 
Baltic,  Operations  in  the.  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  108 
Bleaching,  ^.,  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  222 
British  Museum — Sunday  Opening,  [140]  1115 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

403 
Factories,  2R.  ^[141]  375  ;  Com.  [142]  553  ; 

add.  d,  565 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  [141]  640,  657 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  2R.  [140] 

1444 
Married  Women,  Rights  of,  [142]  1279 
Monetaiy  System,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1481, 

1492,  1543 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  260, 475 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com   Amend. 

[143]  338  ;  el.  3,  3G9  ;  3R.  c/.  3,  803 
Police  (Counties  and   Boroughs),   2R.  [140] 

695,  2183;  Com.  c/.  10,  [141]  1940  ;  el.  6, 

[142]  306 
Postage  Labels,  Com.  moved  for,  [142]  1294 
Supply — Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [142]  1043 


MuRROuoir,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Bridport 

Bleaching,  d:c..  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  212 
British  Museum — Sunday  Opening,  [140]  1071 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  el.  20, 
[143]  695  ;  Rep.  el.  30,  996  ;   3R.  add.  el. 
1202 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1944 
German  Legion,  The,  [142]  428  ;  [143]  1108, 

1109,  1110,1111 
India,  Revenues  of,  [141]  1207,  1232 
Metropolis    Local    Management  Act  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Lords  Amends.  [143]  1418    • 
Metropolitan  Management,  [140]  2040 
Secretaries  of  State,  Return  moved  for,  [141] 
1105,  1247,  1248;— Com.  moved  for,  [142] 
620,621  ;— Patents  for  the,  [143]  1426 
Shaving  on  Sunday,  [140]  2036 
Spain,  Aliairs  of,  [143]  384 
Tanjore  and  Jodpore,  Rajahs  of,  [141]  151, 152 

Museum,  ^c.  Opening  of,  on  Sunday, 
tf.  Question  (lion.  A.  Kinnaird),  [140]  210; — 
see  British  Museum 

Mutiny  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [140]  1478; 

2R.  1672  ;  3R.*  2036 
L  IR.*  [140]  2095; 

2R.  2224 ;  SR.*  [141]  28 

Royal  Assent,  [141]  120 

Naas,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord,  Coleraine 

Australian  Mails,  [142]  1496 

Bleaching  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [142]   1053  ; 

[143]  222 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland)  (Receivers),  Com. 

el  1,  [143]  506 
Commissions  of    Deceased  Officers,    Address 

moved,  [142]  1523 
Constabulary    (Ireland),    Paymasters  of  the, 

[143]  335 
Dublin  MetropoliUn  Polioe,  2R.  [143]  117 
Dwellings    for    Labouring  Classes    (Ireland), 

Com.  el.  1,  [141]  1793 ;  d.  2,  1794 
Education  (Ireland),  [142]  1686 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  380; 

3R.  add.  el.  616 
Juries  (Irehind),  2R.  [141]  1469 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification  Com.  cZ.   7» 

[141]  1112 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  d.  3, 

[142]  1760  ;  el.  4,  1764 
Militia  Pay,  Com.  [143]  861 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[140]  1004 
Pauper  Removal  (Scotch  and  Irish),  2R.  [142] 

2157 
Prisons  (Ireland),  Com.  el.  3,  [143]  115 
Supply  —  Superannuation    Allowances,    [141] 

1033,  1036  ; — Incumbered  Estates  Commis- 
sion   (Ireland),   [142]    1049; — Agricultural 

Statistics,  1111 

NxriER,  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  Dublin  University 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  2R.  [141]  736  ;  Com.  el. 

2,  [142]  601,605 

Bleaching.  Ac.,  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  223 
^British    Museum  —  Sunday   Opening,   [140] 

1082 
Chancery,  Court  of  Appeal  ^Ireland),  Com.  d. 

3,  [143]  608 

[cont. 
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Napiib,  Rt.  lion.  J. — ccntiiuied. 

Chancery,  Court  of  (TreUnd),  (Incuubered  Es- 
tates   Court    Abolition),    2U.     [140]    5U1, 

008 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Irolaod)  (ReeeiTcrs),  Com. 

cL  1,  [143]  605 
ConsoUdateil  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  [143] 

561 
Contractors*    Disqualification    Removal,    211, 

[140]  1430 
.Crimea,  Return  of  Troops  from  the,    [143] 

10»8 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com. 

[141]    1791;    el.  2,   1704,  1706:  add.  cL 

[142]  1663 
Education,  Legal,  [141]  2030 
Education  (Ireland),   Address    moved,    [142] 

1635  :  Res.  1868,  18S& 
Education,    Vioe   President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  dR.  [143]  1214 
EsUblisbed  Church  (Irehind),  [142]  714;  Com. 

moved  for,  762 
Estates,   Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Com. 

add.  el.  [143]  1054,  1055 
£victions(lrehind}— Caseof  Mr.  FoUok,  [142] 

705 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  8, 

[142]  618 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [142]  284 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  [143]  071 
Incumbered  Estates  Court,  Returns  moved  for, 

[141]  546  ;   2R.  [143]  378  ;  Com.  add.  d. 

480  ;  3R.  add.  cl.  016 
Judgments  Execution,  Leave,  [140]  182  ;  Com. 

[143]  207,208,537,  1002 
Judiciad  Bench  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  760,  772 
Juries  (Ireland).  2R.  [140]  071 
Justice,  Public  Department  of,  [143]  119 
Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  cL  7, 

[141]  1110 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  614,  666, 

668 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

2R.  [143]  1287:  Com.  c^.  1.  1371,  1382 
Maynooth  College,  2R.  [142]  1018 
Medical  Profession,  2R.   [140]    1015  ;  Com. 

[141]  761 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[140]   1002 
Ministers*  Money  (Ireland),  2R.    [141]  1123, 

1125 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  562,  563 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  [142]  1657 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland),    Com.     [142] 

1575 :   el.  2,  1577 ;   cl.  4,  1570 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  iR.  [142]    1664;    [r43] 

Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland,  [143]  404,  652,  660,  673,  708, 

700,  737,  738,  730.  897 
Sadleir,    James,    Expulsion    of,    [143]    1301, 

1407 
Session,   Review  of  the,  Returns  moved  for, 

[143]    1474 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the.  Leave,  [140] 

756 
Sunday    Labour    in    the    Dockyards,      [141] 

873 

Supply— Superannuation    Allowances,     [141! 

1035  • 

Talbot  V.  Talbot,  Case  of,  Papers  moved  for, 

[140]   1663 


Napier,  Vice  Adm.  Sir  C.«  Sautkwark 

Army  Estimates,    [140]   1738,  2003;    [142^ 

1550,  1704.  1711 
Baltic,  Operations  in   the.  Com.    moved  fcf, 

[141]  4S,  77.  70.  82,  83.  84,  60,  02,  94.  ^', 

07.08,09,  115,  116 
Maitters  in  the  Navy,  [141]  1037 
Napier,  Sir  C,  at  Acre,  [141]  492 
Naval  Administration,  Com.  moved  ibr,  ''140] 

442,  445,  082 
Naval  Officers,  [143]  523 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  587,  588,  590 ;  [142' 

1437 
Supply— Coast-Guard,  [140]  863,869 

Napier,  Sir  (7.,  at  Acre, 
c.  Observations  (Sir  J.  Graham),  [141]  480 

National  Collections  of  Art  and  Science, 
0.  Question,  (Mr.  W.  Ewart),  [141]  151 

NatUyixal  Debt  Office — Supply, 

e.  [140  262 

Nationdi  Gallery,  The, 
e.  Question    (Mr.    Otway),    [141]    150;   (Mr. 

Wells),  1528  iSupply,  601  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 

Otway),  600,  [A.  72,  N.  153,  M.  80]  630 

Nalionfd  Gallery  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  [141]  1324;  2R.»  1528; 

Com.  cl.  1,  1046;  3R.»  [142]  258 
/.  1R.»  [142]  310;  2R.*  776  ;  3R.«  949 

Royal  Assent,  [142]  1771 

National  Gallery  SiU  BUI, 
e.  IR.*  [142]  977; 

2R.   1393;    Amend.    (Lord    Elcho),    1394; 

Amend,  and  Motion  withdrawn,  i5.; 
Bill  withdrawn,  [143]  IS 

National  Gallery,  Site  of  the, 
e.  Address  moved  (Lord   Elcho),   [142]  21I&T. 
[A.  153,  N.  145,  M.  8]   3153  ;— Iler  Ma- 
jesty's  Reply,  [143]  510 
Question  (Mr.  6.  Vernon),  556 

Naval  Administration, 
e.  Com.  moved  for  (Capt.  Scobell),  [140]  i^ 
[A.  80,  N.  171.  M.  01]  447 
Question  (Sir  C.  Napier),  082 

Naval  Officers, 

e.  Motion  (Capt.  Scobell),  [143]  510,   [A.  31, 
N.  38,  M.  7]  524  » 

Navy, 

Coast-Ouard,  c.  Question  (BIr.  Stirling).  [142] 

258  ;  (Mr.  Palk),  632 
Ettimates,  e.  [140]  524  ;   [142I  1417 
Manning  and  Equipment  of  the,  e.  Qaeatiofi 

(Sir  G.  Tyler),  [142]  1086 
Masters  in  the,  c.  Observations  (Mr.  lavanl), 

[141]  1533,  1027 
Spithead,  Naval  Review  ai,  I.  Obsenratii-«4 

(Lord   Ravensworth),    [141]     1384  ;    £^> 

Granville),  1473 
c.  Question  (Col.  FrenchX  [141]  1183;  Obter- 

vation8(Mr.  Stafford),  1305;  (Mr.  liodaay;, 
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Sieam  Navy^  L  Obaervntion  (Earl  of  Hard- 

wioke),  [141]  037 
Snuday  Lahowr   im   Dochfords,  e.  Question 

(Capt.  Stuart),  [141]  873 
Uni4m-Houi€Boy$^  e.  Questions  (Col.IIaroourt), 

[140]  2044  ;  [141]  884 
VaU  of  Thanks  to,  i.  (Lord  Panmnre),  [143] 

183 
e.  (Vtsoonnt  Palmcwston),  [142]  316 

Nawab  qf  Sural  Treaty  Bill, 
e,  IR.*  [141]  377;  SR^eSO ; 

Rep    [143]  1297;    Motion  (Mr.  V.  Smith). 
1308  ;  Amend.  (Sir  F.  KeUy)',  IdOl  ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1816  ;  3nd  Antend.  1649  ; 
3R.  [143]  1898  :  Amend.  {Sir  J.  Hogg),  1901, 
[o.  g.  A.  313.  N.  38,  M.  185]  1005 
L  lR.*fi42]  1890: 

3R.  [143]  883;  Amend.  (Lord  Redesdale), 
384  ;— see  India,  Surat,  NatoaJb  of 

"  JVer6tMWa,"  Loss  0/ the, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  G.  H.  Mooro),  [140]  1318 

Newcastle,  Doke  of 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

3R.  [143]  836 
St  James*s  Park,  [141]  769 

Kewdeoate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire,  N. 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  Leave,  [140]  1388;  2R. 

[141]  765  ;  Com.  el  3,  [142]  601 
Army  Chaplains,  [141]  881 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  1360,3058,2061,3064; 

[141]  305 ;  [142]  1694 
Barrack  Accommodation,  [140]  3193 
Bleaohing,  Ac.,  Works  (No.  3),  3R.  [143]  3U 
Business,  Public,  [141]  177 
Charities,  Com.  cl.  1,  [143]  1061 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (No.  3),  [140]  1938 
Contractors*    Disqualification    Removal,    3R. 

[140]  1438 
County  Courts,  Judges'  Salaries,  Com.  [142] 

3044 
Education,  Vice  President  of  Committee  of 

Council  OD,  Com.  cl.  1>  [14.^]  1057,  1058 ; 

3R.  1217 
Education  (Ireland),  Res.  [142]  1883 
Enfield  Factory  Expenses,  [141]  177 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[14^1  740 
German  Legion,  Tho,  [143]  1113 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  3R.  cL  46,  [142]  898 
Judges  and  Chancellors,  Com.  [142]  3045 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  cl.  1 1, 

[142]  478 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

Com.  [143]  1358 
Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1608;   Leave, 

1103;  3R.  [142]  1947,2047 
Militia  Allowances,  [143]  679 
Monetary  System,  C<»n.  moved  for,  [140]  1511, 

1518 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1308,  1555 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  3 R.  [143]  373; 

Lords'  Amends.  1174 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  el.  2, 

[141]  1584 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add,  eL  [142]  570 
Sadleir,  James,  Expulsion  of,  [143]  1407 
Transportation,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  433 
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Newfoundland — Import  Duties,  - 
c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Ewart),  [141]  44 

Newport,  Viscount,  Shropshire,  S, 
Reformatory  Schools,  [142]  1161 

New  Zealand,  Salary  of  the  Bishop  qf 
€.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakiogton),  [143]  321 

NiSBET,  Mr.  R.  P.,  Chippenham 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  Com.  d.  9,  [142] 
1991 

Noel,  Hon.  G.  J..  Rutland 
Guards,    Entry  of  the,   into   London,    [142] 

2073 
Horses  of  Ofllcers  in  the  Crim'ea,  [142]  327 

Norreys,  Sir  D.  J.,  Mallow 
Constabulary  (Ireland),  Paymasters  of  the,  [1 43] 

334 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com. 

[141]  1790 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Com.  add, 

d.  [143]  1054 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  Leave,  [141]  1444 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  (No.   2],  3R.    [143] 

1374 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  el.  9,  [143]  973 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (No.  3),  Com.  el.  8, 

[141]  1760 
Supply — Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [142]  1043 

North,  Col.  J.  S.,  Oxfordshire 

Army  Estimates  [140]  1386,  1287,  1739,  3057, 

3069  ;  [141]   186,  188,  194,  196,  303,  305  ; 

[142]  1557 
Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the,  Com.  moved 

for,  [140]  1835 
Army,  SUff  of  the,  [142]  3084,  3086 
Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1703, 

1706.  1933 
Civil  Service  Superannuation  Fund,  Com.  [143] 

1045 
Commissions    of  Deceased  Oflloers,    Address 

moved,  [142]  1530,  1536 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  981,  1050, 

1635:  [143]  1499,  1500 
French  Decorations,  [143]  1496 
Indian  Army,  [143]  1425 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

Com.  el.  3,  [143]  1383 
Militia,  The,  and  the  Foreign  Legion*,  [142] 

805  ;  [143]  1035 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1397,  1545 
Sandhurst.  Military  College  at,  [142]  5B8 
Supply — Monument  at  Scutari,  [142]  1050  : — 

Disembodied   Militia,  [143]  377,  280,  281, 

287 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Queen's  Message,  Address 

moved,  [142]  391 

North  American  Colonies,  Military  Es- 

tablishments  in  the, 
I.  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Elgin),  [142]  073 

North  American  Provinces — Supply, 

€.  [141]  1001 
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NoRTHCOTE,  Sir  S.  H.,  Dudley 

AggnrAted  Asualts»  3R.  [142]  176 

Arm  J  Regulatioiifl,  [142]  1407 

Church   Kates  AboUtioD  (No.  2),  2R.    [140] 

1892 
Civil    Service,    Admissions    to    the.    Address 

moved,  [141]    1408:  [143]  628 
Civil    Service    Soperannualioo,   Leave,   [140] 

891,  892,  910  ;  Com.  [143]  1043 
County  Courts  Aets  Amendment,  Rep.  cl,  30 , 

Amend.  [143]  995 
Custom- House  OiBcers,  Salaries  to,  [140]  2112 
Education,  National,  [140]  2004 ;  Com.  [141] 

930.  935 
Education,  Vice   President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on.  Com.  cl.  1,  [143]  1058 
Reformatories,  Juvenile,  [140]  98 
Reformatory'  Schools,  Com.  add.  el,  [142]  566, 

507,  568,  569 
Reformatory  Schools,  (Scotland).  2R.  [141]  17 
Reformatory   and    Industrial    Schools,  Lords' 

Amends.   [143]  1003 
Supply  —  E migration,   [141]  1012;  —  Educa- 
tion, [142]  1368 
Transportation,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  424 

Nuisances  Removal  {Scotland)  Bill 
c.  1R.»  [140]  1406 

Nuisances  Befnoval^  d:c,  {Scotland)  {No, 2) 

e.  IR.*  [143]  588 :  IR.*  1085 ;  3R.*  [143]  733 
L  IR.*  [143]  812;  2R.*946;  8R.*  1176 
Royal  Assent  [143]  1491 

Oaths  Unlawful  {Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  [143]  398;  2R.»525; 

3R.  708 
I.  1R.»  [143]  710;   2R.»  1006  ;   SR.»  1176 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

O'Brien,  Mr.  Serj.  J.,  Limerick  City 
Chancery  Court  ot  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  211.  [140]  957 
Constabulary    (Ireland),    Paymasters  of  the, 

['43]  333 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2R.   [142]  1215 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  378 
Maynooth  College,  2R.   [142]  2047 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  [141]  1136 


O'CoKNELL,  Ciipt.  D.,  Tralee 
Italian  Legion,  The.  [142]  1401 
Maynooth  College,  Leave,  Amend.  [141]  1103 
Tralee  and    KUlamey   Savings   Banks,  Com. 
moved  for,   [143]    772 

OToNNELL,  Capt.  J.,  Clonmel 
Dwellings    for    Labouring    Classes    (Ireland). 

Com.  [141]  1791 ;  «^  cL  [143]  1664 
Militia,  The,  and  the  Foreign  Legiona,  ri42] 

806 

Offences  against  the  Person  Bill, 
I.  IR.    [1431*1089— see  Statute  Lam,  ConsoU- 
dation  of  ike 

Offences  of  a  Puhlie  Nature  Bill, 
L  IR.  [143]  1089 

Cffences,  Trial  of  ,  Bill, 
L   IR.  [140]  218; 

2R.  512:  3R.*  1121 
e.  IR.*  [140]  1311; 

2R.  1768 : 

Com  cl,  1.  2194 ;  3R.*  [141]  703 
{.   Royal  Assent,  [141]  870 

■ 

Offenders,  Juvenile  {Ireland^,  BM, 

c.lR.^  [140]  150; 
3R.  495 

OJieert  of  the  House, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Bankos),  [140]  836 

O'Flahkbtt,  Mr.  A.,  Galtcay 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  Leave,  [141]  1444 

Oliteira,  Mr.  B.,  Ponte/ract 

Bank  of  England.  [140]  1406 
Kars,  Defenders  of.  [14a]  326 
Lake  and  Teesdale,  Colonels,  [143]  118 
Public  Offices,  [142]  1098 
Spain.  Postal  Treaty  with,  [140]  2111 
TurkUh  lx>an.  The,  [141]  220 
*Wine  Duties,  Com.  moved  lor,  [143]  903» 
933 


Orange  River  Territory — 8vq>ply, 

e.  [143]  1052 


O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  King's  Co. 

Chancery,    Court  of   (Ireland),   (Incumbered 

Estate  Court)  Abolition.  2R.  [140]  959 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2R.   [142]    1217,    OsBOUKB,    Mr.    R.    B.    (SecreUrj  of  tbe 

Adaiiralty),  Middlesex 


Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  2R. 

[140]  1859 
Education  (Ireland),  Res.  [143]  1877 
Judgments  Execution,  Com.  [143]  1002 
Lunatic  Asylunu  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Com.  cl.  4, 

[142]  1764 
Navy  Estimates.  [142]  1458 
Peace  Preservation  (Ii*eland).  2R.  [142]  1393 
Poor    Law   Amendment  (No.   2),    2U.    [142] 

2043 
Supply — Battersoa  Park,  [142]  1035,  1036 
Wine  Duties,  Com.  moved  for,  [143]  928 

Ohservance  of  Holidays  Repeal  Bill, 
L  1R.»  [140]  2202 


Baltic,  Operations  in  tbe.  Com.  moved  ibr, 

[141]  113 
Naval  Administration*  Com.  moTed  fbr,  [140] 

444,  445 
Navy,  Masters  in  tbe,  [141]  153i 

Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Stafford 
Army   Estimates,    [140]    1736,  1766;    [141] 

207;  [142]  1703.  1716 
Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1915; 

[142]  325.  326 
Crimean  Medal — The  Sardinian  Anny,   [14^] 

261 
Danubian  Principalities,  [143]  1040 

[cmU, 


OTW 


OXP 


{INDEX,  1866} 


OXP 


PAK 


Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J. — cotUinved, 
East  India  Company  —  Fronob  Inundations, 

[143]  2«* 
Foreign  Troops  in  the  English  Senrice,  [141] 

565 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  [140]  1701 
India,  Revenues  of,  [141]  1218 
Indian  Budget,  The,  Com.  Res.  [143]  1163, 

1170 
Indian  Law  Expenses— /n  Re  Djee  Sombre, 

[140]   1410,  1953 
National  Gailerj,  The,  [141]   150 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  [142]  1315 
Offences,  Trial  of,  2R.  [140]   1769 
Oude,  Kingdom  of,  [140]   1224 ; — Annexation 

of.  Returns  moved  fur,  1850 
Railway  Accidents,  [142]  2001 
Sombre,  Mr.  Dyce,  Will  of,  [141]   173 
Supply—National  Gallery,  Amend.  [141]  601, 

619;— Embassies,  Ac.,  1031 

Oude,  Kingdom  of-^  The  Treaty, 
I,  Question  (Marquess  of  Clanricarde),    [141] 

775 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Otway),  [140]  1224;^ Annexa- 
tion of.  Returns  moved  ror  (Sir  £.  Perry), 
1855 


Outlawries  BiU^ 
c  IR.*  [140]  50 

Out- Pensioners  {Oreenwich  and  Chelsea^ 

Bill, 
e.  IR.*  [140]  1574 ;  9R.*  1699 ;  3R.*  2036 
L  1R.»2095;  2R.»  [141]  277; 
3R.547 

Royal  Assent,  [141]  870 

OvERSTOVE.  Lord 

Agricultural  Statistics,  Com.  [141]  459,  461 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  2R.  [142]  1474,  1476, 

1488, 1489,  1490 ;  Com.  1891 ;  cl.  18,  1892 
Limited  Liability,  Returns  moved  for,  [141] 

139,  144,  149 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  Rep.  [141]  1908 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 

Burial-Ground,  Blandford,   [142]    968,  1219, 

1225  :— Great  Torrington,  2070 
Capital  Punishment,  Com.  moved  for,    [142] 

247.  253 
Church  Discipline,  2R.  [141]  1318,  1323 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Com.  [142] 

1979,1984;  Rep.  1987;  Amend.  [143]  230, 

250,  251 
Education,  [141]  1143 
London  and  Durham,  fiishops  of.  Retirement, 

2R.  [143]  838  ;  Com.  949,  953 ;   ci.  1,  962, 

964;  3R.  1098,  1102 
Marriage  Law  Amendment,  2R.  Amend.  [141] 

1500, 1505 


Oxford  University, 
e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Heywood),  [140]  2015  ; 

Amend.  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  2022;  Amend. 

and  Motion  withdrawn,  2038 

Oxford  University  Billf 

/.'lR.»  [141]  963; 

Observations(Earl  of  Derby),  1047; 

2R.»  [142]  481 ;  3R.»  899 
c.  1R.»  [142]  977;  2R.*  1161 ;  3R.»  1401 
{.  Commons'  Amends.  [142]  1572 

Royal  Assent,  [142]  1771 

Oxford  University  Statutes, 
e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  [141]  467 


Packb,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Leicestershire,  8. 
Aggravated  Assaults,  2R.  [142]  172 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (No.  l).  Leave,  [140] 

253 
Church  Rates  (No.  2),  2R.  [142]  467,476 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1563 
Police  (Counties  and    Boroughs),   2R.   [140] 

694,  2156;  Com.  el.  1,  [14^]  1582;    el,  7, 

1932,  1935  :  add.  cl.  [142]  607,  610,  612 
Talbot  V.  Talbot,  Case  of.  Papers  moved  for, 

[140]  1559 

Pakikgtok,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  S.,  DroiUoieK 

Ascension  Day.  Observance  of,  [141]  1706 
Australia,  Steam  Postal  Communication  witli» 

[141]  278,  1181  :  [142]  1987, 1990 
Church  Rates,  [140]  2110 
Church  Rates,  (No.  I),  [141]  1706 
Church  Rates  (No.  2),  2R.  [142]  475 
County  Court   Judges,    Salaries  of,  AddreM 

moved,  [141]  302 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  el,  72, 

(D),  Amend.  [143]  696 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  835, 1051, 

1478,  1588 
Discussions,  Irregular,  [141]  888 
Education  Estimates,  [142]  1107 
Education,  National,  [140]   101,  1221,  1995, 

1998  ;  (*om.  [141]  852,  926 
Evictions  ( Ireland )--Case  of  Mr.  Pollok,  [142] 

703 
Horses  of  Officers  in  the  Crimea,  [142]  427 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  cJ.  11, 

[142]  478 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1742 
May nooth  College,  2  R.  [142]  1951 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  346,  350,  760 
Mortars,  Defective,  [141]  1341 
New  Zealand,  Salary  of  the  Bishop  of,  [143]  321 
Offences,  Trial  of,  2R.  [140]  1769 
Oxford   University,   Address   moved.  Amend. 

[140]  2018,  2025 
Oxford  University  Statutes,  [141]  467 
Plumstead,  Church  Accommodation  at,  [142] 

1106 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Leave,  [140] 

237    245  • 

Parishes.  Formation  of,  2R.  [143]  947 ;  Com.    14,]  Com.    el,    1,   1580,    1583;    c/.  2,    1584; 
d^  «i  1092  I  cl  3,  1938,  1929  ;    ei  5,  1930;  el  7,  1933, 

Reformatory    and    Industrial    Schools,    Rep.  I  1935;  c2.  10,  1937; 

Amend.  [142]  1676  ;  3R.  add.cl,  [143]  229    142]  cl  6.  294,  298  ;  add,  cl  609 

Reformatories,  Juvenile,  [140I  92,  95 
Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add,  el,  [142]  ^7^ 

574 
St.  Pancras  Workhouse,  [140]   2111  ;  [142] 

1228,  1230 

3  L  2  ^on'. 


Oxford  College  Estates  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  [142]  2071;  2R.»  [143]  12;  3R.*206 
/.   1R.»[I43]  229;   2R.»619;  3R.»  1007 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 
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Pakihgtoit,  Rt.  lion.  Sir  J.  S. — eont. 

Salt  Tax  (India).  [141]  163  ;  [143]  643 

Sobastopol  Clasp,  [141]  1182,  1325 

Suffragan  Bishops,  [142]  691 

Supply — Royal  Parks,  l^casure  Grounds,  4c., 
[141]  233;  —  Norlb  American  Proyinces, 
1002  ;— West  Indies  (Governors,  Ac).  1004, 
1008  ;  —  Emigration,  1012  ;  —  Superannua- 
tion Allowances,  1038  ; — British  Historical 
Portrait  Gallery,  [14a]  1118  ; — Science  and 
Art  Department,  Marlborough  House  Ro- 
moral,  1129  ;— Education,  1350, 1354, 13C7; 
— St.  James's  Park.  1415 

Tithe  Commutation  Rent  Charge,  2R..  [142] 

157 

Transportation,  Com.  moved  for.  [141]  411, 

417 
United  States.  Relations  with  the,  [142]  1738; 

[143]  183 
West  India  Loans,  3 R.  [142]  1388 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F..  Queen's  Message,  Address 

moved,  [142]  288 
Wills  and  Administrations.  .Leave.  [141]  219 

Palaces,  Royal,  and  Public  Buildings — 

Supply, 
e.  [141]  221 

Palk.  Mr.  L.,  Defjonshire,  S. 

Burial-Groands,  [143]  862 

CoastrGuard.  The,  [142]  632 

Crimean  Board  of  In^uuj.  [141]  882,  1790 

Crimean  Conmiission  Report,  [140]  834;  [141] 

479.  882 
Fire  Insurances — French  Offices,  [140]  835 
Health.  Public.  Com.  [143]  497 
Militia  Pay.  Com.  [143]  801 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs).  Leare,  [140] 

244 
Reformatory  Schools.  Com.  add,  el,  [142]  567 
Supply — Agricultural   Statistics,  [142]   1109; 

—St.  James's  Park,  1415 

Palmer,  Mr.  Robert,  Berkshire 

Civil  Service  Superannuation  Fund.  Com.  [143] 

1045  • 

Justices  of  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  cl,  7.  [141! 

1107;   el,U,  [142]  478 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs).  2R.    [140] 

693 ;  Com.  add,  el  [142]  309 

Palmer,  Mr.  Roundel],  Plymouth 
Appellate  Jurisdiction.  2R.  [143]  455 
•  British  Museum — Sunday  Opening.  [140]  11 04 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  el.  32,  [142]  1212 ; 

Rep.  cl  44, 1751 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  664 
Reformatory  Schools.  Com.  add,  cl,  [142]  570 


Palmerston,  Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Tiverton 

Abjuration,  Oath  of.   [140]   1220  ;  2R.   [141] 

752,  1009 ;  Com.  el  2,  [142]  604 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140!  72, 

87 
Agricultural  Statistics,  2R.  [142]  1727,  1728. 

1770.  1771 
Aldersbot  Review  at.  [143]  868,  864 
Alien  Act — Colonel  Turr,'[i4o]  91,  92 
ApiKjllate     Jurisdiction,    [142]    2077.   2080  ; 

Cow.  [143]  CO7 

[cotU. 


PAUBBaToir,  Rt.  Hon.  Viwt.' 

Armistice,  The— Cargoes  to  Russian    Porta. 

[140]  718;  [1411  385,  779 
Army  Chaplains,  [141]  880 
Army,  Disbanding  of  the,  [141]  2036 
Army — Education  of  Officers,  [142]  1020 
Army   Estimates,    [140]    1221,    1259,    1261. 

1287, 1740,  2085,  2089,  2991,  2993;   [141! 

185;  [142]   1549,1724 
Army— Prise  Money,  [143]  271 
Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the,  Com.BOv«d 

for,  [140]  1846 
Army  Seientillc  Corps,  [141]  1450 
Ascension  Day,  Observance  of,  [141]  170$ 
Andit  of  Poblio  Accomats,  [141]  709 
Bands  in  the  Parks  9q  Snndays,  [141!  1706. 

1923 ;  [142]  826  '      l  i  j       --» 

Beatson,   General,  [143]    1258,   1497»   1498, 

Belgium.  Mission  to.  [143]  1980 
Billeting  (Scotland).  [141]  574, 585, 588 
Black  Sea.  Rassian  Forts  on  the,  [141]  1909  ; 

Ships  in  the.  1910 
Bleaching  Works  (No.  2),  2R.  [142!  105S 
Brazilian  Sbve  Trade,  [143]  1032  ' 
British  Museum — Sunday  Opening,  [1403  HIS; 

1115 

Budget.  The— Financial  SUt«BieBt,  Res.  [142! 
368  '  L  t-j 

Business  of  the  House.  Amend.    [140]  Sr49 ; 

[141]  2036:    [142]  1686 
Business,  Public.    [140]    2044,  2045;   [141] 

175.  874  ;  [143]  976  ;  Returns  aaaved  for, 

1461 

Cambridge  University.  Cora.  c2.  4,  [142]  844; 

rf.  6,  846  ;  cl.  25,  847.  849  ;  d.  27,  1205 ; 

Rep.  add,ci.  1741;  d.  27,  1746;  el.  44,  175S 
Canada.  Despatch  of  Troops  to,  [141]  1558 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  State  of  the,  [143]  3S6 
Charities,  Com.  d.  1,  [143]  1061 
Church  Property.  [140]  1223 
Church  Rates  AboUUon  (No.  2L  9R.   ri4o1 

1919 

Circassia— Mr.  Longworth's    Miasion.    [142! 
980  ^    L  -^J 

Commissions   of  Deceased    Oftc«ca^  Address 

moved.  [142]   1531 
Commons,  House  of.  Offices,  2R.  [140]  447 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  3R.   [143] 

940 

Corrupt   Practices  Prevention,   Com.     [143! 

990 
Crimean  Army,  Mortality  in  the.  [140]  220 
Crimean  Commission  Report.  [140]  834,  1052. 

1411,  1480,  1574.  1658.1666,1708;  [141) 

*80 ;  [143!  1428,  1420,  1499 
Crimean  Medal— The  Sardinian  Annr.  [142] 

261 
Crimean  Tartars.  The,  [141]  45 
Customs  Duties  at  Spanish  Ports,  [141]  1800 
Danube.  Navigation  of  the.  [143]  555 
Danubian  Principalities.  [142]  851.  852 
Diplomatic  Service.  The.  [140J  522 
Discussions,  Irregular,  [141]  889 
Dissenters'  Marriages.  2R.  [140]  1920 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  2R.    [143] 

710 
Dowbigffin.  Major.  Case  of.  [140]  2100 
Dublin  MetropoliUn  Police.  2R.  [142]  1218 
Dwellings  of  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  2R. 

[140]  1857,  1859 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jorisdiotion,  Leave,  [140] 

398 
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pAURRjiToir,  Rt.  Hon.  Viset. — cant. 

Edmonton  Militia,  The,  [140]  1578 
Edacation,  National,  [140]  2000  ;  Com.  [141] 

866,  867,  950 
Education,  Vice  President  of   Committee  of 

Council,  Com.  el.  1,  [143]  1056 
Education  (Ireland),  [142]  1666,  1685,  1686  ; 

Ree.  1882,  1888 
Elections,  Corrupt  Practices  at,    [140]    383 ; 

[142]  553 
Enlistment,  Foreign  (Prussia),  [140]  383 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  Leaye,  [140] 

182 
EsUblished    Church    (Irehind),    [143]    7U  ; 

Com.  moved  for,  765 
"  Europa,"  Loss  of  the,  [143!  1115 
Evictions  (Ireland) — Case  of  Mr.  Pollok,  Com. 

moved  for,  [141]  17U,  1718;  [142]  704 
Fireworks  (Dublin   and  Edinburgh),   Address 

moved,  [141]  1408 
Foreign  Legion,  The,  [143]  1035, 1036 
German  Legion,  The,  [143I  1111,  1112 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  Com.  add. 

cl,  [14a]  620 
Graves  of  Soldiers  in  the  Crimea,  [140]  2043 
Greece,  State  of,  [141]  384;    [142]  854 
Guards,   Entry  of  the,  into    London,    [142] 

2074 ;   [143]  265 
Banover,  Diplomatic  Establishment  at,  [142] 

1404 
Harness,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Papers  moved  for^ 

[141]  663 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  3R.  add,  ^. 

[143]  616,617 
Indian  Budget,  The,  Com.  [143]  1120 
Italian  Legion,  The,  [140]  1790 
Italy,  Aflfau-s  of.  Address  moved,  [143]  757 
Italy — Conference  at  Paris,  [141]   47 
Japan,  Convention  with,  [140]  832 
Joint-Stock.  Companies,    Com.  of.  5,     ['42] 

636 
Judges  and  Chancellors,  Leave,    [142]    458 ; 

Com.  2045 
Judicial  Bench  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  803 
Ears,  Fall  of,  [140]  1051  ;  Res.  [141]   1688, 

1770,  1785,  1802, 1884, 1808,  1002 
Kars    and    Ismail,    Fortifications    of,     [143] 

1407  ;— Evacuation  of,  [143]  13 
Kars,  Defenders  of,  [142]  326 
Lake,  Col.,  and  Col.  Teesdale,  [143]  118 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the,  Res.  [140]  660 
Ley,  Mr.  W.,  Vote  of  Thanks  to,  [140]  224 
Ix)ndon  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

[143]  13, 1171, 1172;  2R.  1266,1271, 1273, 

1343,  1344, 1346;  Com.  136i;  cl.  1,  1370; 

c<.  3,  1400,  1410;    el  &,  1414,1415;  3R. 

1420 
IMaynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1006;   Leave, 

1103, 1104 
Medical  Profession,  Leave,  [140]  503 
Members*  Speeches,  [143]  1228 
Metropolitan  Management,  [140]  2040 
Militia  and  the  Foreign  Legions,  [142]  805 
Militia,  Disbanding  of  the,  [141]  2036  ;— Gra- 
tuity to  the,  [142]  1000;   Reward  to  the, 

[143]  336  i 

Militia,  The  Irish,   Disembodiment  of,  [143] 

1408;  [143]  1* 
Ministers'  Money,  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[140]  1005 
Moneys,  Pnblic,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  1465 
Morning  Sittings,  [142]  1463 

[cent. 


PiLinssToir,  Rt.  Hon.  Visct — cent. 

National  Collections  of  Art  and  Science,  [141] 

151 
National  Gallery,  The,  [141]  1520 
National  Gallery  Site,  2^.  [143]  13 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  moved, 

[142]  2147.2156;  [143]  W6 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1307 
Offences,  Trial  of,  2R.  [140]  1770 
Officers  of  the  House,  [140]  836 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  Com.  [142]  1464 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  [143] 

343;   0^3,372;  3R.  e^  3,  807 
Peace,  Preliminaries  of,  [140]  1725, 1726 
Peace.JTreaty  of,  [141]  1504, 1707, 1801  ;  Ad- 
dress mored.  2050,  2114;  [142]  100, 123 
Persia,  Relations  with,  [140]  1721, 1724 
Police  (Counties  and  6<Mroughs),  Leave,  [140] 

242 
Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of;  [142]  264 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  [142]  2042 
Portuguese  Government,  Claims  on  the,  [142] 

261 
Prussia — Conference  at  Paris,  [141]  i7, 48, 150 
Public  Works,  Com.  cl.  3,  [141]  627 
Redan,  Attack  on  the,  [141]  172 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,    Lords' 

Amends.  [143]  1004 
Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland,  [143]  738 
Russia,  Trade  with — the  Armistice,  [140]  718; 

[141!  385,  770 
Ru88ia,War  with— The  Armistice,  [140]  223, 224 
Sadleir,  James,  Expulsion  of,  [143]  1405, 1406, 

1407,  1408  • 

St.  James's  Park,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1301, 

1303 
Sardinian  Loan,  Com.  [142]  1800 
Science,  Advancement  of.  Com.  moved  for,  [142] 

1271 
Scotch  Members  and  the  Government^  ['43] 

320 
Session,  Review  of  the»  [143]  1108 ;  Returns 

mo  veil  for,  1461 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

[141]  211  ;  Appointment  of  Com.  682,  600 
Shipping,    Local  Dues  on,  2R.   [140]   1386, 

1388, 1412,  1053,  2112.  2101 
Sound  Dues,  The,  [141]  181 ;  [142]  555 
Spain,  A&irs  of,  [143]  1384 
Spanish  Bonds,  [143]  1236 
SuiAragan  Bishops,  [142]  503 
Supply,  [140]  1670.  1671, 1672; 
141]  Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac.,  234; 

•  Audit  of  Publio  Accounts,  257,  258  ;^Educa- 
.    tion  (Ireland),  526. 536,  540, 542 ;— NaUonal 
.    Gallery,  618 ;— Royal  Society,  621 ;— Ckmsu- 
.    lar  EsUblishmenU,    1023,  1028 ;— Embas-' 
.    siee,  Ac.,  1020, 1031 ; 

142]  Charity  Commission,  857  ;  —  Bounties  on 

.  Slaves,  4c.,  1 027  ; — Constabulary  Police  at 

.  Aldershot,  1033 ;— Incumbered  Estates  Com- 

•  mission  (Ireland),  1040,  1050  ;< — Monument 
.  at  ScuUri,  1051,  1052  ;— British  Historical 
.  Portrait  Gallery,  1118;— St.  James's  Park, 
.  1411, 1413,  1414,  1415,  U16,  1567  ; 

143]  Disembodied  MUitia,  201,  204,  206 
Talbot  V.  Talbot,  Case  of  Papers  moved  for, 

[140]  1560 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  535 
Tenants'  Compensation  (Ireland),  [140]  80 
Thanksgiving,  Day  of,  [141]  1504;  Thanks  to 

the  Chaplain  for  Sermon,  2037 

[eani. 
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Pauixbston,  Rt.  Hon.  Visot.— ^oni. 

Treaties,  Secret,  [142]  42P 

Turkey — Conferences  at  Constantinople,  [140] 
612 ;— Edicts  of  the  Sultan,  63d ;— SUte  of 
the  Roads,  1409  ;— Slavery  in,  1575  ;— Ta- 
riff. [141]  2034,  2035 
'  United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [140]  221, 
467,  844,  851,  852,  853 ;  [141]  478  ;  (The 
Enlistment),  1000,  1001,  2033  ;  [142]  979, 
1088,  1163,  1403,  1404,  1405,  1507,  1738, 
2072  :  [143]  107, 109, 194,  203,  266, 1221 

Vote  of  Tbjinks  to  the  Armj,  NaT/,  dtc.  [143] 
216 

Whitsuntide  Recess,  [141]  2033,  2035 

Williams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Queen%  Message,  Addrass 
moved,  [142]  288,  400  * 

Panvure,  Lord  (Secretaiy  of  State  for 
War) 
Army,  Administration  of  the.  Papers  moved  for, 

[140]  1031,  1033 
Army — Command  in  Chief  [143]  813 
Canada,  Troops  to,  [141I  1143 
Cavalry  and  Artillery  llorses  in  the  Crimea, 

[141]  773,  774 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  [143] 

1192 
Crimean  Commissioners'  Report,   [140]  505, 

507,  508;— Board  of  Inquiry,   1017,  1019, 

1020;    [143I    ^^^  ^^^i     Address  moved, 

1015,  1018, 1021,  1178,  1179 
Dalhousie,  Marqaess  of.  Pension  to,  Correspon- 

denoe  moved  for,  [142]  213 
Exchequer  Bills  Funding,  2R.    [140]    1989, 

1949,  1950 
Foreign  Legion,  The,  [142]  1152 
Lesion  of  Honour,  The,  [143]  1349 
MilitU,  The,  [142]  1572 ;    [143]  630,  632 
Militia,-  Irish,  Disemhodiment  of  the,    [14a] 


1396 ;   ri43]  1070 
[ilitia,  Mutii 


Militia,  Mutiny  in  an  Irish  Regiment  of  [143] 

543,  1347 
Mortars,  Defective,  [140]  2204,  2207 
Mutiny,  2R.  [140]  2225 
Korth  American  Provinces,  Military  Establish- 
ments in  the,  Address  moved,  [142]  601 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland).  Com.cl,  12,  [143] 

731 ;  3R.  1026;  Commons'  Amends.  1354 
Police  (Counties  and    tioronghs),  2R.    [142] 

1398  ;  Com.  el  1,  1674;  el.  13,  1675  ;  Rep. 

1894;  3R.  2049 
Police,  Metropolitan,  2R.  [140]  830 
Prisons,  Inspectors  of,  20tb  Report,  Address 

moved,  [141]  126 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  770 
Scutari  Monument,  The,  [143]  494 
Sehastopol,  Sunken  Ships  at,  [140]  979 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army,  Navy,  Ac.  [14^] 

182,  205 

Paper  Duty, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  [142]  1327 

Parishes,  Farmationf  Ac.  of,  BUI, 
e,  ia.»  [140]  150; 

2R.    681;    Amend.     (Mr.    Hadfleld),   687: 
Amend,  withdrairn,  689  ; 
Com.    Amend.   (Mr.   Iladfleld),  [142]    574; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  575 ; 
el.  2 ;  el.  4,  575  ; 

cL  25,  Proviso  (Sir  G.  Pechell),  [143]  554 ; 
8R.»  733 

[eofU. 


Paritkes,  Formatumt  ire.,  c/,  BHI—^ob^ 

L    1R,»[143]812; 
2R.  947 ; 

Com.  el.  9,  Amend.  (Lord  Poriman),  1090, 
[0.  g.  Content  20,  Not  Content  22,.  M.  3] 
1093;  3R.*  1176 
e.  Lords'  Amends.  [143]  1418 
I  Royal  Assent  [143]  1491 

Parks — Bands  on  SvndaySf 

e.  Question  (Marquess  of  Blandlbrd),  [141! 
1702  ;  (Lord  R.  Grosvenor),  1911  i—SaU  ef 
JRefreshmentt,  Question  (Mr.  T.  Chambers), 
[143]  259  :  (Mr.  Otway),  325 ;— -see  SeaUk 
Members  and  the  Oavemment 

Parks,  Royal,  dbc, — Supply, 

c  [141]  329 

Parlimmeni^  Houses^  of, 

Cloek  andBeUs,  I,  Paper*  moved  for  (Mar- 
qaess of  Clanricarde),  [140]  148;  Qaeation 
(Eari  of  Efflinton).  806 
tf.  (iiuestion(Mr.  Uankey),  [141]  149 
Fire  Brigade,'  The,  L  Observations  (Lord 
Redesdale)  [141]  963 ;  Kxplanation  (Lord 
SUnley  of  Alderley),  1140;  Petition  (Lord 
Redesdale),  1690 

Parliament,  Houses  of^^Supply^ 

e.  [141]  239,  249 

Parliament,  Meeting  of, 
I.  The  Queen's  Speech ;  Address  moved  (Eari 
ofGosford),  [140]  5;  Uer  Majesty's  Answer, 
89 ; — Prorogation  ^—Speech  of  Lords*  Com- 
missioners,  [143]  1491 

0.  Address  moved  (Bon.  G.  Byng),    [140]  50  ; 

Report,  101 ;  Her  Majesty's  Answer,  181;— 
Prorogation  0/  [143]  1500 

Parma,  Austrian  Oeeupatian  of 

1.  Papers  moved  for  (Marquess  of  Clanriearde), 

[141]  1390 

Parochial  Schools  (Scotland)  Bill, 
141]  e.  Leave,  [141]  663;  IR.*  703; 
.     2R.  1585;    Amend.  (Mr.  Hadfleld).   15S6; 

[p.  q.  A.  90,  N.  47,  M.  43]    1587; 
14a]  Adj.  Debate,  [142]  885; 
.    Question  (Sir  J.  Fergusson),  632 ; 
.    Com.  1464 :  Amend.  (Mijor  C.  Brace),  1469; 

[0.  q.  A.  126,  N.  90,  M.  36],  1471  ; 
•    d.  9,  Amend.  (Sir  G.    Montgomery),   1901 ; 

[p.  q.  A.  107,  N.  51,  M.56]  1992  ; 
143]  3R.  372 ;  Amend.  (Sir  M.  S.  Stewart),  373, 
[o.  q,  A.  149,  N.  79,  M.  70]  874 
.    I.  1R.»  [143]  383;  aR.»6l»; 
.    Com.  el.  12,  Amend.  (Duke  of  BuccleoehX 
730,  Content  50,  Not  Content  20,  M.  SO]  732 ; 
.    el.  13,  732  ; 
.    3R.  1025 

.    e.  Lords'  Amends.  1 172 
.    L  Commons'  Amend.  [143]  1352 

Partnership  Amendment  BiU, 
e.  Leave,  [140]  110;  IR.^147: 

Postponement  of,  2R.  [141]  259  ;  aCL  479; 

Com(.  2200 ; 

BiU  withdrawn,  2201 
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Pigrinm'ship  Amendmmit  {No.  2)  Bill^ 

c.   I  R.»  [141]  564  ; 
[143]   2R.  669;    Amend.  (Mr.    Arch.  Hastie), 
654;  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  Kirk),  661,  [A.  75, 
N.  no,  M.  S6'\  662;  [0.9.  A.  07,  M.  66, 
M.  31]  666 ; 
1433  ^^*  Amend.  (Mr.   Mnnti),  988;    [0.  9. 
A.  75,  N.  61,  M.  14]  364; 
.      el,  1,  364  ; 

eL  8,  Amend.  (Mr.  Gregvon),  365  ;  [A.  83, 
N.  80,  M.  3]  368 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner), 
i6.  ;    [A  105,  N.  125,  M.  20]  372 ; 
.     311.  d.  3,  Proviso,  (Mr.  J.  6.  Phillimore), 

801,  [A.  108,  N.  102,  M.  6]  808; 
.      Bill  withdrawn,  800 

JPaUnt  Law  Amendment — Supply f 

c.   [142]  881 

Patents,  Law  of, 

L  Question  (Lord  Ljndhiint),  [143]  1420 

Patteh,  Col.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  N, 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  add,  el. 

[143]  1202 
Factories.  Leave,  [140]  1673;  2R.  [141]  351, 

376,  443  ;  Com.  [142]  557,  558 ;  cL  4, 550, 

563  :  add.  cl.  504 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  [140]  1701 
Militia  and  the  Foreign  Legions,  [142]  804 
Perth  and  Melfort's,  Earl  of,  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1317 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  d.  8, 

[141]  1036 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  [143]  1103, 1104, 1106 

Pauper^  Scotch  and  Irish,  Remawd  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [141]  300  ;  IR.*  314  : 

2R.  [142]  2156;  BiU  withdrawn,  2157 

Paupers,  Settlement  and  Removal  qf, 
I,  Question  (Lord  Befners),  [140]  217 

Pawnbrokers  Bjll, 
e.  IR.*  [141]   2020;   2R.*   [142]  258;  3R.» 

797 
/.  IR .•  [142]  850 ;  2R.»  1152 ;  8R.»  1305 

Royal  Assent,  [142]  1771 

Paxtoh,  Sir  J.,  Coventry 

Armv   Estimates,    [140]    1762.    2068,    2072, 

2073,  2082  ;  [142]  1710,1716 
Army  Works  Corps,  [143]  1406 
Supply— Charity  Commission,  [142]  861; — 

Science  and  Art  Department,  Marlborough 

Uouse  Removal,  1 125 ;— St.  James's  Park, 

1180,  1563 

Paymaster  General — Supply , 
e.  [141]  251 

Peace  Celebration  of, 

e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Grogan),  [141]  1468  ;— 
Observations  (Lord  Lovaine),  1540  ; — Ques- 
tion (Lord  Ilotham),  1707 

Peace,  Preliminaries  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Disraeli),  [140]  1725 

Peace,  Treaty  of, 
L  Ck>py  laid  on  the  Table  (Earl  of  Clarendon), 


Peace,  Treaty  0^— continued. 

[141]  1501  ;  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Elles- 
mere),  1047 ;  Amend.  (  Earl  of  Malmesbury), 
1088;  Amend,  neg.  2028;  Her  Majesty's 
Answer,  [142]  177 
e.  Copy  laid  on  the  "Table  (Visct.  Palmerston), 
[141]  1504;  Question  (Mr.  Layard),  1707: 
ExpUnation  (Visct.  Palmerston ),  1800  ;  Ad- 
dress moved  (Mr.  E.  Denison),  2037  ;  Amend. 
(LordC.  Hamilton),  2105  {  Adj.  knoved  (Mr. 
Lindsay),  2113;  Adj.  Debate,  [142]  17; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  136;  Report  brought  up, 
137 ;  Her  Majesty's  Answer,  215 

Peace,  Preservation  (Ireland)  BUI, 

[142]  /.  1R.»576;  2R.»621; 

Com.  776;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Donoughmore), 
777 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  780  ; 
.     8R.»  040 
.     c.  lR.»Ji085; 
.      2R.  1301  :  Amend.  (Mr.  Maguire),  1302, 

[0.  }.  A.  77,  N.  10,  M.  67]  1303 ; 
.     Com.    Amend.    (Mr.    MoMahon),    1573 ; 

Amend,  neg.  1576 ; 
.     rf.  1,1576; 

.     r/.  2,  [A.  08,  N.  53,  M.  45]  1578 ; 
.     d.  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  I.  Butt),  1578  ; 
.      Rep.  Amend.  (Mr.  I.  Butt),  1684;  Amend. . 

withdrawn,  1685 ; 
.     8R.*  1733 

L  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1 

Peacockr,  Mr.  G.  M.  W.,  Maldon 
Archer,  fifiss.  Assault  on,  [142]  327 
Ballot,  The,  Leave.  [142]  445 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1052 
Monetary   System,   Com.    moved    for,    [140] 

1487 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1401 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  Leave,  [141]  488 
Supply — Mr.    Boyle's    Compensation,    [142] 

1142 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  187 

Fechell,  Rear  Adm.  Sir  G.  R.,  Brighton 
Bible,   Authorised    Version    of  the.    Address 

moved,  [143]  1225 
Coast-Guard  Service,  Com.  el.  3,  [143]  008 ; 

c/.  4,  000 ;  eh  5,  1000 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  3R.  [143] 

030 
County  Court   Judges,  Salaries  of.    Address 

moved,  [141]  304 
Health,  General  Board  of,  Continuance,  Com. 

[1431  »«* 
Naval  Officers,  [143]  515 

.Navy  Estinuites,  [142]  1447 

Parishes,  Formation  of.  Com.  tL  25,  Proviso, 

[143]  «84 
Police   (Counties   and   Boroughs),  2R.  [140] 

605,  2155  ;  Com.  d.  1,  [14O  1584  ;  add,  d. 

[142]  613 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [142]  615 
Poor    Law    Amendment    (No.  2),   2R.    Adj. 

moved,  [142]  2042 ;  Amend.  [143]  252 
Supply — Board  of  Fisheries  (Scotland),  [i4>] 

883 

Peel,  Major  Gen.  J.,  Huntingdon 
Crimean    Commission    Report,    [140]   1505 ; 
[143]  1117, 1428 
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Peel,  Mr.  F.  (Uuder  Secretary  for  War), 

Bury  (Lancashire] 
Aldersbot,  Review  at,  [143]  1082 
Army,  Educatioa  of  Officers,  [14a]  1001,  1009 
Army  EstimAtes,  [140]  1728, 1730, 1733, 1733, 

1731,  1735,  1736,  1738,  1743,  1744.  1748, 

1749,  1750,   1762,  1760,  1764,  1767,  2060; 

[141]  188, 191,  193,  194,  195,  199,203,203, 

204; 
[14a]    1540,    1541,   1553,  1557.  1558,   1550, 

1560,  1697 
Army  ^  Reduction  of  Officers,  [14a]   1736; 

[143]  734 
Army  Regulations,  [142]  1407 
Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the,  Com.  moved 

for.  [140]  1812 
Army,  SUff  of  the,  [141]  J  394;    Res.  [143] 

1689,  1992,  2084,  2085.  2086  ;  [143]  678 
Army  Works  Corps,  [143]  1496 
Beatson,  General,  Address  moved,  [143]  937, 

973,  974,   1240,   1243,   12477  1255,   1497, 

1498 
BiUeting  (Scotland).  [141]  569  ;  [143]  1219 
Commissions,  Candidates  for,  [142]  259 
Commissions   of  Deceased    Officers,    Address 

moved  [142]  1524,  1526 
Commissions  without  Purchase,  [140]  717 
Cornwall  Militia,  The,  [143]  12 
Crimea,  Sunday  Reviews  in  the,  [141]  565 
Crimean  Army — The  Commissariat,  [140]  382 
Crimean  Board  of  Inquiry,  [141]  883,  1799 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  452,  834, 

835,   981,  1050,   1051,   1408,   1409,    1479, 

1574,  1597,  1601,  1618, 1624, 1670 
Crimean  Medal— The  Sardinian  Army,  [143] 

261 
Edinburgh,  University  ot,  [143]  332 
Edmonton  MiUtU,  The,  [140]  1576,  1581 
Enfield  Rifles,  The,  [140]  1955 
Engineers,  Promotion  in  the,  [143]  271 
Estimates,  Appropriation  of  the,  [141]  183 
Field  Allowances,  [141]  1927 
Foreign  Troops  in  the  English  Service,  [141] 

566,  1048 
French  Decorations,  [143]  1496 
German  legion,  The,  [140]  1409  ;  [142]  428; 

[143]  1034  V 

Good  Conduct  Pay  of  Sergeants,  [143]  1031 
Guards'  Memorial,  The,  [140]  90';  [142]  1228 
Guards,  Reduction  of  the,  [143]  862 
Horses  of  Officers  in  the  Crimea,  [142]  328, 

427,  550 
Italian  Legion,  The,  [14a]  1401 
Land  Transport  Corps.  The,  [143]  1033 
Legion  of  Honour,  The,  [142]  2075 
Medals  for  the  Army  in  the  East,  [141]  640, 

1048,  1049 
Medical  Officers,  [143]  741 
Military  Rewards.  [141]  1531 
Militia  Allowances,  [143]  679 
Militia  and  the  Foreign  Legions.  [142]  801 
Militia.  Disembodiment  of  the,  [141]  565, 1927 ; 

[14a]  16,  632,  2087 
MUitia,  Mutiny  in  an  Irish  Regiment  of,  [143] 

557 
Militia  Pay,  Com.  [143]  860 
Militia,  Permanent  SUff  of  the.  [141]  1538 
Militia,  The  Irish,  Disembodiment  of,    [142] 

267 ;   [143]  734,  741  ;— The  Leitrim,  1495 
Militia,  The  Scotch,  [14a]  429 
Mutiny,  2R.  [140]  1672 
Redan,  Attack  on  the,  [140]  836,  914,  915 
Sandhurst,  Military  College  at,  [142]  589 

[corU, 


PuL,  Mr..F. — contUmeiL 

Sebastopol  Clasp,  The.  [141]  1182,  1325 
Soldiers' Kite  lost  in  the  Crimea   [141]  2039 
Staff  Pay  and  Allowances  [143]  678 
Supply-^Disembodied  Militia,  [143]  980,  2SI. 

287.  289.  295 
Surgeons.  Acting  Assisting  Army,  [143]  1037 
Turkish  Contingent — English  Officers,  [142]  655 
West  Indies.  Troops  in  the.  [143]  321 
Woolwich,  Explosion  at,  [14a]  429 

Feerage,  The^ 
i.  Observations  (Lord  Redesdale),  [143]  1479 

Pe^agenfor  Life. 
L  Motion  (Lord  Lyndhurst).  [140]  363,  [C<»iteiit 

138,  Not  Content  105,  M.  83],  880; 
Question  ( Earl  Grey).  449 ; 
Com.  moved  for  (Lord  Lyndhnrst).  508,  509, 

510; 
Com.   591,    898,  977,    1022,   1152;    Attend. 

(Earl   drey).  1179,  [o.  q.  Content  02,  >ot 

Content  57.  M.  35],  1216  ; 
Protests.  lil8,  1309,  1310  ; 
Report,  1289  ; 
Motion  (Lord  Glenelg).  1121,  [Content  111, 

Not  Content  142,  M.  31],  1149 

Pellatt,  Mr.  A.,  Southwark 

Army  Estimates,  [140]   1746,   2061  :    [142] 

1552, 1705 
Bishops  (ScotUnd)  [143]  I486 
British    Museum---Snnday    Opening,    Amend. 

[140]  1066.1116 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  d.  25,  [14a]  848 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  2K.  [140]  1928 ;  Com. 

el.  1,  [14a]  939;  cl.  2,940,  941  ;  c^4,945, 

947 

Drafts  on  Bankers,  Leave,  [140]  214;  2R. 
[141]  119,439 

Education,  Vice-President  ot  Committee  of 
Council  on.  2R.  [143]  992 :  3R.  1217 

Good  Conduct  Pay  of  Sergeants,  [143]  Kttl 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  o(,  Kettrement, 
Com.  [143]  1368 

Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amend- 
ment (No.  2)  Lords*  Amends,  [143]  1417 

Metropolitan  Management,  [140]  2040 

Mutiny,  2R.  [140]  1673 

Parishes,  Formation  of,  2R.  [140]  667,  688 

Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  486 

Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  3R.  «^  3, 

[143]  802 
Poor  Law,  The,  [140]  151 
Prisons,  Management  o^  [141]  877 
Prisoners  for  llebt,  [14a]  554 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  [141]  249  ; — 
Mint,  252;— British  Museum,  600  :~Nod- 
conforming,  4c.,  Ministers  (Ireland).  Amend. 
1241 ;  —  British   Museum,   1365 : —  Consta- 
liulary  Police  at  Aldershot,  [14a]  1082  ;~ 
Embassy  Houses  (Abroad),  1042  ; — Science 
and  Art    Department,  Marlborough  Uouae 
Removal,  1124 ; — Disembodied  Militia,  [143] 
279 
Turkey— Edicts  of  the  Sultan.  [140]  833 
Wine  Duties,  Com.  moved  for,  [143]  028 

Pensions^ 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Bowyor),  [143]  1434;  Ex- 
planation (Chancellor  of  the  Ezcheqnsr). 
1490 


PEN 


PHI 


PenHans,  BeredUary, 
c.  Qaeation  (Sir  F.  Bning),  [141]  1337, 1842 

Perot,  Hon.  J.  W.,  Launceston 

St.  Pancraa  Workhouse,  [140]  1219,  1230 


Perry,  Sir  T.  E.,  Devonport 

Chancery*   Court  of  (Ireland),   (Tncnmbercd 

Estates  Court  Abolition),  3R.  [140]  957 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendments,  SR.  add,  cl. 

(143)  1205,  1206 
Dalhousie,  Marquess  oF,  Pension  to,  [142]  273 
Eoelesiastioal  Courts  Jurisdiotion,  Leave,  [140] 

404 
Edmonton  Militia,  The,  [140]  1579 
India,  Admintstratton  of  Justice  in,  [142]  1400 
*  India,  Revenues  of,  [141]  1189 
Indian  Appeals,  [143]  535 
Indian  Budget,  The.  Com.  Res.  [143]  M49 
Married  Women,  Rights  of.  [142]  1273, 1284 
Na?7  Estimatee,  [140]  589 
Nawab  of  Surat,  The,  [140]  979 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  [142]  1312 
Dude,  Kingdom  of,  [140]  1236 ; — Annexation 

of.  Returns  moved  for,  1855 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  Amend   [143]  1105 
Wills  and  Administrations,  2R.  [142]  2040; 

Com.  [143]  304 

Persia,  Belaiions  with, 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Layard),  [140]  1713 ;  State- 
ment (Mr.  Layard),  [141]  162 

Perth  and  Mel/crt%  Earl  qf,  Compen' 

satian, 
€,  Report,  [142]  1316 

Philipps,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Haverfordwest, 
Civil  Servloe,  Admissions  to  the,  Com.  moved 

for,  [141]  1433  ^ 

Harbours  of  Refuge  (Cardigan  Bay),  Com. 

moved  for,  [140]  677 
Polioe  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  add.  cL 

[142]  609 
South  Wales  Lunatic  Asylum,  [141]  179 

PHiLLiifORE,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  Leominster 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [143]  466 
Budget,  The— Financial  SUtement,  Res.  [142] 

884 
Cambridge  Uniyersity,  Com.  [142]  841 ;  d.  4, 

843;  eL  27.  1204  ;  el  80, 1211;  Rep.  add.  el, 

1741;  <^.  27, 1745 
Civil  Service ,  Admissions  to  the,  Com.  moved 

for,  [141]  1432 
Coast-Guard  Seryioe,  2R.  [143]  858 
Contractors*  Disqualification  Removal,  Leave, 

[140]  679,  680 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [143] 

692  ;  el,  5,  693 ;  el,  20,  605  I 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

405 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Reform  of  the,   [143] 

681 
Ilinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [142]  286 
India,  Administration  of  Justice  in,  [142]  1409 
India,  Revenues  of,  [141]  1234 
Italy,  Affiiirs  of.  Address  moved,  [143]  793 
JotttC-Stook  Companies,  Leave,  [140]  146;  Com. 

cl,  37,  [142]  643,  644 
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PmixncoBB,  Mr.  J.  Q.^eonHnued, 
Joint-Stock  Companies  Winding-up  Acts  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [142]  1768 
Judges  and  Chancellors,  Leave,  [142]  452,  458, 

465  ;  Com.  2045,  2046 
Judicial  Bench  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  803 
Kars.  Fall  of.  Res.  Adj.  moved,  [141]  1688, 

1718 
Married  Women,  Rights  of,  [142]  1281 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  810 


Navy  Estimates,  [142]  1437 

Nawah  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  [142]  1314 

Oude,  Kingdom  of.  [140]  1227 

Partnership  Amendment,  Leave,  [140]  146; 
2R.  488 

Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  3R.  el.  8, 
Proviso,  [143]  801 

Perth  and  MeUbrt*s,  Earl  of.  Compensation, 
Rep.  [142]  1319 

Police  (Countiw  and  Boroughs),  Com.  el.  7, 
[141]  1935 

Reformatory  Schools,  Com.  add,  el,  [143]  569, 
571 

Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the.  Leave,  [140] 
749 

Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [141]  529 ;— Em- 
bassies, Ac.,  1031 ; — Superannuation  Allow- 
ances, 1037; — Statute  Law  Commission,  [143] 
875 :— Revising  Barristers,  [141]  1030;— 
British  Historical  Portrait  Gallery,  1117, 
1118 

Talbot  V.  Talbot,  Case  of,  Papers  moved  for, 
[140]  1544,  1553,  1562 

United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  78, 170 

Wills  and  Administrations,  2R.  [142]  2039, 
2040 

PHiLiniORE,  Mr.  R.  J.,  Tavistock 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [143]  423 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  el.  27,  [142]  1206; 

d.  38,  1213 
Carlisle  Canonries,  Leave,  [140]  896 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  2R.  [140]  1929 ;  Com. 

cL  2,  [142]  940  ;  c/.  4,  943  ;  cL  U,  948 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jurisdiction,  Leave,  [140] 

402 
Oxford  University,  Address  moved,  [140]  2031 
Parishes,  Formation  of.  Com.  [142]  575 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [142]  20 
Shipping,  Locnl  Charges  on,  Appointment  of, 

Com.  [141]  691 
Statutes  at  Larg^,  Amend.  [140]  998 
Tithe  Commutation  Rent- Charge,  Leave,  [140] 

1850;  2R.  [142]  138;  Com.  [143]  811 
Wills  and  Administrations,  [141]  1529;  2R. 

[142]  2040 

Physicians,  College  of, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Kmnaird),  [141]  872;— C%ar- 
ter  of  the.  Question  (Mr.  Kinnaird),  [143] 
733 

PiQOTT,  Mr.  F.,  Reading 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  2079 
Church  Rates  (No.  2),  2R.  [142]  473 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  0>m.  d.  14, 

[142]  480 
Poor  Law  Medical  Relief,  [140]  1406 

Piracy  in  the  Eeutem  Archipelago, 

I.  Question  (Earl  of  Albemarle),  [140]  912 
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POL 


FOR 


Plnmstead,  Church  Aoeommodaiion  at, 
e.  Motion  (Marquees  of  Blandford),  [142]  llOS  ; 
.Motion  withdrawn,  1107 

PoUons,  Sale  of, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Campbell),  [143]  640 

Poland, 
I.  Queation  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  [143]  632 

Police  ( Counties  and  Boroughs)  Bill, 

140]  c.  Leave,  229  ;  IR.*  245; 
.       2R.    690  ;    Amend.  (Mr.    Hadfleld),   691, 
2113;    Amend.  (Mr.  C.  For«ter),  2163, 
[0.  q.  A.  269,  N.  106,  M.  163]  2188  ; 

141]  Com.  el.  1,  1664 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Henley), 
1569,  [0.  9.  A.  268,  N.  94,  M.  174] 
1683 ;  -^ 

.      cl  2,  1684.  [A.  198,  N.  62.  M.  136]  1685 ; 
.      el  3,  1928; 

cL    6,    Ajnend.     (Mr.    Adderley).     1930; 

Amend,   withdrawn,    ib.;    Amend.    (Mr. 

Headlam),  [o.  g.   A.   77,  N.   73,   M.   4] 

el.  6.  Amend.  (Mr.  Price),  1931  ; 
el.  7,  Amend.  ( Mr.  Horsfall),  1932 ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1934  ;  Amend. (Lord  Lovaine), 
tb. ;  (Mr.  Watson),  [o.  q.  A.  189,  H.  18, 
M.  121]  1986  ; 
.       clS;  cL  9,  1936; 

.      cl  10,  Amend.  (Lord  H.  Lennox),  1937,  [0.  q. 

A.  176,  N.  1 16,  M.  60]  1942  ;  \o.  g,  A.  199, 

N.  100,  M.  99]  ib,; 

.       cl  U,  Amend.  (Sir  W.  JoUiffo),  1942  ; 

14a]  el  6.  Amend.  (Sir  W.  Jolliffe),  293 ;  Amend. 

withdrawn.   298;     Amend.   (Sir   U.   Wil- 

loughby),  300,  [0.  q,  A.  160,  N.106,  M.  64] 
306;  '  »  J 

.      el  11,  [A.  186,  N.  75,  M.  Ill]  307  ; 
.       el  12,  308  ; 

.      add.   el   (Mr.  Rice),  308;    Motion  nee. 
309;  ^ 

€tdd.  cl  fMr.  Massey),  309  ; 
Rep.  add.  cl  (Sir  G.  Grey),  605 ; 
.      add.  el  (Sir  U.  Strac€y),^a6  ;  cl  withdrawn, 
607; 

.      odrf.  el  (Mr.  Beatinck),  607 ;  el  withdrawn, 
610; 

.    •  add.  cl  (Lord  Lovaine),  616  ;  cZ.  withdrawn, 
614  ;  8R.»  797 
142]  /.  1R.»850;  2R.*1398; 

Com.  c/.  1, 1673; 
.      el  13,  1674; 
.      el  14.  1675  ; 
.       Rep.  1894  ;  3R.»  2048 
143]  Hoyal  Assent,  1064 

Police,  Metropolitan,  Bill, 
e.  Le»Te,  [140]  178;  1R.»  181; 

2R.  262  : 

Com.  447 ; 

3R.  473; 
/.  1R.»  [140]  604; 

2  R.  829  ;  3R^»  977 

Royal  Assent,  [140]  1446 

Police,  Metropolitan — Supply ^ 
e.  [141]  269 


Polish,  4dc.,  jRefugees — Supply, 

e  [141]  1042 


Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Danoombe),  [143]  262 

Polloh,  Mr,,    Case  of — Evictions  [Ire- 

land), 
e.  Com.  moredfor,  (Mr.McMahon).  [141]  1707  ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1718;  —  ObaerTations, 
(Sir  M.  S.  Stewart),  [142]  697 

Poor  Law,  The, 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Pcllatt),  [140]  \5l\— Medical 
Relief,  Question  (Mr.  Pigott),  1406;  (Sir  J. 

TroUope),  [142]  1493 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill, 
c.  Lea?e.  [141]  436;  1R.»438; 

2R.  [142]  614;  BiU  withdrawn,  616 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2)  BiU, 

e.  Leave,  [142]  616  ;  IR.  t&. ; 

2R.  Adj.  moved.  (Sir  G.  Pechell),  [A.  63, 
N.  76,  M.  22]  [142]  2042  ;  Adj.  Debate, 
[143]  262;  Amend.  (Sir  G.  PecheU), 
266 

Poor  Law  Amendment  {Scotland)  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  [142]  466;  2R,»797; 

3R.   Amend.    (Mr.  Blackburn),   [143]   810, 
[0.  g.  A.  96,  N.  26.  M.  76]  811 
I  IR.*  [143]  812 ;  2R.*  1068;  3R.*  1347 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  BUI, 
e.  IR.*  [141]  778; 
e.  2R.   [142]   1664;    Adj.  moved  (Mr.   J.   D, 

Fitigerald).  1666  ;  Adj.  Debate,  [143]  1275; 

Bill  withdrawn,  ib. 

Poor  Law  Commissioners  {Ireland),  Se- 

cretary  tlo  the.  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [140]  1311  ;  2R.*  1478  ;  8R.*  1699 
I  IR.*  [140]  1770;   2R.*  [141]   120;  3R-* 
377 
Royal  Assent,  [141]  870 

Poor  Laws — Supply, 
e.  [141]  252 

Poor,  Medical  Officers  for  the, 
e.  Question  (Sir  J.  TroUope),  [142]  1493 

Popish    Guardians  Bestrietions    Repeal 

BiU, 
I  IR.*  [140]  2202 

PoRTMAN,  Lord 
Burial  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  110 
BuriaUGround,  Blandford,  [142]  961.  962,970» 

973,  974,  975  ;  Explanation,  1219 ;— Gnat 

Torrington,  2069 
Grand  Juries,  2R.  [142]  1966 
Marriage  Law  Amending,  Commons  Amends. 

[143]  1352  « 

Parishes,  Formation  o(  Com.  el.  9,   Amend. 

[143]  1090,  1093 

Portraits,  National  Gallery  of, 

I.  Motion  (Earl  Stanhope),  [14031770     • 
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PORTBHOUTH,  Barl  of 

Boriftl-GrouDd,  Blftodford,  [14a]  974;— Great 
TorriDgtoD,  2064 
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Procedure  and  Evidenhe  BiU 

e.  IR.*  [141]  1628;   2R.»  [142]  325 


JPortuguese  Government,  Claims  on  the, 
€.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Chambers),  [142]  261 

Pottage  LaheU, 
c.  Com.  moved  for,  (Mr.  Whiteside),  [142]  1284; 
[A.  39,  N.  57,  M.  18]  1296 

JPostage  of  Letters—  Supply^ 

e.  [141]  209 

Post  Office  Services — Supply, 
c.  [140]  865 

P0WI8,  Earl  of 

Annuities  Redemption,  SR.  [143]  11 

Grand  Juries,  2R.  [142]  1067 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

IR.  [143]  548;  3R.  1097 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Rep.  [142] 

1894 

PowLEiT,  Lord  W.  J.  F.,  Ludlow 
Naval  Review,  The  [141]  1390 

Press,  ThCf  and  Lord  Denman, 
L  Observations  (Lord  Denmon),  [142]  1054 

Price,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Gloucester 

FoUoe  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  cL  6, 
Amend.  [141]  1931 

Printing  Expenses — Returns^ 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Wilson),  [141]  386 

» 

Prisons  and  Prisoners-^  Supply, 

e.  [141]  270,  523 

Prisons,  Inspection  of, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Addorley),  [140]  882 

Prisons,  Inspectors  of,  2Qih  Report, 
I,  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Shaftesoury),  [141] 
123;  Motion  withdrawn,  127 

Prisons,  Management  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bowyer),  [141]  875 

prisons  [Ireland)  BiU, 
c.  IR.*  [140]  150;  2R.»1311; 

Com.  el,  3,  Amend.  (Mr.  Macartney),  [143] 
114;  Amend,  neg.  115; 
d.  4,  [A.  66,  N.  9,  M.  57]  116  ;  3R.*  549 
I.  1R.»  [143]  619  ;  2R.»  812  ;  8R.*  1007 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1064 

Prisoners  for  Deht^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Pellatt),  [142]  554 

Privy  Council — Supply, 

c.  [141]  251 

Privy  Seal — Supply, 

e,  [141]  251 


Procedure  before  Justices  (Scotland)  Bill, 
L  IR.*  [141]  1906;  2R.*  [142]  310;  8R.*  621 
c  IR.*  [142]  922;  2R.»  1649;  3R.*  [143]  320 
I.  Royal  Assent,  [143]  710 

Proctors  in  Ecclesiastical  Courts  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  [143]  1103 

Property,  Malicious  Injuries  to.  Bill, 
I.  IR.  [143]  1089 

Property^  Offences  against.  Bill, 
I  IR.  [143]  1089 

Prosecutions —  Supply, 
e.  [141]  269 

Protests,  L 

AppeUaU  JurUdieH<m  BUI,  [142]  1084.  1085 
JattU-Stock  C<mpame»JBiU,  [142]  1490 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement 

BUI,  [143]  841,1102 
Peerages  fin'  Life,  [140]  1218, 1309,  1310  ; 

Prussia,  Neutrality  of 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Bentinck),  [140]  105  ;— 
Forngn  Enlistment,  Question  (Mr.  Baillie), 
383  ; — Confn-enee  at  Paris,  Question  (Mr. 
Disraeli),  [141]  47,  153 

Public  Accounts  Commissioners — Supply, 
e,  [142]  1052 

Public  Offices, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Olivoira),  [142]  1098 

Public  Records — Supply, 
e.  [141]  252 

Public  Wd'ks  Bill, 
e,  lR.»[i4i]  277;  2R.»  466  ; 

Com.  623 ;   Amend.  (Mr.  Blackburn),  [r.  p, 
A.  16,  N.  107,  M.  91]  625 ; 
el  2,  625  ;   Amend.  (Mr.  Liddell),   [A.  28, 
N.  79,  M.  51]  626; 
el  3,626;  3R.»  999 
I  1R.»  [141]  1046  ;  2R.»  1140 ;  8K*  1248 
Royal  Assent,  [141]  1688 

Public  Works  {Ireland)  BiU, 
e.  1R.»  [141]  277;  2R*466;  3R.*  999 
I  1R.»  [141]  1046  ;  2R.»  1140  ;  3R.»  1248 
Royal  Assent,  [141]  1688 

Public  Works,  Loan  Commission-^  Supply, 
e.  [142]  262 

Quarantine  Expenses — Supply, 

c.  [142]  1030 

Queen's  Speech— Opening  of  the  Par- 

LIAMENT, 
/.  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Gosford),  [140]  5  ; 

Her  Majesty's  Answer,  89 
e.  Address  moved  (lion.  G.  Byng),  [140]  50; 

Report,  101  ;  Her  Majesty's  Answer,  181 
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Queen's  Colleges  (Ireland)  Bill 
e.  IR.»  [142]  1807 


Racehorse  Duty  BtU, 
c.  IR*  [143]  w«;  2R.»m;  , 

3R.  1030 
I  1R.«  [143]  1006;  2R.*100d;  8R.*  1347 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Sailtoay  Accidents, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Otway),  [142]  2091 

Bailway  cmd  Canal  Traffic  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  [140]  1951 

Railway  Legislation^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  £.  Ball)»  [140]  1053 

Railways  Act  (Ireland)  1851,    Cowttnu- 

ance  BilU 
e.  IR.*  [143]  898;  2R.»  525  ;  3R.»  641 
I.  IR*  [143]  710:  2R  •946  ;  BR^  1068 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  ^490 

R^TENSWORTH,  Lord 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  2R.  [142]  1799 

Bank  Charter  Act,  Commission  moved  for,  [141] 

563 
Marriage  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [141]  1518 
Nayal  Review,  The,  [141]  1384, 1475 
Poisons,  Sale  of,  [143]  541 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  2R.  [142] 

1160;   Com.  1324,  1325  ^  Rep.  1676;  3R. 

add,  el,  [143]  230 
St.  James's  Park,  [142]  576 

Ratnham,  Lord,  Tamworth 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  909 
Smithfield,  Site  of,  [143]  1499 

Reciprocity^  Treaties  of^Supply, 
c.  [142]  1028 

Records^   Oeneral  Repository  for — iS^tijp- 

€.  [143]  1038 

Redan,  Attack  on  the, 
e.  Qne«tion(Mr.  Uyard),  [140]  835, 914 ;  (Col. 
French),  [141]  170 

Redesdale,  Lord  (Chairman  of  Gommitteea) 
Annuities  -Redemption,  [143]  12 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  3R.   [142]  789 ;  Com. 

916, 917 ;  Rep.  950 
Burial  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  111 
Borial-Ground,  Blandford,  [142]  967 :— Great 

Torrington,  2060 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [140]  909,912; 

[142]  245,  247.  1400, 1401;  [143]  HBO 
Capital  Punishment,  Com.  moved  for,    [142] 

251 
Convocation,  [143]  397 
PiToroe  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  2R.  [142] 

423  ;  Com.  1984 ;  Rep.  1987,  [143]  ^^7 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Commons* 

Amends.  [143]  1480 
Gloucester  and  Bristol,*  Biahoprio   of,    [142] 

1154 
Judges,  Scotch,  Privileges  of,  [141]  762 

[cojrf. 


RSDBtDALB,  Locd— MMllMied. 

'  London  and  Durham,  Biriiope  of,  Refciraawot, 
IR.  [143]  546.  548,  549  ;  2R.  Amend.  814  ; 
Com.  948;  3R.  Amend.  1094;  ComnMos* 
Amends.  1479 

Kawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  2R.  Amend.  [143]  384 

Parishes,  Formation  of,  2R.  [143]  948' 

Parliament.  Houses  of— The  Fire  Brigade,  £141] 
963,1140,1690 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  Com.  [142]  778 

Peerages,  The,  [143]  1479 

Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140]  594,  610 ;  Re- 
port, 1289,  1308 

Portraits,  National,  Gallery  of;  [140]  1788 

St.  James's  Park,  [142]  584 

Scotch  and  Irish  Peers,  Expenses  oC  [143]  113 

Turnpike  Trust*  Arrangements,  2R.  [140] 
1447 

Reed,  Major  J.  H.;  ii&tii^oii 

Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  14€0 
Edmonton  Militia,  The,  [140]  1580, 1581 
Medical  OfBoers,  [143]  741 
Surgeons,  Acting  Assistant  Army,  [143]  1937 
United  SUtes,  Rektions  with  the,  [142]  1163, 
1660 

Reformatories  for  Female  Penitents, 
e.  Com.    moved  for  (Mr.  Biggs),  [143]  M4 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  935 

Rtformatories,  Juvenile, 
e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington)  [140]  92 

Reformjatory  Schools, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Moody),  [141]  385  ;  (Lord  R. 
CecU),  874;  (Viscount  Newport).  [142]  1161; 
(Mr.  A.  Smith),  2073 

Reformatory  Schools  (SeoiUmd)  BUI, 
c.  1R.»  [140]  979  ; 

2R.  [141]  2 ; 

Com.  ei.  1,  [142]  237  ;  3R.*  631 
I.  IR.*  [142]  668;  9R.  •SdO;  3R.«949 

Rojal  Assent,  [142]  1771 

Reformatory  and  Industriot  Schools  Bill, 

e.  1R.»  [141]  220 ;  2R.»  1105 ; 
142]  Com.  add,  eL  (Sir  S.  Northcote),.  566 
.     add.  el,  (Mr.  Gordon),  509,  [A.  57.  N.  80, 

M.  23]  572  ; 
.     add,  el,  (Mr.  Milee),  572;  H.  witlidiawB,  574; 

3R.»  797 
L  1R.»  [142]  850; 
.      2R.  1160; 
.      Com.  1324 ; 
Rep.  1676  ; 
143}  3R.  add,  el  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  229,  [Ooa- 

tent  53,  Not  Content  17,  M.  36]  230 
c.  Lords'  Amends.  Amend.  (SirG.  Grey),  [143] 

1003,  [A.  46,  N.  31,  M.  15^  1005 
L  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Refuge  for  the  Destitute — Supply, 
e.  [141]  1042 

Register  Office,  Oeneral — Supply, 

e.  [141]  261 


Religious  Worship 

I.  IR.  [140]  2202 
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EEV 


ROB 


{INDEX,  1856} 


ROB 


RUL 


Be^enve  Police — Suppl^^ 

«.  [140]  860 


B^enue  ( Trawftr  of  Charges)  Bill, 

c.  IK.*  [143]  263  ;  2R.*  310  ;  8R.»  649 
L  1R.»  [143]  619  ;  2R.»  710;  3R»  946 
Royal  Auent,  [143]  1064 

Heviiing  Barriiters — Suppltft 
e,  [142]  1030 

BiCARDO,  Mr.  J.  L.t  Stohe-upon-  Trent 
Annj  Ettimates*  [140]  1266 

RiCB,  Mr.  E.  R.,  Dovor 

Juitioes  of  the  Peace  Qualifloation,  2R.  [140] 

1442 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Leave,  [140] 

241 ;  2R.  2180 ;  Com.  el,  6,  [141]  1030 ; 

cL  10, 1938;  el,  6»  [142]  297  ;  add.  el.  308, 

609 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on.  Leave,  [140]  176  ; 

2R.  1372 
Supply — British  Historical   Portrait  Gallerj, 

[142]  1122 

Mice,  Distillation  from.  Bill, 
€.  1R»  [14a]  2071  ;  2R.»  [143]  12 ;  8R*206 
I  IR .•  [143]  229 ;  2R .•  383  ;  3R.»  640 
Rojal  Assent,  [143]  710 

Rich,  Mr.  H..  Bichmond 

Army,  Education  of  Officers,  [142]  1014,1019 
Army  Estimates,  [142]  1660 
•  Army,  Sale  of  Commissions  in  the,  Com.  moved 
for,  [140]  1826 
Civil  Service,  Admissions  to  the,  Com.  moved 

for,  [141]  1439 ;   [143]  630 
Civil  Service  Superannuation,  Leave,  [140]  886 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  1187 
Sandhurst,  Education  at,  [143]  268 

Richardson,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Lisbum 

Factories,  2R.,  [141]  444 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on,  Appointment  of 
Com.  [141]  868 

BiCHMOKD,  Duke  of 

Agricultural  Statistics,  3R.  [141]  629,  632 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

IR.  [143]  «*« 
Militia,  The,  [143]  627 

RiDLET*  Mr.  G.,  Neweoitle'on'Tyne 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

Com.  d,  3,  [143]  1413 
Merchant  Seamen,  [143]  1034 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1363 
Supply— Treaties  of  Reciprocity,  [142]  1028 

Scads  {South  Wales),  Superintendent  of 

—Supply, 
c.  [141]  262 

RoBARTBS,  Mr.  T.  J.  A.,  ComwM  B. 

ComwaU  Militia,  The,  [143]  12 


Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.,  SheMeld 

Ahjuration,  Oath  of.  Com.  et  2  [142]  601, 602, 

603 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  77 
Alien  Act— Colonel  Tiirr,  [140]  91,  92 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Com.  [143]  612 
Bank  Frauds,  [r43]  1034 
Beatson,  General,  [143]  973,  974,  (Motion), 

1238,  1260,  1266,  1263,  1489,  1497.  1498 
Church   Rates  Aholition  (No.  2),  2R.  [140] 

1928 
Civil   Service    Superannuation,  Leave,   [140] 

890;  Com.  [143]  1046 
Coast-Guard  Service,  2R.  [143]  839 
County  Court   Judges,    Salaries  of.    Address 

moved,  [141]  279,  308 ;  [143]  320 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [143] 

691  ;  el.  20,  694^  696 ;  Rep.  el.  82,  Amend. 

[143]  996 :  3R.  add.  el.  1206 ;  id.  10,  1206 
Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  981, 1411; 

Motion,  1682, 1600, 1602,  1670 
Danubian  Principalities,  The,  [142]  861,  862 
Education,  National,  [140]  1992 
Foreign  Legion,  The,  [143]  1036 
Crerman  Legion,  The,  [143]  1110 
Joint  Stock  Banks,  3R.  [143]  1119 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el, 

11,  [142]  479 
I^ondon  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

3B.  [143]  1296 :  Com.  d.  3,  Amend.  1384, 

1408,  1409,  1410;  dl  6,  Amend.  1414,  1416; 

Preamble,  1416;  3R.  1429;  Preamble  Amend. 

1430 
Maynooth  College,  Com.  [141]  1093 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [143]  810 ; 

Com.  el.  2,  1000 
Napier,  Sir  C,  at  Acre,  [141]  614 
New  Zealand,  Salai7  of  the  Bishop  of,  [143] 

331 
Oude,  Kingdom  ot  [140]  1228' 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Corn*  [143] 

339  ;  3R.  el.  3,  802 
Pensions,  [143]  1424, 1426     . 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  dL  6, 

[142]  304;  el.  11,307 
Prussian  Neutrality,  [140]  106, 110 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,    Lorda* 

Apiends.  [143]  1004 
Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland,  [143]  708,  737 
Rules  of  the  House,  [143]  643 
Sabbath,  Observanoe  of  the— Shaving  on  Sun- 
days, [140]  1062, 1063 
Sadleir,  James,  Expulsion  of  [143]  1386, 1396, 

1406,  1408 
St  James's  Park,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1398 
Scotch  Members  and  the  Government,  [142] 

328 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1388 
Smith,  Dr.  Southwood,  [142]  ^^3 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  [143]  1106 
Supply — British  Historical  Portrait  Gallery, 

[142]  1120 
Turkish  Tariif,  The,  [141]  2036 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [140]  837, 

844,  863,  [142]  1088 

Boyal  Society — Supply, 
«•  Amend.  ( Mr.  Blaekbnm),  [141]  620;  Ajvend. 
withdrawn,  622 

Rules  of  the  House, 
c.  Qnattion  (Mr.  M.  Glbsoii),  [143]  641 
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Russell,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J.,  Jjimdon 

AbjoratioDp  Oath  of,  9R.  [141]  741 ;  Com.  d, 

2,  Amend.  [142]  699, 6U5;  SR.  1183 
Appellate  J uriMliQtion,  [j42]  2096;  2R.  [143] 

4G8,  509 
Church   Rates   Abolition  (No.  2),   2R.  [140] 

1912,  1915 
Education,    National,    [140]    1222 ;   Motion, 

•1955,  1981,  1982,  1998,  2013  ;  Com.  [141] 

779  :   R«fl.   780,  806,  834,  866,  889,  926, 

928,  958 
Education  (Ireland),  Res.  [142]  1862 
Italy,   Affairs  of.  Address  moved,  [143]  741. 

797 
Judges  and  Chancellors,  Leave,  [142]  462 
Kars,  Fallof,  Res.  [141]  1879 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  651 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

[140]  1007 
.    Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  2R.  [141]  1137 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  moved, 

[142]  2129 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Address  moved,  [141]  2086 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  add,  el, 

[142]  612 
Prussian  Neutrality,  [140]  108 
Supply — West  Indies  (Governors,  Ao.),  [141] 

1004,  1007;— British  Museum,  1344,  1365; 

Statute  Law  Commission,  [142]  876 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [142]  1405, 

1499 

Bussia, 
Farti  on  the  Black  Sect,  c.  Question  (Lord  J. 

Manners),  [141]  1908 
Kart,  FcUl  of,  I  Observation  (Earl  of  Bialme»- 

bury),  [140]  2095 
€.  Question  (Mr.  Whiteside),  [140]  1051 
Redan,  Attack  of  the,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Layard), 

ri4o]  835,  914 
Sehastopol,  Sunken  Shipt  ca,  I,  Question  (Earl 

of  Hardwicke),  [140]  978 
Shipi  in  the  Black  Sea,  e.  Question  (lord  W. 

Graham),  [141]  1910 
Trade  wiUi — The  Armiitice,  e.  Question  (Col. 

Dunne),   [140]  223;   (Mr.  Mitchell),  [141] 

884  ;  (Mr.  J.  Ewart),  770 ; — ^see  Circastia — 

Crimea —  Turkey 

Sahhcfth^  Observance  of  the — Shaving  on 

Sundays, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Roebuck),  [140]  1052 ;  (Bir. 
Murrough),  2036 

Sadhir^  James,  and  the  Tipperary  Bank, 
c.  Question  (Mr.. I.  Butt),  [143]  381  ;  (Mr.  G. 
H.  Moore),  399;  (Mr.  Macartney),  644; — 
see  Ireland-^jRolli,  Master  0/  the 

jSadleir,  James,  Expulsion  of, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Roebuck),  [143]  1386 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  J.  S.  Wortley),  1398 ;  Amend,  with- 
drawn, 1408;  Previous  Question  put  and 
neg.  ib. 

Sailing  Vessels,  Regulations  for, 
I,  Question  (Visot.  Dungannon),  [142]  850 

St.  Asaph,  Bishop  of 
Burial-Giound,  Blandford,  [142]  975 


St.  Datid's,  Bishop  of 
Cambridge  University,  Com.  d.  44,  [143]  318 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Com.  [142J 

1985;  Rep.  [143]  240 
Marriage  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [141]  1522 

St.  Germans,  Earl  of 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  2  R.  [142]  1803 
Burial-Ground — Great  Torrington,  [141]  2068 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Com.  [142] 

1978 
Marriage  Law  Amendment,  IR.  [141]  33;  2R. 

1475,  1527 
Ticket-of- Leave  System,  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  1404 

St,  Helena — Supply, 
e,  [141]  1009  . 

St.  Jameses  Park, 

I,  Motion  (Marquess  of  Claoriearde),  [141]  763: 
Observations  (Lord  Ravenswortb),  [142]  576 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Hutchins),  [140]  150; 

Com.  moved  for  (Sir  B.  Uall),  1388 ;  Adj. 
moved  (Mr.  ilindley),  13S9 ;  Motion  neg. 
1303 ;  Nomination  of  Com.  1429  ; 
Question  (Mr.  L.  Davies),  [141]  870;  (Lord 
Raynham),  999  ;  Observations  (Sir  B.  Hall)» 
1184 ;  Question  (Bir.  Stafford),  [141]  109^ 

St,  James* s  Park — Supply, 

c.  [142]  1133;  [A.  70,  N.  192,  M.  122]  1141  ; 
2nd  Res.  1411,  [A.  182,  N.  95.  M.  871 
1417  ;  Rep.  1560;  [A.  119,  N.  93,  M.  26] 
1569 


St.  Leovards,  Lord 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords, 

Com.  nraved  for,  [140]  1469;   Gem.  [14a] 

909,  916 ;  cl  1,  921 ;  That  the  BUI  do  pav^ 

1083 
Chancery  Reform,  [142]  9, 16 
County  Courts  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [14a]  9 
Death  Punishment  on  Women,  [142]  1066 
Debt  and  Contempt  of  Court,  Imprisonment  for, 

[141]  1670,  1571 
Estates,  Leases  and   Sales  of  Settled,  Com. 

[140]  2097 
Hampstead  Heath— Leases  and  Sales  of  SettM 

Estates,  [142]  1571 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [142]  180 
Marriage  Law  Amending,  2R.  [142]  206 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  3R.  [143]  181 ; 

Re-oom.  1159 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  Com.  [142]  779 
Peerages  fw  Life,  [140]  ^296;  Com.  moved 

for,  512;  Com.  593,  599,  60a»  903,  905, 

908 
St.  James's  Park,  [142]  585 
Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements,  2R.  [140]  1448 

St,  Paneras  Workhotue, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Percy),  [140]  1219 ;  (Sir  J. 
Pakington),  2111 ;  [142]  1228 

St.  Vincent,  Viscount 
Judicial  Reflections  on  Members,  [143]  1422; 
1423 
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Salisbury,  Marquess  of 

Agricultural  Statistics,  Com.  e/.  2,  [141]  463 
Kurial-Ground,  Blandford.  [143]  0A7,  962,  067 
]*;iri«be8.  Formation  of.  Com.  cL  9,  [143]  1091 
Sleeping  Statutes,  2R.  [142]  1896 
Ticket-of-LcaTe  System,   Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  1402  ;    Address  moved,   [141]   1146  ; 

[142]  266 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army,  NaT/,  dsc,  [142] 

205 

Salisbury,  RUhop  of 

Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Rep.  [143] 
244,  247 

Sandhunt,  Military  College  af, 
c.  Question  (Col.  North),  [142]  688  i^EducOr 
turn  at.  Question  (Mr.  Rich),  [143]  268 

Sandwich,  Earl  of 

Huntingdon,  Postmaster  of,  [141]  1046 

Sardinian  Loan^  The, 

I.  Message  from  the  Queen,  [142]  1471  ;  Ad- 
dress moved  (Earl  of  Clarendon),  1671 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Disraeli),  [142]  555  ; — Mes- 
sage from  the  Queen,  1626  ;  Res.  (Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer),  1497 

Sardinian  Loan  Bill, 

€.  IR.*  [142]  1679;   2R.»1733; 

Com.  1889  ;  SR.*  1898 
I.   \R^  [142]  1890;  2R.*1966;  3R.»  2048 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1 

ScHOLEPiELD,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham 
Fire  Insurances — French  Offices,  [140]  718 
West  Indies,  Troops  in  the,  [143]  320 

Schools,  Raggedy  in  Dublin, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  De  Vere),  [14a]  259 

Schools,  Beformatory, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Moody),  [141]  385;  (Lord  R. 

Cecil),  874;  (Visct.  Newport),  [142]  1161  ; 

(Mr.  A.  Smith),  2073 

* 

Schools,    Beformatory    and    Indtistrial, 

Bill, 
€.  1R.»  [141]  220;  2R.*  1105; 
142]  Com.  add.  el  (Sir  S.  Northcote),  566 ; 
.      add,  el.  (Mr.  Gordon),  569,  [A.  57,  N.  80, 

M.  23]  572 : 
.      add.  eC,  (Mr.  Miles),  572 ;  d.  withdrawn, 

574 ;  3R.»  797 
I,  lR»[i4a]  850; 
.      aR.  1160  ; 
.      Com.  1324 ; 
Rep.  1676 : 
.      dR.  add.  cL  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  229,  [Con- 
tent 53,  Not  Content  17.  M.  3]  230 
c.  Lords*  Amends.,  Amend.  (Sir  G.  Grey),  [143] 

1003,  [A.  46,  N.  31,  M.  15]  1005 
I.  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Schools  (Scotland)  Bill, 
L  1R.»  [140]  263 


Schools,  Parochial  {Scotland),  Bill, 

c.  Leave,  [141]  663;  1R.»  703  ; 

2R.  15S5:  Amend.  (Mr.  Uadfleld),  1586;  [o.q. 
A.  99,  N.  47,  M.  43]  1587;  Adj.  Debate, 

[14«]  886; 
142]  Question  (Sir  J.  Fergusson),  632; 
.      Com.  1464;  Amend.  (Major  C.  Bruce),  1469, 
[0.  q.  A.  126,  N.  90,  M.  36]  1471  ; 
cL  9,  Amend.  (Sir  G.  Montgomery),  1991, 
[p.  q.  A.  107,  N.  51,  M.  56]  1992  ; 
143]  3U.  372  ;  Amend.  (Sir  M.  S.  Stewart),  373, 

[0.0.  A.  149,  N.  79,  M.  70]  374 
I,  IR.«  [143]  383;  2R.*619; 

Com.  cl.  12,  Amend.  (Duke  of  Bucolouch), 
387,  [Content  50,  Not  Content  20,  M.  30] 
732 
d.  13,  732 ; 
SR.  10i5 
c.  Lords'  Amends.  [143]  1172 
I,  Conmions'  Amends.  [143]  1352 

Schools,  Reformatory  {Scotland)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  [140]  979; 
2R.  [141]  2 ; 

Com.  ct.  1,  [142]  237 ;  3R.»  631 
I  1R.*[I42]  668;  2R.»  850  ;  3R.»949 
Royal  Assent,  [142]  1771 

Science,  Advancement  of, 
.  e.  Com.  moved  for,  (Mr.  lleywood);  [142]  1263  ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1273 

Science  and  Art  Department — Supply , 
e.  [141]  525 

Science  and  Art  Department  {Marlborough 

House  Bemovil) — Supply, 
c.  [14a]  1124; 

Scientific  and  Literary  Societies  Bill, 
c.  lR.*[i4r]  1799;  2R.»  [142]  137; 

Com.  el.  2,  Amend.  (Mr.  llutt),  938  ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  939 ;  [143]  224,  [r.p,  A.  25,  N. 

117,  M.  92]  229 

ScoBELL,  Capt.  O.  T.,  Bath 

Aggravated  Assaults,  2R.  [142]  174 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  1743 

Baltic,  Operations  in  the,  Com.  moved  for,  [141] 

106 
Crimea,  Return  of  Troops  from  the,  [142]  1097 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualifleation,  Com.  et. 

11,  [14a]  479 
Naval  Administration,  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 

406,  446 
Naval  Officers,  [143]  510,  523 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1398 
Navy  Estimates,   [140]  556,  562,  587,  588  ; 

[142]  1434 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  2R.  [140]  695, 

2150;  Com.  ei.],  [141]  1682;  c/.  7,  1934; 

cL  9,  1937  ;  cl  6,  [142]  306 ;  add.  cL  613 
Soldiers'  KiU  lost  in  the  Crimea,  [141]  2032 
Supply— Coast  Guard,  [140]  862 ;— Post  Office 

Services,  868  ;— Emigration,  [141]  1011;— 

Superannuation  Allowances,  1039 
Troops,  Conveyance  of,  from  the  Crimea,  [141] 

2032 
Valour,  Order  of,  [14a]  2090 

Scotch  Members  and  the  Oo^emmmU, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Roebuck),  [142]  328 
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Scotland^ 
Aberdeen  Univertitiet,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Thomp- 

9on),  [14a]   1494  :  (Mr.  H.  Baillie),  1670 
BiileHwf,  e.  Motion  (Mr.  Coumn),  [141]  £66, 

[A.  130,  N.  116,  M.  23]  686  ;  Question  (Sir 

A.  Agnew).  [143]  1219 
B%shop$,e.  ObserTations,(Mr.  Gladstone)  [143] 

1481 
Edinburgh,    University  of,  e.  Question,  (Bir. 

Cowan),  [143I  832 
Epiianxd  Church,  TJie,  e.  Question,  (Mr.  Ilad- 

flold)  [143]  740 ; — Biennial  Orunt  to  the, 

Question  (Mr.  Gordon),  977 
Fireworkt,  c.   Address  moved  (Mr.  GroganJ, 

[141]  1468 
Eoa9ebreaking,e.  Question  (Mr. Cowan),  [143] 

118 
Judges,  Privileges  of,  L  Motion  (Lord  Camp- 
bell), [141]  762 
Mdrriaae,  Law  of,  I.  Petition  (Lord  BrongKam), 

[141]  1381% 
Militia,  The,  e.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Lockhart), 

14a]  A29  i-'The  Boss-shire  mjles,  Obserrar 

tioos  (Earl  of  Dalkeith),  [143]  1480 
Parochial  Schools,  e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Fer- 

gusson),  [143]  632 
Peers,  Expenses  of,  L  Com.  moved  for.  (Earl  of 

Donoughmore),  [143]  111 
Bogislration,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Alex.  Hastie), 

[141]  41 
Supply— Port  Patrick  ffarhotar,  [141]  248;— 
Jtemembraneer  of  Exchequer,  263  ; — Regis- 
trar  General  of  Births,  261  ; — Law  Court 
and  Ojficers ; — General  Register  House,  269; 
— Scottish  Universities,  689; — Board  of 
Fisheries,  [X43I  881,  [A.  162,  N.  39,  M. 
1231   886;  —  Board    of  Manufactures', — 


Bigfdand  Roads  and  Bridges,  1027 ;— Holy- 
rood  Park,   1141; — Compensation  to  Mr. 
BoyU,  1141,1388 
Universities,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Lajard),  [140] 
2043 


See 


Bankruptcy  {Scotland)  BUI 
Commissioners  of  Supply  {Scotland)  Bill 
Deeds  {Scotland)  BUI 
Education  {Scotland)  BUI 
Exchequer,  Court  of  {Scotland)  BM 
Joint  Stock  Bank  {Scotland)  Bill 
Judicial  Procedure,  (Scotland)  BUI 
Leases,  Be<fistration  of  {Scotland)  Bill 
Marriage  Law  Amending  Bill 
Mercantile  Law  {Scotland)  Amendment  BUI 
Municipal  Reform  {Scotland)  Bill 
Nuisances  Removal  (Scotland)  Bill 
Parochial  SrhooU  {ScoUand)  BiU 
Paupers,  Scotel^  and  Irish,  Removal  BiU 
Poor  Law  Amendment  {Seotkind)  Bill 
Procedure  Before  Justices  {Scotland)  BUI 
Reformatory  Schools  {Scotland)  Bill 
SchoOs  (Scotland)  BiU 
Voters^  Registration  of t  {Scotland)  BUI 


Scott,  Hon.  F.,  Berwiekihire 
Joint-Stook  Banks  (Scotland),  Com.  [140]  698 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  2a.  [141]  1686; 

[14a]  896 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotiand),  2R.  [141]  18 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on«  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]  681 
Transportation,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  887, 

427 


SctTLLT.  Mr.  F.,  Tipperary 

Shippmg,  Local  chuges  on,  Appc^ntmeoi  of 
Com.  [141]  686 

Scully,  Mr.  V.,  Cork  Co. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech  [140]  88 

Borial-Orounds  (Ireland),  2R.   [140]  494 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland);  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  L^ve,  [140]  213 

Commnnication  between  England  and  Iralaad, 
[140]  221,  222 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Com.  add,  cL 
[143]   490 

JuTcnilo  Offenders  (Ireland),  2R.  [140]   496 

Museums,  dtc,.  Opening  of,  on  Sunday,  [140] 
219 

Pauper,  Scotch  and  Irish,  Removal,  Leave, 
[141]  312 

Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Appointment  of 
Com.   [141]  676,690,691 

Tenants'  Compensation  (Ireland),  [140]  89 

Scutari,  Monument  at 
l.  Question  (Earl  of  Harrington),  [143]  493 
c  {Supply)  [141]  1060 

Seamen,  Diitressed  British — Supply ^ 

6.  [143]  1030 

Seamen^s,   British,   Hospitdl,   Constastti- 

nople — Supply y 
e.  [143]  1045 

Seamen*s  Savings  Banks  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  [143]  1401 ;  2R.*  1679 :  3R.*  1807 
1 ,1R.»  [i4«J  1890 ;  2R.»  1966;  3R.»  [143]  I 
Royal  Assent  [143]  383 

Sehastopol,  Clasp,    The, 

e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  [141]  1189; 
(Mr.  H.  BaiUie)   1326 

Sebastopoh  Sunken  Ships  at, 
L  Question  (Earl  of  Hardwicke),  [140]  978 

Secondary   Punishment  —  see  -Tteket-qf^ 
Leave  System 

Secret  and  Foreign  Service — Supply^ 
e,  [141]  262 

Secretaries  of  State, 

c.  Return  moved  for  (Mr.  Mnrrough),  [141] 
1106,  1247;  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Mnr. 
roueh),  [14a]  620  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  621, 
-^Patents  for  the.  Question  (Mr.  MufTOugh)^ 

[143]  im 

Select  Vestries  BiU, 
I.  1R.»  [140]  1 

Session,  Beview  of  ike, 
c.  Notice  (Mr.  DisraeU),  [143]  1107;  B«tiiras 
moved  for,  1480 


SET 
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Sbther,  Mr.  n.  E.,  Dorsetihire 

Church  Rates  Abolition,  (No.  2),  2R.  [140] 

1027 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  2R.  [140] 

1441;  Com.  e(.7,  [141]  1108 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  Amend.  [141]  1724 
Sroithfield  Market,  Site  of,  [143]  1081 
Suppl3r-*St.  James's  Park,  [143]  1569 

Sbymour,  Mr.  H.  D.,  (Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Control) 
Indian  Budget,  The,  Com   Res.  [143]  116d 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treatj,  Rep.  [14a]  1650 
Sombre,  Mr.  Dyee,  Will  of,  [141]  173 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of 

Advowaons,  2R.  [143]  401 

Bnrial-Ground — Blandford,  [14a]  053 

Chimney  Sweepers  Act,  [143]  807 

Education,  [141]  85,  40 

Factoriee,  2K.  1671 ;  Com.  el.  4,  [142]  1803 

London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

Com.  [143]  054,  062 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  2R.  [143]  047 ;  Com. 

cL  0,  1001 
Prisons,  Inspector  of,  20th  Report,  Address 

moved,  [141]  123 

Shaving  on  Sunday, 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Roebuok),  [140]  1052  ;  (Mr. 
Morrottgh),  203G 

Shee.  Mr.  Serjeant  W.,  Kilkenny  Co. 
Burial  Grounds  (Ireland),  2R.  [140]  404 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  el,  5, 

[143]  603 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com. 

add.  el,  [142]  1663 
■    Education,  Vice   President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on.  Com.  el.  1,  [143]  1050 
Oinds.  Miss,  Murder  of,  [14a]  287 
Kars,  Fall  of,  Res.  [141]  1775 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  487 
Supply — Agricultural  Statistics,  [14a]  1113 

Sheep,  i;c,,  Contagiaus  Dise<uet  Preven- 
tion BiU, 
L  1R.»  [143]  1063;  2R.*  1176;  8R.*  1176 
€,  IR.*  [143]  1273  ;  2R.»  1273  ;  3R.»  1424 
L  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1401 

Shsllet,  Sir  J.  v.,  Westminster 
Army  Works  Corps,  [143]  1405,  1406 
British  Museum — Sunday  Opening  [140]  1060 
Dwellings  for  l4ilx>uring  Classes  (Ireland),  Com.  I 

el,  2,  [141]  1707 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [143] 

045 
Guards,  Entry  of  the,  into  London,  [143]  265 
Imperial  Hotel  Company,  2R.  [140]  1700 
Joint-Stock  Banks,  Leave,  [141]  434;  Com. 

1470;  [143]  1062 
Judicial  Bench  ( f rehind),  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  760,  764.  771,  tf05.806 
London  and  Durham,  Bisliops  of.  Retirement, 

2R.  [143I  1323  ;  Com.  el.  1,  1371 
Police,   Metropolitan,  Com.   [140]   447;  3R. 

473 
St.  James's  Park,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1302 
Statute  Law   Consolidation,  Address   moved, 

[141]  1468 
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Srbllst,  Sir  J.  V.— eonfmtietf. 

Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ao. 
[141]  233  :— Education  ( Ireland),  535.  543 ; 
— General  Board  of  Health,  1373  ;~ Science 
and  Art  Department,  Marlborough  House 
Removal,  [14a]  1130;— ^t.  James's  Park, 
1560 

Sherhum  Hospital  BilU 
L  1R.»  [14a]  040;  2R.»  1210;  3R.»  [143]  1007 

Shipping,  Local  Charges  an, 
c.  Com.    moved  for,  (Mr.   Lowe),  [141]  210 ; 

Appointment  of,  Com.  674 ;  A^j.  moved  (Mr. 

Horsfall),  686  ;  [A.  67,  N.  108,  M.  41]  600, 

867 ;    Amend.  (Mr.  Vanoe),   [0.  q,  A.  73, 

N.  04,  M.  21]  868 

Shipping,  Local  Dues  on.  Bill, 

e.  Leave  [140]  152  ;  IR.*  178; 
140]  Postponement  of,  2R.  261 ; 
.  2R.  1314  ;  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thosiger),  1338  ; 

Acy.  Debate,  1412; 
.  Bill  withdrawn,  1425; 
.  Question  (Mr.  Lindsay),  1411  ;  Mr.  Mackin- 

Don),  1052  :  (.Sir  F.  Tbesiger),  2112  ;  (Mr. 

M.  Gibson),  2100 

SiBTBORP,  Major  G.  T.  W.,  Lincoln 
Guards'  Memorial,  The,  [14a]  1228 
Medals  for  the  Army  in  the  East,  [141]  689, 
640 

Simpson* s  Crimean  Sketches, 
e.  Question  (Lord  Elcho),  [14a]  1100 

Slave  Trade — Brazil, 
I,  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Malmesbury),  [143] 

1070 
c.  Question  (.Mr.  B.  Moore),  [143]  1032 

Slaves,  Bounties  on — Supply, 
c,  [14a]  1027 

Sleeping  Statutes  Bill, 

e,  1R»  [141]  1702;  2R.»  [r4a]  137;  8R.»07r 
/.  IR.*  [14a]  1054; 

2R.  1805;  8R.*  [143]  400 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1064 

Sligo  Election  Committee, 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  T.Duncombe),  [14a]  1001 

Small  Debts  Imprisonment  Act  Amend- 
ment {Scotland)  Bill, 
e,  IR.*  [14J]  550  ;  2R.»  707  ;  8R.»  1161 
/.  1R.»  [14a]   1210;  2R.*  [143]  920;   3R.» 
383 
Royal  Assent,  [14.?]  710 

Smith.  Rt.  Hon.  R.  V.  (President  of  the 

Board  of  Control),  Northampton 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  [14a]  2083 
Billeting  (:Scotlaud),  [141]  683 
Dalhousie,  Marquess  of,  Pension  to,  [14a]  274 
East   India   Company  —  French   Inundations, 

[143]  264 
Education,  Vice  President  of  Committee  of 
Council  on,  CJom.  el,  1,  [143]   1050  :  3R. 
1216 
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Smith,  Rt.  Uon.  R.  V. — continued. 

India,  Administration  of  Justice  in,  [142]  HIO 

India,  Communication  with,  [142]  651 

India,  Revenues  of,  [141]  1210 

Indian  Appeals,  [143]  555 

Indian  Army,  [143]  1425 

Indian  Budeet,  The,  Com.  [143]  1119  ;    Ret. 

1121.  1170 
Indinn  Currency,  [143]  656 
Indian  Law  Commission,  [141]  1304 
Indian  Law  Expenses — "  In  Re  Dyce  Sombre," 

[140]  1410,  1954 
Kars,  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1819 
Nnwabof  Surnt,  [143]  676 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treat  V,  Rep.  [14a]  1207.1311, 

1314,  1650;  3R.  1901 
Oude,  Kingdom  of,  [140]  1225  ; — Annexation 

of  the.  Returns  moved,  for,  1856 
Persia,  Relations  with,  []4ii  164,  169 
Roman  Catholic  Clergy  in  India,  [143]  1885 

1386 
Salt  Tax  (India),  [141]  153  ;  [143]  644 
Standing  Orders,  Res   [14.3]  1106 
Supply — Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.,  [141]  264 
Tanjore  and  Jodpore,   Unjahs  of,  [141]   152, 

153 

Smith,  Mr.  A.,  Flertfordshlre 
Reformatories,  GoTemment  Allowance  to,  [142] 
2073 

Smith.  Mr.  J.  A.,  Chichester     • 

Commissions,  Candidates  for,  [142]  258 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stockpo^-t 

Police  (Counties  and   Boroughs),  2R.    [140] 
2180 

Smith,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Wycfmibe  {Chipping) 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  1748 

Smith,  Dr.  Southwood 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Roebuck),  [142]  595 

Smithfield  Market,  Site  of, 
e,  Question  (Mr.  K.  Seymer),  [143]  1031 ;  (Visot. 
Raynham),  149  J 

Smoke    Act,    Metropolitan,    Amendment 

Bill, 
I.  1R.»    [141]   1006;    2R.*  [142]    177;  8R.» 

676 
c.  1R.«  [142]  797;  2R.»  1085;  3R.»  2071 
I,  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Smollett.  Mr.  A.,  Dumbartonshire 
Voters,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  [142] 
1683 


SoucxTOR  GsifBRALrThe — e<mi. 

Contractors*  Disqualification  Removal,  Ijakre, 

[140]  080 
Dwellings  for  I^boariog  Classes  (Ireland),  2R. 

[140]  1859 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Jarisdiotion,  Leave,  [140] 

398 
Kcclesiastical  Courts,   Reform  of  the,   [142] 

1227 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  3R.  [143] 

945  ;  Com.  add.  el.  1051,  1055 
Fire  Insurances.  Com.  el,  2,  [142]  396,  d9<H 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  cL  37.  [142]  614; 

d.  58,  649 
Joint-Stock  Companies  Winding-op  Acts  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [142]  1768 
Judges  and  Cnancellors,  LeaTO,  [142]  452,  455, 

460 
Judgments  Execution,  LeaTC,  [140]  183 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

Com.  cL  1,  [143]  1371,  1379,  1382 ;   cL  5, 

1415 
MaiTied  Women,  Rights  of.  [14a]  1279 
Nawah  of  Surat  Treaty.  3R.  [142]  1904 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of  the.  Leave,  [140] 

756 
Supply — Statute  Law  Commission,  [1423  ^^3 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  170 
Wills  and  Administrations,  Leave,  [141]  219, 

220,    1529;   2R.    [142]   U>95,   2023,   2024, 

2027,  2028,  2033,  2042 ;  [143]  260 ;  Com. 

300 

Sombre,  Mr,  Dyce —  Will  of, 
e.  Question  (Mr  Otway),  [141]  172;  Reply  (Sir 
J.  Hogg),  177  ; — see  India,  Law  Expenses 

Somerset.  Duke  of 

Army— Command  in  Chief,  [143]  812 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

3R.  [143]  1097 
Militin,  The,  [143]  C30 
Parishes,  Formation  of,  Com.  e2.  9,  Amend. 

[143]  10U2,  1093 
Parliament,   Houses  of — The   Fire  Brigade, 

[141]  1141,  1601 

Somerset,  Col.  £.  A.,  MonmoHiksidTe 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  1263,  2077 

SoMERYiLLE,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  M.,  Can^ 

terhury 
Dwellings  for  I^nbouring  Classes  (Ireland),  SR. 
[140]  1858;    Com.   [141]   1786,  1788;   d.  1, 

1793;  el.  2,1794,  1795,  1796,  1797,  1793  ; 
cL  4,  [142]  1661 :   add.  d.  1662, 1664  ;   SR. 

2158 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  (No. 

2),  Uave,  [143]  1063 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  [142]  1649 


Smtth,  Col.  J.  G.,  York  «  n  1    s-        n         x 

Police  (Counties  and   Borough,),   2R.  [140]  i  ^^"^J^^^^,  ^flf  T'  ^f  V"^',  ,^ 
2160  6    /»        •  L  'v^x  ,    c.  Question  (Mr.  Warren),  [142]  438 

I 

I 

Solicitor  General,  The,  (Sir  R.  Bethell)  '  ^^""^  .?"^f;,^t!-  /.-u     x  r     .  ,0.    .^ 

Aylesbury  \    ^'  ^^^^^^^^  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  [141]  180;  (Mr. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.   [143]  479;  Com.  I  ^^*°*''^"^'  ^'^^^  *** 

612  I 

Charitable  Uses,  3 R.  [140]  1426  South  Wales  Highway  Act, 

Charities,  2R.  [143]  967  c.  Question  (Sir  G.  Tyler),  [143]  1033 

[eont. 
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South  WaUs  Lunatic  Atylum, 

'  c.  (^ueiUon  (Mr.  PhiUpps),  [141]  179 


Spain,  A  fairs  of^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Murrougb),  [143]  1381 

Spain,  Postal  Treaty  untK 
c.  Question  {Ur.   Oliveini),  [140]   2111  — iee 
Cii$to%H9  DutUi 

Spanish  Bonds 

c.  Motion  (Sir  J.    FitiGerald),     [143]    1334; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1238 

Speaker,  Tlie  (Rt.  Hon.  C.  S.  Lbfevre), 
Hampshire,  N, 

Agrioolturnl  Statistics,  2 R.  [142]  1727 
Appellate  Juristliction.  [143]  609 
'     Arm  J  Seientiflc  Corps,  [141]  1449 

Ascension  Day — Adjournment,  [141]   1780 
BeaUon,  General,  [143]  ^74 
Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  589 
Bills.  Public  and  Private,  [142]  1407 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  {Incumbered  Eb< 

Utes  Court  Abolition),  2B.  [140]  97U 
China  Sens,  Operations  in  the,  [140]  463 
Commissions   of   Deceased    Officers,    Address 

moved,  [142]  1618 
Consolidated  JPund  Appropriation,  Com.  [143] 

660,  6(1! 
Countv  Courts  Acts*  Amendment,  3R.  el.  10, 

[143]  1207,  1208 
Crimean  Comniiasion  Report.  [140]  1407,1708 
Danubinn  Principalities,  [143]   1040 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2  K.  [142]  1216 
Education.  National,  Com.  [141]  780 
•     Fisheries  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,    [142] 

1297 
German  Legion,  The,  [143]   1109,  1110 

Greece,  State  of,  [142]  271 
IndUn  Budget,  The,  Com.  [143]  1120 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Leave,  [140]   110 
Judicial  Bench  (Ireland),   Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  764     . 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement, 

Preamble,  [143]  1430 
Medical  Profetoion,  Com.  [141]   762 
MetropoliUn  Management,  [140]  2037,  2038 
Morning  Sittings,  [142]   1464 
Partnership  Amendment,  I>eave,  [140]  110 
Peace,  Celebration  of,  [141]  1641 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  Her  Majesty's  Answer,  [142] 

215 
Perth  and  Melfort's,  Earl  of.  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1318 
Reformatories  for  Penitent  Females,  [143]  936 
Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland,  [143]  738,  739 
Rules  of  the  [louse,  [143]  642,643 
Sadleir,  James,  and  the  Tipperary  Bank,  [143] 

399 
Sadleir,  James,  Expulsion  o^  [143I  1396 
Sardinian  Loan,  Message  from  the  (iueen,  [142] 

1326 
Spirit  Trade  (Ireland),  2R.  [142]  1323 
Supply— British  Museum,  [141]  1^32 
Surati  The  Nawab  of,  [140J  980 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  [142]   1026 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Message  from  the  Queen, 

[142]  215 
^N'ills  and  Administration,  Com.  [143]  298 

[coni. 


Sp(*cial}y  and  Simple  Contract  Debts  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  [141]  428 ;  IR*  432* 

Spirit  Trade  [Ireland)  BilK 
e.   IK.*   [141]    1324;    2a.    1320;    BOl  with- 
drawn, [142]   1324 

S pithead.  Naval  Review  at, 

L  Observations  (Lord  Ravensworth).  [141] 
1384  ;  (Karl  Granville),  1473 

c.  Question  (Col.  French),  [141]  1182;  Obser- 
vations (Mr.  Stafford),  1396  ;  (Mr.  Linduay), 
1641 


Si^ONBR,  Mr.  R.,  Warxvxchxhire,  N. 
Army    Estimates,    [140]    1264.    1206,    2061, 

2062,    2092;     Amend     [141]    204;    [142] 

1692,  1693,  1604,  1697 
Bankers' Compositions,  2 R.  [141]   1016 
Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  678 
Business,  Public,  Amend.  [141]   174 
Charities,  2R.  [143]  966 
Church  Building  (Commission,  3R.  [143]  337 
County  Courts  Acts'  Amendment,  Com.  el.  72 

(K)  [14.^]  707 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  el.  2,  [142]  940 
Estimates,  Appropriation  of  the,  [141]  183 
German  Legion,  The,  [14.1]   1109 
Gieecc,  State  of,  [142]  272 
Income  and  Land  Taxos.  3R.  [143]  1028 
Income  and  Property  lax,  [141]  666 
Joint-Stock  Companies,   Com.   Amend.    [142] 

633,  634,  636;   cl.   J  9,  038  ;'<;{.  29,  641  ; 

3R.  Adj.  moved,  897 
Joint  -  Stock    Companies    Winding-up     Acts, 

Amendment,  2R.  [14?]  1769 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

Cora.  c/.  3,  [143]  1411 
Malt,  Drawback  on,  [141]  221 
Maynooth   College,   Com.  [141]    1049,    1086, 

10D9  ;  Leave,  1102;  2R.  [142]  1906,  1060, 

1966,2046 
Medical  Profession.  2R.  [140]  1018 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment.  3 R.  [i4dl  ^^^^ 
Monetary  System,  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1487, 

1634 
National  Gallery  Site,  2R.  [143]  13 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  moved, 

[142]  2127 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  584,  685 
Nawab  of  Surat  Treaty,  Rep.  [14^]  131^ 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  260,  473 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  [143] 

339;  el.  3,  366;    Amend.  368,  370;    3H. 

cl.  3,  802 
Police  (Connties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  add.  ci. 

[142]  607  ,    ^ 

ScientiAc  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  el.  2, 

[142]  939 
Supply  —  Customs  Department,  [140]  861: — 

141]  Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac.  231 ; 
—New  Houses  of  Parliament,  239,  243,  246, 
246;— Public  Buildings  (Ireland).  249;— 
Mint,  262  ;  —  Education  (Ireland),  641  ;  — 
Theological  Professors  (Belfast),  697,  699  ;— 
North  American  Provinces,  1002  ;— Einiijra- 
tion,  1010,  1012 ;— Superannuation  Allow- 
ances, 1039 

[142  Charity  Commission,  862  ;—  Board  of  Fish- 
eries (Scotland),  882  ;— Embankment,  Ac., 
Vauzhalland  Battersea  Bri«lge,  1036  ;— Em- 
bassy Houses  Abroad,  1 U 43  ;— Agricultural 
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SpoonB,  Mr.  R.— eonltfiiiMi. 

143]  Stmtistios,  4112;--Briti«h  Historical  Portrmit 
Gallery,  1115,  1120.  1121,  1123;~-Scienoe 
and  Art.  Department,  Martboroagh  Home 
Romoval,  1126,  1129,  1133  — St.  James's 
Park,  1138 
United  State^  Relations  with  the,  [143]  15, 
UO 

iSjpttm  Point — Supply ^ 

e.  [14a]  10i5 

Stafford,  Mr.  A.  S.  0.   NorihampUm' 

§hire,  N. 
Address  in  Answer  to  tbe  Speeeh,  [140]  89 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  1750, 1753, 2056, 2070, 

2072,  2073;  [141]  207;  [14a]  IWO,  1607, 

1700, 1713 
Army  Medical  Department,  [141I  169 
Cambridge  University,   Com.  e£   4,    Amend. 

[143]  843  ;  d.  27.  1108;   Rep.  el.  21,  1749 
Cambridge  Unirersity  and  Town,  2R.  [140] 

832 
Oivil  Service  Superannuation  Fund,  Com.  [143] 

1045 
Coanty  Court  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  add,  d. 

[I43l  ^204 

Education,  National,  [140]  2012 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  [143]  712,  714 ; 
Com.  moved  for,  758 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  2R.  [143] 
1275 

Jostioes  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  el.  7, 
[141]  1110 

National  Gallery  Site,  2R.  [143]  1394 

Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1395 

St.  James's  Park,  [143]  1090 

Supply,  [140]  1672 ;  —  Education  (Ireland), 
[141]  535  : — National  Vaccine  Establish- 
ment, 1040  ; — Inspectors  of  Com  Returns, 
[143]  1028 ; — Monument  at  Scutari,  1051  ; 
—Agricultural  SUtistics,  1112  ;— Civil  Con- 
tingencies, 1336 ;— St.  James's  Park,  1414  ; 
— British  Embassy  Houses  abroad  [143]  275 

Tenant  Right  (Ireknd),  [141]  1843 ;  [143] 
978 

Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army,  Navy,  dtc.,  [142] 
232 

Widows  of  Officers  of  Transports,  [143]  1579 

WUliams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Queen's  Message,  Address 
moved,  [142]  292 

Stamp  Duties  Billf 
e.  Leave,  [143]  «n ;  1R.»  618  ;  2R.»  783  t 

Com.  el.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  Vance),  943 ;  Amend. 
,    neg.  944  ;  add.  el.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exoh^ 

quer),  944  ;  SR.*  1027 
I  1R.»[I43]  1006:  2R.»1063;  3R.*  1847 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Standing  Orders^ 

c.  Res.  (Col.  W.  Patten),  [143]  1103;  Amend. 
(Sir  E.  Perry),  1105 ;  Amend.withdrawn,  1107 

Stanhofb,  Earl 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  2R.  Amend.  [143]  1785 
Peerages  for  Life,  Com.  [140]  1180 
Portraits,  National  Gallery  of,  [140]  1770, 1788 
St.  James's  Park,  [142]  587 
Tickets  of  Leave — Secondary  Punishment,  Ad- 

dress  moved,  [141]  1149.  1104,  1179,  1470 
Transportation,  Com.  moved  for,  [143]  587 


Stakhopb,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Lmcohukire,  N. 
County  Courts  Acta  Amendmmt,  Con.  d.  79 

(E)  [I43l  705 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  d.  4,  [143]  946 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  dL  14, 

[142]  480 

Staklet,  Lord,  King't  Lynn 
Army,  Sale  of  Conmtissions  in  the.  Com.  mowd 

for,  [140]  1821 
'British  Museum  —  Sunday    Openingp   [140] 

1074 
County  Court   Judges,  Salariee   of.   Address 

moved,  [141]  288 
Factories,    Leave,    [140]    1673;    2R.    [141] 

872 ;   Com.  cL  4,  [142]  562 ;   add.  d.  565 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  890  ;  H.  2»  [14a]  396 
India,  Communication  with,  [143}  551 
Married  Women,  Rights  of,  [143]  1277 
Science,   Advancement    oi^  Com.  moved   for, 

[143]  1270 
Statute  Law,  ConeoIidatioD  of  the.  Leave,  [140I 

738 

Stanley  of  Aldbrlet,  Lord  (President  of 

the  Board  of  Trade), 
Agncultural  SUtistics.  2R.  [140]  2207,2314, 

2221  ;  Com.  [141]  447,  450,  455,  458,  460, 

461  ;  'cl  U  462  ;  el.  2,463;  d.  7,  464,  465; 

d.  12,465;  3R.  631 
Annuities,  Redemption,  3R.  [143]   II,  12 
Arctic  Expeditions,  Further,  [143]  1013 
Australian  Mail  Packet  Service,  [143]  1478 
Business  of  the  House,  [143]  1180 
CoascGuard  Service,  Com.  [143]  1I9S,  1199, 

1200 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes,  Repw  Amsnd. 

[143]  1987 
Exchequer  Bills  Funding,  2R.  [140]  1947 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [143]  672 
Joint-Stock    Companies,    2R.    [1433     1477 : 

Com.  1891  ;  el.  18,  1893 
Limited  liability.  Returns  moved  fiw,   [141] 

138 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  3R.  [143]  181 ; 

Re-com.  1159 
Parliament,   Houses    of — The  Yin  Brigade, 

[141]  964,1140,  1142,1691 
Paupers,  Settlement  and   Removal   of,  [140] 

217,218 
Bailing  Vessels,  Regulations  for,  [143]  850, 

851 
Unseaworthy  Vessels,  [140]  710,  715 

Staklst,  lion.  W.  0.,  Chester 

Crimean  Commission  Report,  [140]  1480 
MiUtary  Rewards,  [141]  1530 
Naval  Review,  The,  [141]  1896 
Soffragaa  Bishops,  [143]  592 

Stationery,  JPrinting,  Ac, — Supply^ 
e.  [141]  262 

Statute  JJawGommission, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  L.  King),  [141]  871.  1181 

Statute  Law  Commission-'^  Supply ^ 
e.  [143]  865;  [A.  70,  N.  54,  M.  16]  886 
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StaMe  Law.  Ccniolidation  qf  ike^ 

Question  (Mr.  L.  King),  [143]  557 

Statute  Law,  ffoniolidaiion  of  the. 
c.  Address  moTod  (Mr.  Uadfield),  [141]  1^<^7; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1468 

Statute  Law.  Consolidation  of  the.  Bills, 
L  IR.  [1433  1084 

Statutes  at  Large. 

e.  Motion  Mr.  L.  KIdk),  [140]  086 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  R.  Phillimore),  098  ;  Amend,  neg.  000, 
[«.  9.  A.  63,  N.  164,  M.  101]  000 

Statutes  not  in  use  Repeal  ^iU  — Bee 
Sleeping  Statutes  Bill. 

Steel,  Mr.  J.,  Cochermouth. 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.   cL  58,    [142] 

650 
Police  ((bounties  and  Boronghs),  Com.  el,  6, 

[142]  807 

STEPHEN80N,  Mr.  R.,    Whithtf 

Annj  Estimates,  [14a]  1720 
» 

Stewart,  Sir  M.  R.  S.,  Benfrewshire 

Evictions  (IrelandHCase  of  Mr.  PoUok,  Com. 

moTed  for,  [141]  1717 ;  [142]  607 
Parochial    Schools    (Scotland),   SR.    Amend. 

[143]  373 

Stipendiary  Justices  {West  Indies  and 

Mauritius)  Supply. 
e.  [141]  1000 

Stirling,  Mr.  W.,  Perthshire 

Coast-Goard,  The.  [142]  258 
Education  (Scotland),  Leare  [141]  674 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland).  2R.  [142]  806 
Supply—  Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ao. 
[141]  288 ;— National  Gallery,  617 

Stock-in'  Trade  Exemption  Bill, 

0.  \H^  [143]  1207;  2R.*  1408:  3R.»  1670 

1.  IR.*  [142]  1771  ;  2R  •  [143]  1 ;  3R.*  220 
Boyal  Assent,  [143]  383 

Stoke  Poges  Hospital  Bill. 
I.  IR.*    [14a]   040;    2R.»  1210;  3R.*  [143] 

812 
e.  IR.*  [143]  1027;  2R,*  1103  ;  3R.*  1424 
I.  Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Stracet,  Sir  H.  J.,  Norfolk.  E, 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Leave,  [140] 
243 ;   2R.  2153 ;  Com.  add.  el.  [142]  606, 
610 

Stradbroke,  Earl  of 
Agricultural  Statistics,  Com.  [141]  461 ;  cL  7> 
465 

Strickland,  Sir  G.,  Preston 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  (Jom.  eL  7, 
[141]  1035 


Strutt,  Rt.  Hon.  B.,  Nottingham 
County  Courts  Aots  Amendment,  Com.  [143] 

602 
Soi^ntifio  and  Literary  Societies,  Com.  [143] 

227 

Stuart,  Capt.  W.,  Bedford 

Army  Estimates  [140]  2081 
Crimea,  Sunday  Renews  in  the,  [141]  565 
MUitU  and  the  Foreign  Legions,  [142]  800 
Sunday  Labour  in  Dockyards,  [141]  872 
Supply  —  Charity  Commission,  [142]  800; — 
Civil  ContiDgencles,  1336 

Suffragan  Bishops, 
e,  (Question  (Marquess  of  Blandford),  [143]  580 

Sullivan,  Mr.  M.,  Kilkenny  City 
Ministers'   Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moTed  for, 
[140]  1008 

Summary  Jurisdiction  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  [140]  716 

Sunday,  Bands  in  the  Parks  on. 
c.  Question    (Marquess  of    Blandford),    [141] 

1702 ;  (Lord  R.  Grosvenor),  1011 ;   (Mr.  T. 

Chambers),  [142]  250;   (Mr.  Otway),  325; 
Scotch  Members  and  the  Government 


Sunday  Labour  in  Dockyards, 
c.  Question  (CapUin  Stuart),  [141]  872 

Sunday  Reviews  in  the  Crimea, 

6.  Question  (Captain  Stuart),  [141]  565 

Superannuation  Allowances-^  Supply ^ 
e.  [141]  1032 

Superannuations  and  Pensions. 
0.  Question  (Mr.  W.  WUliams),  [140]  072 

Supply, 

e.  [140]  152,  250,  263.  1313, 1670  ;  [141]  185, 
221,  333,  523,  580,  622,  1001,  1241,  1344 

Aca^mies,  Irish,  [141]  501 

Africa.    West    Coast,    Civil   Establishments, 


[141]  1000 
Agricultural  i  ,  ^   .  ^ 

Aldershot,  Constabulary  Police  at,  [142]  1030, 


Itural  Statisties,  [142]  HOO 


[A.  131,  N.  14,  M.  117]  1034 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  1221, 1250. 1726,  2054 ; 
[141]  185 :  Amend.  (Mr.  Uyard),  105.  [A.  0, 
N.  82,  M.  73]  200 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner), 
204,  [A.  15,  N.  80,  M.  74]  208:  [142] 
1533,  1601 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  E.  EUice),  1718, 
[A.  60,  N.  160,  M.  01]  1726 

Audit  of  Public  Accounts,  [141]  255 

Australian  Expedition,  [142]  1050 

BaUersea  Park,  [142]  1085 

Bermudas;  [141]  1061 

Bifyle,  Mr^  Compensation  to,  [142]  114  ;  Vote 
withdrawn,  1142, 1388 

British  Embassy  Houses  Abroad^  [143]  272; 
— see  Embassy  Bouses  Abroad 

British  Mstorieal  Portrait  OalUry,  [142]  1113, 
[A.  07,  N.  28,  M.  60]  1124 

British  3iuseum,  [141]  600,  1344 

British   Seamen^e   Hospital^    Constantinople, 

[142]  1045 

[cont 
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Buckingham  Palace,  [141]  398 
Buildings,  Public  (Ireland),  [141]  248 
Burial-'GrmmdCt  Incpceiicn  of,  [142]  1084 
Cambridge  Univcrtity  Profectcrt^  [142]  1^^ 
Canada,  Indian  Department,  [141]  1003 
Cape  of  Good  Mope,  [143]  1108 
C<^>tured  Negroet,  [141]  1013 
Carisbrookc  Cattle,  [143]  1088 
CentvLt  {Ireland)^  [142]  1060 
Charitable  Allowancee  (Ireland),  [141]  1347 
Charity  Commitsion,  [14a]  856  ;  Amend.  (Mr. ' 
W.  WiUtams),  858,  [A.  40,  N.  146,  M.  106] 
865 
Civil  Contingeneiet,  [14a]  1838 ;  Amend.  (Sir 
F.  Baring),  1831 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  1348 
dvU  Service  Commiitionere,  [143]  880 
Civil  Service  Estimatee,  [140]  854 
Coas^Ouard,  [140]  863 
Colonial  Office,  [141]  351 
CotMnuMione,  Mixed,  [141]  1013 
ConnUar  EitabUshmenU  Abroad,  [141]  1014 
Convicts,  [141]  583 
Copyhold  Enclosure  and  Tithe  Couunission, 

(141 1  260,  361 
Com  Beturns,  Inspectors  of,  [142]  1038 
Customs  Ikpartment,  [140]  859 
Designs,  Registration  of,  [143]  1027 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  [A.  166,  N.  66, 

M.  100]  [143]  856 
Education,  li 42]  1843;  Amend.  (Mr.  Banies), 

1864 ;  Amend,  wg,  1388 
Education    Commissioners    (Ireland),     [141] 

589 
Education,  Public,  [141]  533 
Education  (Ireland),  [141]  535;  Amend.  (Mr. 
W.  Williams),  537 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  VansittoK), 
541 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  543,  [A.  38,  N.  144, 
M.  106]  t6.;  Amend.  (Mr.  Mowbraj),  [A.  41, 
N.  136,  M.  85]  543 
Embcmkment,  f^e.  between  Vauxhall  and  Bat- 
iersea  Bridqe,  [142]   1036,  [A.  109,  M.  66, 
M.  43;]  1038 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [140]  1038 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [143]  1038  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Whiteside),  1089;  Amend,  and  Motion 
withdrawn,  1045  ;  [143]  373 
EmiaraHon,  [141]  1010 
Exchequer  Bills,  [141]  543 
ExckupuT,  Comptroller  of  the,  [141]  357 
Exchequer,  Remembrancer  of  (Scotland)  [141] 

353 
Factories,  Inspectors  of,  [141]  353 
Falkland  Islands,  [141!  1009 
Fisheries^  Board  of  (Scotland),  [142]  881/[A. 

163,  N.  39,  M.  133]  885 
Foreign  OMce,  [141]  351 
Friendly  Societies,  Reaistrar  of,  [141]  368 
Gallery  of  Arts,  Dublin,  [142]  105U 
Geographical  Societu,  [141]  630 
Barbours,  [141I  348,  349 
Bealth,  General  Board  of,  [141]  1867:  Amend. 
(Mr.  Michell),   1368;   Motion  neg.    1374; 
Amend.  (Mr.  MUes),  [A.  63,  N.  I5i,  M«  91] 
t5. 
Heligoland,  [141]  1009 
Bighland  Roads  and  Bridget,  [142]  1037 
Bolyrood  Parky  [143]  1141 
Home  Ojfice,  [141]  351 

Hospitals,  ^c.  (IrelandS,  [141]  354, 1042, 1048; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Alex.  Uastie),  [A.  33,  N.  187, 
M.  155]  1044 ;  3nd  Amend.  [A.  38,  N.  180, 
M.  147]  ib. 

\coni. 


Inewnbered   Estates   CommiMsion   (Miand), 
[143]   1046;  Amend.  (CoL  Diume),  1048; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1050 
Inland  Revenue  Department,  [140]  86S 
Joint^Stoek  Companies  Registnition,li  42]  I  Of? 
Law  Courts  and  Ofieera,  [141]  969 
Law  Courts  and  Ojficers  (heland},  [141]  869, 

370 
Law  Courts  and    Oficoro  (SeoUmid^,    [141] 

369 
Laws  and  Institutes  (UnUand),  [142]  1087 
Lighthouses  Abroad,  [142]  1050 
Lmrd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  [141]  854 
Lunacy,  Commisstoners  of,  [141]  863 
Madrid,  British  Protestant  Cemitery  ai,  [143] 

376 
Magnetic  Observations,  [141]  680 
Manufactures,  Board  of  (Seotlamd),  [143]  1987 
Medal  Services,  [140]  870 
Menai  Straits,  [142]  1046 
Merchant  Seamen's  I\md  Penaions^  [>43]  ^^^ 
Militia,  Disembodied,  [143]  877 
Mint,  The,  [141I  353 
Miscellaneous  AVowanees,  [141]  1049 
National  Debt  Ofice,  [141]  863 
National  Gallery,  [141]  1601  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Otway),  609,  [A.  78,  N.  158,  M.  80}  •80 
Navy^Estimatee,  [140I  584;  [14a]  1417 
Noneorrforming,  ^e.  Ministers  (hdamd),  [141} 
1841;  Amend.  (Mr.  Pellatt),  [A.  60.  N.830, 
M.  170]  1343;  Amend.  (Mr.  HadAekl),  [A. 
89,  N.  814,  M.  175]  1244;  Amend.  (Mr.  Ker. 
shaw),  [A.  40,  N.  198.  M.  158]  1846;  [r.  p. 
A.  16.  N.  311.  M.  195]  ibr.  Amend.  (Mr. 
Barnes),  %b  ;  Motion,  neg.  1847 
North  American  Provinces,  [141]  1001 
Orange  River  Territory^  ^^^^1  ^^^ 
Palaies,  Royal,  and  PMie  BuHdinge,  [141] 

331 
Parks,  Royal,  ire,   [141]  838  ;   Amend.  (Sir 
U.  Willottghby),  389;  Amrad.  (Mr.  Bowsrer). 
381;  [A.   35,   N.    119,   M.   84]  833;  8nd 
Amend.  [A.  19.  N.  83,  M.  64]  937;  Amnd. 
(Mr.  BUckbvm),  337 
Parliament,  New  Bouses  of,  [141]  83a»  940 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  [143]  881 
Paymaster  General,  [141]  351 
Paymaster  of  Civil  iyervuxs  {h^daad),  [141] 

354 
Police,  Metropolitan,  [141]  860 
Polish,  ire.  Refugees,  [141]  1049 
Poor  Laws,  [141]  259 
Post  OJHee  Services,  [140]  865 
Postage  of  Letters,  [141]  269 
Prisons  and  Prisoners,  [141]  970, 593, 02^ 
jPrivy  Council,  [141]  351 
Prwy  Seal,  [141]  851 
Process  Servers  (Ireland),  [143]  1087 
Prosecutions,  [141]  869 
PubUc  AeeowUs  Commissioners,  [142]  10ff9 
Quarantine  Expenses,  [142]   1030 
Queen's  Colleges  (Ireland),  [141]  591 
Queen*s  Universitu  (Ireland),  [141]  590 
Reciprocity  Treaties  of,  [143]  1098 
Records,  Public,  [141 J  353 
Records,  Repository  for,  [142]  1038 
Refuge  for  the  Destitute,  [141]  1049 
Register  Offices,  [141]   261, 269 
Revenue  Police,  [^40]  865 
Revising  Barristers,  [143]   1080 
Roads,  County  (South  Wales),  S^f>erintemient 
of,  [141]  263 
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Mi$yal  Soeiely^  Amend.  (Mr.  BlaokUurn),  [141] 

630  :  Amend  withdntwn,  622 
Si.  Btlenoy  [141]   IDOO 
St.  James's  Peak,  [i4»]  1133;  [A.  70,  N.  102. 
M.   123]  1141;    2nd   Rei.  Ull,   [A.  183. 
N.  05,  M,  87].  1417:  Rep.  1660,  [A.  110, 
N.  09.  M.  26]  1560 
Seanien,  Distressed  BriUsh,  abroad,  [143]  1030 
Sfcret  and  Fartign  Services,  [141]  362 
Secretary^  Chief  { Ireland  J,  [141]  254 
Science  emd  Art,  Department  of,  [141]  533 
Science   and   Art   Department,  Marlborough 

House  Removaf,  [142]  1134 
Scottish  Universities,  [141]  580 
Scutari,  Monument  at,  [14a]  1050 
Slaves,  Bounties  on,  [142]   1037 
Sfmrn  Point,  [142]  1045 
Stationery,  Printing,  ite,  [141]  262 
StatiUe  Law  Commission,  [142]  865,  [A.  70, 

N.  54,  M.  16]  880 
Stipendiary  Justices  (West  Indies,  Mauritius), 

[141]   1000 
Superannuation  AUowanees,  [141]   1033 
Temporcry  Commissions,  Amend.  (Mr.  Black- 
bam,)  [142]  880  ;  Motion  ncg.  S8l 
Theohyiciad  Professors  (Bellhet),  [141]  501  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.   Ueyworth),  583,   [A.   31,  N. 
85,   M.   54]    508;  Amend.   (Mr.   Gros^lej), 
ib,i  Amend,  withdrawn,  500;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Spooner),    [A.  43,    N.    88,    M.    46]   000; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Cheetham),  [A.  36,  N.  108, 
M.  72.]  ib. 
Treasury;  [141]  251,  260 
Treasury  Commissariai  Chest    Transactions^ 

[142]  1108 
Touionese  and  other  Emigrants,  [14c]  1040 
University  of  London,  [141]  580 
Vaccine  kstablishtnent,  Natwnal,  [141]  1040 
West  India  Islands  Relief  Commission,  [141] 

363 
West  Indies^  Oovemars,  [141]  1003;  Amend. 
(Mr.  W.  Williams),  1008,  [A.  3,  N.  360, 
M.  206]  1000 
Windsor  Improvements^  [142]   1038 
Woods,Forests,emd  Land  Revenues^  It  J^i]  252 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  [141]  351 
Works,  Public  {Ireland),  [141]  254 
Works,  PubUoy  Loan  Cosnmission,   [141]  362 

Sun^y  of  Great  Britain^  dbc,  BiU^ 
c.  IK*  [142]   1326;  SR.*  1493;  3R.*  1640 
I.  1R.»  [142]  1667;  3R*  [143]   1;  3R.»  306 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1064 

Talbot  V.  TMoU  Case  of, 
c.  I'apers  moved  for  (Mr.  J.  G.  Philllmore), 
[140]   1544 ;  Motion  ncg.  1563 

Tasmania,  Oov&mor  of, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Doncombe),  [140]   1311 

Taylor.  Col.  T.  R.,  Dublin  Co. 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  1286 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2R.  A^.  moved, 
[142]  1218 

Tea  Duties, 

e.  Oom.   moved    for    (Mr.    Macartney,)    [140] 
1851 ;  Motion  neg.  1854 

Teesdale,  Colonel, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Oliveira),  [143]  118 


Temporary  Commisfiont^^ Supply, 
c.  Amend. (Mr.  Blaokburn),  [142]  880;  Motion 
neg.  881 

Tenant  Right  {Ireland)  Bill, 
0.  Leave,  [140]   1000;  IR.*  1012; 

2R.   [142]  022,  [A.  88,  N.50,  M.  20]  038  ;  * 
Qnestion  (Mr.  Stafford),  [142]  078;  (Mr.G. 

11.  Moore),  1023 ; 
Com.   [143]  530  ;  Order  disobarged,  536 

Tenants'  Compensation  (Ireland), 
cs  Question  (Mr.  V.  Scully),  [140]  89 


»« 


Termagant,'*  The. 
e.  Question,  ( Adm.  Walcott),  [143]  402 


Testamentary  and  Matrimonial  Jurisdic- 

tion  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  [141]  1593 

Thanksgiving,  Day  of, 

I,  Order,  [141]  1786,  1046 ;  Thanks  to  the 
Bishop  or  Batb  and  Wells  for  Sermon,  1947 

c.  Observations  ( Mr.  Byng),  [141]  1534  ;  Notice 
(Viscount  Palmerston),  1504,  1047 ;  Thanks 
to  the  Chaplain  for  Sermon,  2037 

The«:oer,  Sir  F.,  Stamford 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  [140]  1220;  2R.,  Amend. 

[141]  717.  722,  1909;  Ck>m.  cL  I,  Amend. 

[142]  595,  590;   cL  2,  603;    3R.  Amend. 

1165 
Grand  Jury  Assessntent  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  6, 

Amend.  [142]  616,617;  add.  cl.  Hid 
Judicial  Bench  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  764,  792.  793 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  8R.  Amend.  [140] 

1314,1320,  1953,2112,2113 
United  States,  Relations  with  the,  [143]  54, 

106,  176 

Thoxpbok.  Mr.  G.,  Aherdeeh 

Aberdeen  Universities,  [142]  1404 
Bishops  (Scotland,)  [143]  1488 

Thompson,  Capt,  Death  of, 
L  Observations  (Eari  of   Malmesbury),   [142] 
1676 

Thounelt,  Mr.  T.,  Wolverhampton 

Ascension -Day — Adjournment,  [141]  1786 
Billeting  (Scotland),  [141]  585 
Crown  Lands  and  Church  Extension,  [143]  264 
Custom  House  Bonds — The  Peace,  [141]  564 
Dissenters'  Marriages,  Com.  cl.  4,  [142]  942 
Education,   Vice   President   of  Committee  of 

Council  on.  Com.  el.  1,  [143]  1058 
Statute  Law   Consolidation ,    Address  moved, 

[141]  1467 

Ticket'of'  Leave  System, 
I.  Returns  moved  for  (Viscount  Dungannon), 

[140]  1401 ; 
Address  moved  (Marquess  of  Salisbury),  [141] 

1145;    Motion  withdrawn,  1179;    Observa* 

tions  (Earl  Stanhope),  1470  ; 

Motion   (Viscount  Dungannon),    [142]  254; 

Motion  withdrawn,  258 
0.  Question  (Mr.  Wise),  [140]  150 


TIT 


TRO 


TiTE,  Mr.W.,  Bath 
Army  Estimates,  [142]  1716 
Bank  Charter,  [143]  1040 
Civil  Service,  Admissions  to  the.  Com.  moved 

for.  [141]  1432;  [143]  529 
Oorropt   Practices    Prevention,  Com.     [143] 

986 
Fire  Insurancef,  2R.  [141]  1378  ;  Com.  [143] 

391 
Mortars,  Defective,  [141]  1341 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the,  Address  moved, 

[14a]  2121 
Science,   Advancement  of.    Com.   moved  for, 

[142]   1265,  1268 
Scientific  and  Literary  Society,   Com.  [143] 

227 
Supply  — Uoyal  Society,  [141]  621 ;— British 

Museum,  1359 ; — St.   James's   Park,  [142] 

1138,  1413,  1564 

Tithe  CotnmuiaUon  Rent  Charge  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  [140]  1850 ;  1R.»  1851 ; 

2R,  [142]  138; 

Com.  [143]  811  i  Order  Discharged,  812 

Title  Deeds,  Registratum  of 
I,  Question  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  [143]  1064 

ToLLEMAGHR,  Mr.  J.,  Cheshire.  S, 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on,  2R.  [140]  1360 
Vaccination,  Com.  [143]  553 

Toulonese  and  other  Emigrants — Supply, 
e.  [141]  1040 

TowNSHEND,  Marquess 
Coast-Guard  Service,  Com.  [143]  1199 

Tralee  and  KUlamey  Savings  Banks, 
s.  Com.  moved  for  (Capt.  D.  O'Connell),  [142] 
772;    Amend.  (Mr.  Vance),  [A.  84,   N.   9, 
M.  75]  776 ;  [m.  q.  A.  39,  N.  54,  M;  15]  t6. 

Transportation, 

I.  Com.  moved  for  (Earl  Stanhope),  [142]  587 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  F.  Scott),  [141]  387; 

Amend.   (Sir  G.  Grey),  411 ;  Motion  (Lord 

Naas),  869 

Treason  and  Offences  against  thb  State, 

Bill, 
I  IR.  [143]  1089 

Treasury — Supply, 
c,  [141]  251,  269 

Treasury  Commissariat  Chest  Transactions 

'^'Supply, 
c.  [142]  1108 

Treaties,  Secret, 
e.  Question  (Marquess  of  Grmnby),  [142]  429 

Trollopb,   Rt.    Hon.    Sir  J..    Lincoln^ 
shire,  S. 

ATrioalturil  Statistics,  2a.   [143]   I770 
Army  Estimates,  [14a]  1562 
Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1912 

leont. 
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Trollops,  Rt.  Bon.  Sir  J. — emU. 

Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  eL  7, 

[141]  nil;  [142]  477 
Navy  Estimates,  [142]  1458 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Crom.  cL  6. 

[142]  205 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (No. «),  2R.  [143]  3043 : 

[143]  260 
Poori  Medical  Ofllcers  for  the,  [142]  1498 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  [142]  858,  863; 

—St.  James's  Park,  1414 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  [141]  2033,  2035 


Truro,  Lord,  Library  of  the  late, 
I,  Observations  (Marquess  of  Lanadowne),  [141] 
1 27 ;  ( Lord  ChanceUor).  628 

Tr%ut  Property,  Criminal  Appropriation 

of. 
€,  Leave,  [141]  432 

Turkey, 

Con/frenees  at  ConstanHnopU,  e.  QnestioB  (Mr. 

Layard),  [140I  1611 
Edieta  of  the  Sultan,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Pellatt), 

[140]  833 
Roads,  State  of  the,  c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Ewart), 

[140]  1409 
Slavery  in,e.  Question,  (Mr.  Biggs),  [140]  1575 
The  Loan,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Oliveira),  [141]  220 
TheTarif,c.  Question  (Mr.  Wise),  [141]  2034 ; 
Crimea,  The — Russia 


Turkish  Contingent-^  English  Officers^ 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Adderley),  [142]  ^^ 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill, 

C.  lit*  [143]  12;  2R.»113;  3R.*  253 
I.  1R.»  [143]  306;  2R.»490;  3R.*  619 
Royal  Assent  [143]  710 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  (Ireland)  BUI, 
e.  1R.»  [143]  898;  2R.»  525  ;  8R.»  641 
/.  1R,»  [143]  710;  2R.*946;  3R.«  1064 
Royal  Assent,  [143]  1491 

Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  BiU, 

e.  !&•  [140]  716;  2R.»9U;  3R.»  1218 
/.    IR.*  [140]  1289; 

2R.  [140]  1447  ;  3R.»  2033  ; 

Royal  Assent,  [141]  870 

Turr,  Colonel— The  Alien  Act, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  [140]  90 

Tyler,  Rear-Adm.  SirG.,  OUanorganshire 
Army  Estimates,  [140]  2057,3083 ;  [141]  194, 

203,  209 
Coast-Guard  Service,  Com.  cl,  4,  [143]  999 
Navj  EstimHtet,  [142]  1486 
Navy,  Manning  and  Equipment  of  the.  ri42l 

1086 
South  Wales  Highway  Act,  [143]  1033 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.,  Essex,  N. 
Supply— Agricultural  Sutistics,  [14a]  1111 

Union- House  Boys  and  the  Naop, 

e.  Question  (Col.  Uarcourt),  [140]  2014  ;  [141] 
884 
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VER 


United  States,  Seknians  with  the, 

L  QuMtion  (Earl  of  Hardwieke),  [143]  940 ; 
(Earl  of  Carnarvon),  UW  ;  (Earl  of  Derby), 
1897.  1472 

c.  Qoeation  (Mr.  Cobden),  [140]  221, 462 ;  Mo- 
tion (Mr.  Roebuck),  887 ;  Motion  withdrawn, 
864;  Qneation  (Viooonnt  Goderich),  [141] 
478;— (i^w<»ien<),  Question  (Mr.  H.  Bail- 
lie).  999  ;  [143]  266  ;  (Sir  Bulwer  Lytton), 
[141]  2088; 
14a]    1089;   (Mr.  DimraeU).  979,  1408;  (Major 

.    Read),  1168,  1660 ;  ObMrvations  (Lord  J. 

.    Russell),  1499;  Question  (Mr.  Gladstone), 

.    1787 ;  (Mr.  G.  H.  Moore),  2071,  2098$ 
143]  Motion  (Mr.  G.  H.  Moore).  14;  Adj.  moved 

.    (Sir  J.  Walsh),  [A.  110,  N.  220,  M.  110] 

.     107;  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  109; 

.     K6i.  Debate,  120 ;  Adj.    moved  (Mr.  Ben- 

.    iiiiok),    202;    Motion   nef.    203,   [A.   80. 

.     N.  274,  M.  194]  ». ; 
Question  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  1221 

Univeriity  of  Londoner  Supply, 

t.  [141]  689 

TJnlonDfvX  OatU  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  [143]  898;  2R»625;  SR.  708 
I.  IR.*  [143]  710;  2R»1006;  3R.»  1176 
Ro/al  Assent  [143]  1491 

Unseaworthy  Vessels, 
L  Petitions  (Earl  of  Ellenborough),  [140]  706 

Ubquhart,  Mr.  W.  P..  Westmeath 

Cambridge  University,  Com.  [143]  837 
Chancery,  Court    of.   (Ireland),    (Incumbered 

Estates  Court   Abolition),  2R.  [140]  921 
Dissenters,  Interment  of  (Ireland).  [142]  1993 
^Established  Church  (Ireland/,  Com.   moved 

for.  [14a]  748 

Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means.  Ti^ol 
1260  ^  »  L  ^j 

Income  and  Property  Tax,  [1411  644 
Monetary  System.  Com.  moved  for,  [140]  1499 
Tenant  Right  (Irehind),  Com.  [143]  636 

Vaeeination  BilU 
c.  1R»  [140]  2086; 

2R.  [141]  28,271; 

Question   (Mr.  T.  Duocombe),    [143]  402; 

Com.  649  ;  Order  discharged,  668 

Vaccine  Estahlishmeni,  NaJtional—Supplv. 
e,  [141]  1040  '^^  ^ 

Valour,  (h'der  of, 

c.  Question  (Capt.  Soobell),  [143]  2090 

Vakce,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin 
Army  Estimates.  [141]  208 
Bankruptcy  and    Insolvency    (Ireland).    2R. 
[143]  2157 

Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  Res.  [142] 
858 

Dublin   Metropoliton  Police,  2R.  [143]  1216, 
i« 1 1 

^«<»^»oa  (Ireland),  Res.  Adj.  moved,  [143] 
I088 

Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1380 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  [143]  971 ;   c/.  14, 
978 

VOL.  CXLIIL    [imw)  series.]     [cent. 


Vanob,  Mr.  J.— oonfiniiec;. 

Joint-Stock  Banks,  (Jom.  Amend.  [143!  1062  ; 

3R.  Amend.  1110 
Judges  and  Chanoellors.  Com.  [142]  2046 
Judgments  Ezecntion,  Com.;[i43]  209;  Adj. 

moved,  638 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  686 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  eL  8, 

[143]  366 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  d  1 

[141]  1683  ' 

Session.   Review  of  the.  Returns  moved  for. 

{143]  U76 
Shipping,  (Local  Charges  on.  Com,  moved  for, 

[14']    210;     Appointment  of    C^m.  686; 

Amend.  867 
Stamp  Duties,  Com.  ch  1,  Amend.  [143]  948 
Supply— HospiUls  (Ireland),  [141]  1048 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  Com.  [143]  634  ' 
Tralee  and    Killamey    Savings  Banks,  Com. 

moved  for.  Amend.  [143]  776 

Vane,  Lord  H.  G.,  DurhamTS. 
Coast-Guard  Service,  Com.  cl  6,  [143]  1000 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification,  Com.  d,  7. 

[143]  476,  4771 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  850 
Perth  and  Melfort's,   Earl  of.  Compensation. 
Rep.  [143]  1818  ^ 

Vane- Tempest,  Lord  A.  F.,  Durham  N. 

Crimea,  Return  of  Troops  fiom  the.  ri43l 
1407,  1670  '  L  -♦  J 

Vansittart,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Berkshire 

Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  Res.  [143] 
886 

Couuty  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [lAi] 
600  •* 

Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1944,  1946;  Com. 
Amend.  [143]  896 

Jostioeaof  the  Peace  Qualification.  2R.  [140] 
1441;  Com.  d.  7,  [141]  1107;  Amend. 
1109 

Kars.  Fall  of.  Res.  [141]  1827 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  [143]  2048 

Supply— Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,^. 
[141]  288  ;*— Education,  Public,  624  ;— Edu- 
cation* (Ireland),  Amend.  641,  642  ;— BIr. 
Boyle's  Compensation,  [143]  1142 

VmucKall  and  Battersea  Bridge  Embank- 

ment— Supply, 
c.  [143]  1086,  [A.  109,  N.  66,  M.  43]  1088 

Vebner,  Sir  W.,  Armagh  Co. 
Maynooth  CoUege,  2R.  [143]  1911.  I960 

Vernon.  Capt.  L.  V.,  Chatham 

Army   Estimates.   [140]    1742,    1768,    1766. 

2076 ;  [141]  189 ;  [143]  1660,  1700,  1707 
Army  Scientific  Corps,  [141]  I444,  1450 
Army.  SUff  of  the.  [141]   1394 ;    Res.  [143] 

776,  1687 
Engineers  in  the  Crimea,  [143]  646 
Engineers.  Promotion  in  the,  [143]  271 
Harness.  Colonel.  Case  of,  [141]  277  ;   Papers 

moved  for,  668,  663 
Supply— Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildines, 

[140  228  *  ' 
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Vernon,  Mr.  Q.  E.  H.,  Newark 

Aldenhot,  Review  at,  [145]  1039 
Cambridge  University,  Rep.  cl,  27,  [143]  ^45 
DiMenter»'  Marriages,  Com.  el.  A,  [142]  942 
EdacatioD,   Vice   President  of  Committee  of 

Council  on,  SR.  [143]  121 A 
Justices  of  Peace   QualifloatioD,  Com.  0I.  7, 

[141]  1113 
National  Gallerj,  Site  of  the,  Address  moved, 

[14a]  2132 ;  [143]  656 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Cob.  el,  1, 

[141]  1681;  add.cl.  [142]  607,612 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Gfvunds,  Ao. 

ri4T]  232;~National  Gallery,  606,619;— 

British  Museam,  1866 

VestHes,  Metropolitan, 
c  Question  (Viscount  Chelsea),  [141]  41 

V1LLIER8,  Rt.  lion.  C.  P.  (Judge  Advo- 
cate General),  Wolverhampton, 
Crimean    Commission    Report,    [143]     1116, 
1273 

Voters,  Registration  of  {Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  [141]  2029; 
142]  2R.  400  ; 
.     Com.  1679  :  Amend.  (M.  G.  Dnndas),  1680, 

[0.  q.  A.  102.  N.  49,  M.  63]  1683 ; 
,    c/.  1,1683; 
.    el.  66,  Amend.  (Mr.  £.  Lockhart),  [A.  69, 

N.  103,  M.  44]  1684  ;   8R.*  1987 
/.  1R»    [142]   2048;   ^R.»  [143]    HO;  SR.* 
710 
Royal  Assent,  [143]   1064 

Waddinoton,  Mr.  D.,  Harwich, 
Cab  Proprietors,  Liability  of,  [143]  820 

Walcott,  Rear  Adm.  J.  E.,  ChirxBtchurch 
Arctic  Expeditions,  [140]  461 
Baltic,  Operations  in  the.  Com.   moved^for, 

[141]  71,  76 
Napier,  Sir  C,  at  Aore,  [141]  618 
Naval  Administration,  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 

418 
Naval  Officers,  [143]  616,  620 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  643,  662,  689  ;   [142] 

1431 
Spithead,  Naval  Review  at,  [141]  11^3,  1184 
Supply  —  Britiah    Embassy    Houses    Abroad, 

[143]  276 
'*  Tenxngant,"  The,  [143]  402 

Walmslet,  Sir  J.,  Leice8t0r 

Army  Estimates,  [140]  1741 

British    Museum  —  Sunday    Opening,     [140] 

1063, 1116 
Museums,  ^.,  Opening  of,  on  Sunday,   [140] 

220 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  2R.    [140] 

693,  2168;  Com.  el.  7,  [141]  1932:  Amend. 

1934,   1986;   eL   6,   [142]    297;    Proviso, 

806;  add.el.^\l 

Walpole,  Rt.   Hon.   S.    H.,    Cambridge 
University, 
Abjuration,  Oath  of.  Leave,  [140]   1288  ;  2R. 

C141]  747 
Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1921 

[cofU, 


Walfoli,  Rt.  Hon.  S.  H.- 

Budget,  Tbe^FinanoialSUtoment,  Res.  [142] 

886 
Cambridge  University,  Com    [14a]  828;  eL  4, 

848;  el.  6,  846;   d.  26,  848,.849;  dL  27, 

1201,  1206  :  d.  80.  1211  ;  d.  81,  A.;  d.  .13, 

1218 ;  d,  39,  1216;  d,  40,  i6.;   Rep.  ttdd. 

d.  1742  ;  d.  27,  Amend.  1748,  1749;  d.  41, 

1768 
Charitable  Uses,  Com.  cl  2,  [140]  978 
Church  Estate  Commissioners,  [143]  1220 
Church    Rates  Abolition  (No.  2),  2R.   [140] 

1927 
Civil  Service  Snpennnoation  Fnnd,  Com.  [143] 

1046 
Contractors'    Disqualiflcation    Renoval,   2R. 

[140]   1432 
Corrupt    Praotices   Prevention,  Cons.     [143] 

990 
Dissenters*  Marriages,  2R.  [140]  1.80 
Ecclesiastical   Commission,  Com.  moved  ibr, 

[140]  976 
^Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,    [i4>] 

1680,  1686,  1686;  Res.  1826 
Estimates,  Appropriation  of  the,  [141]  184 
German  Legion,  The,  [143]  1108 
Joint-Stock    Companies,  Com.    d.   29,  [143] 

642  :  8R.  d.  46,  898 
London  and  Durham.  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

2R.  [143]  1814,  1826,  1829.  1334 
M.irried  Women's  Reversionary  Interest,  Com. 

[141]  441,442 
Medical  l^fession.  Com.  Amend.  [141]  840, 

349 
Militia,  and  the  Foreign  Legions,  [142]  804 
Morning  Sittings,  [142]  1462 
National  Gallery,  Site  of  the.  Address  moved, 

[14a]  2166 
Oxford    University,    Address    moved,     ['40] 

2080 
Parochial    Schools    (Scotland),    Con.    [14a] 

1464 
Peace,  Treaty  of,  Address  moved,  [141]  2118, 

2114 
Shipping,  Loeal  Charges  <m,  Gom.  moved  for, 

[141]  212 
Statute  Iav  Commission,  [141]  871,  872 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Gronnds,  4c. 

[141]  288 ;— CopyhoM  Indosnre,  dm.  261  ^— 

Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  262,264,  268;— 
•  Inspectors  of  Prisons,  270  ; — lioaid  of  Fishe- 
ries (Scotland),  [14a]  886 
Talbot  V.  Talbot,  Caso  of.  Papers  moved  for, 

[140]  1660 
Tranaportation,  Com.  [141]  869 
Trust  Property,   Criminal    Appropriation  fit, 

licave,  [141]  483 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B.,  Radnorshire 
Italy,  Affairs  of.  Address  moved  [143]  794 
Tenant  Right  (Irelioid),  Com.  [143]  682 
United  Sutes,  Relations  with  the.  Adj.  moved, 
[143]  107 

Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Nottingham 

Bleaching,  ^.,  Works,  (No.  2)2R.  [143}  222 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  888 
Poor  Law  Amendment   (No.  2)  2R.    [143] 
263 

War  Office,   The  New, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Baillie),  [141]  466 


WAR 


WES 
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WES 


WHI 


Wabnbr,  Mr.  E.,  Norwich 
Death,  Paniihineot  o(  Oom.  moved  for  [142] 

1260 
Deotnud  Cfoisage,  [140]  833 
EeUfen»  Leaws  and  Salea  of  Settled,   Oom. 

add.  el,  [143]  10^2 
Joint-Stock  Companies,  Com.  d,  29,  Amend. 

[142]  640 
Ran,  Fall  of,  Ree.  [141]  1774 
Police  Counties  and  BorougU),  2R  [140]  2184 
Supply  —  Falkland  Islands,    [141]    1009  ;  — 

Emigration,  1012 

Warren,  Mr.  S.,  Midhnrtt 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  3R.  [14a]  1188 
Education,  National,  Com.  [141]  812 
Somner,  Celestina,  Case  of,  [142]  428 

Watson,  Mr.  W.  H..  Kingston-upan^Ilull 

Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of,  [142]  280 
Judges  and  Chancellors,  Leave,  [142]  464 
Justices  of  the  Peace  (^Uflcatlon,  Com.  cL  14, 

[142]  480 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment,  2R.  Adj.  mored, 

[142]  2045 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [140]  474 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  eh  7, 

[141]  1935 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  00,  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]  680 
Shipping,  Local  Dues  on.  Leave  [140]  177 
Statutes  at  Large,  [140]  996 
Supply — Statute  Law  Commission,  [142]  872 
Williams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Queen's  Message,  Address 

moTcd  [142]  293 
Wills  and  Administrations,  8R.  [142]  2041 

Ways  omd  Means — Financial  Statement, 

e.  Com.  [140]  1228,  1768;   [143]  880 ; 

Observations  (Sir  H.  WUloughby),  [143]  404 

WeUington  Monument,   The, 

e  Question  (Viscount  Chelsea),    [141]    1239; 

[142]  797;  Ezplaaation  (Sir  B.  Hall)  [141] 

1325 

Wbll«,  Mr.  W.,  Beverley 
National  Gallery,  The,  [141]  1528 

Wensleydale  Peerage, 

/.  Motion  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  [140]  263,  [Content 

138,  Not  Content  I65,  M.  33]  $80  ; 
140]  Question  (£arl  Grey),  449  ; 
.     Com.  moved  for  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  508 ; 
.     Com.  591,  898,   977,   1022,  1152;  Amend. 

(Earl  Grey).  1179   [0.  q.  Content  92,  Not 

Content  57,  M.  35]  1216; 
.     Protests,  1218, 1309,  1310  ; 
.     Report,  1289  ; 
.    Motion  (Lord  Glonelg),  1121,  [Content  111, 

Not  Content  142,  M.  31]  1149 

West  India  Islands  Belief  Commission —  < 

Supply, 
e,  [141]  262 

West  India  Loans  Bills, 
c.  IR*  [141]  1908;  2R.»  [14a]  16; 

3R.  1388 
U  1R.»  [142]  1395  :  2R.*  1667  ;  3Ji.*  1890 

Royal  Assent,  [143]  1 


West  Indies  Geological  Sui*vey, 

0,  Question  (Mr.  J.  0.  Ewart),  [143]  508 

West  Indies,  Governors,  Ac, — Supply, 
e.  Amend.  (Mr.    W.    Williams),    [141]    1003, 
[A.  3,  N.  269,  M  866]  1009 

West  Indies,  Postal  Communication  tcith, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Lindsay),  [140]  716 

West  Indies,  Troops  in  the, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Soholeaeld),  [143]  320 

Westkeath,  Marquess  of 

Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  3R. 
[143]  543  ;  Amend.  544,  545 

Westminster  Bridge, 

e.  Question  (Mrf  Henley),  [142]  329;  (Mr.  W. 
Williams),  550 

Westminster^  New  Palace  at — Decay  of 

Stonework, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  [143]  1419 

Whttbread,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 
Aggravated  Assaults,  2R.  [142]  173 

Whiteside,  Mr.  J.,  Bnniskillen 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  [143]  429 

Cambridge  University,  Com.  el,  27,  [142]  1203 

Ohaaoery,  Court  of,  (Ireland),  (Incumbered  Es- 
tates Court  Abolition),  Leave,  [140]  106; 
2R.  927  ;  Appointment  of  Com.  1427, 1428, 
1429 

Chancery,  Court  of  Appeal  in  (Ireland),  Com. 
d.  3,  [143]  506  ;  31L  944 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland)  Receivers,  Com. 
d.  1,  [143]  505 

Chancery,  Courts  of  (Ireland),  Leave,  [140] 
183 

County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  cL  72, 

(!>)•  [143]  701 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  2R.  [142]  1217 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  2R. 

[140]  1857 
EsUtes,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  2R.  [143] 

046 
Grand  Jury  Assessment  (Ireland),  Com.  add.  d, 

[142]  619 
Hinds,  Miss,  Murder  of.  [142]  284 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  [143]  374  : 

Com.  add.  el,  488,  489,  490 ;  3R.  add,  el 

615,617 
Italy,  Affairs  of.  Address  moved,  [143]  789 
Joiiit.*<itock  Companies,  Leave,  [140]  144;  3R. 

d.  46,  [14a]  898 
Joint  -  'Stock    Companies,  Winding  •  op   Acts 

Amendment,  2R.  [142]  667  :  Com.  Amend. 

[143]  1005 
Judgments  EzecnUon,  Com.  [143]  537,  538 ; 

Amend.  1002 
Juries  (IreUnd),  2R.  [140]  971 
Kars,  FhU  of,  [140]  1051 ;   Res.  [141]  1594, 

1897 
Married  Women,  Rights  of,  [142]  1281 
Medical  Profession,  Com.  [141]  761 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  2R.  [141]  1130 
Offences,    Trial   of,  2R.   [140]   1768,    1770 ; 

Com.  d.  1,  2194,  2198,  2200 

3  0  2  [coiit. 
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WaiTMXDB,  Mr.  J.-»«(mluiitf«f. 


WIL 


WIL 


Partnership  Amendmentt  Laave,  [140]  H4 

Peace,  Tn*aty  of,  Addreu  moved,  [142]  89 

PostAfie  JwAbels,  Com.  moTed  for,  [142]  1284, 
1290 

Rolls,  Master  of  the,  and  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  [143]  670,  708 

Sadleir,  James,  and  the  Tipperary  Bank,  [143] 
381 

Supply  —  Saperannnation  Allowances,  [141] 
1034;— Battersea  Park,  [142]  1036  ;— Em- 
bassy Houses  Abroad,  Amend.  1038,  1011  ; 
— Incumbered  Estates  Conunlsston  (Ireland), 
lOiO.  1048,  1049,  1000 

Talbot  1/.  Talbot,  Case  of,  Papen  moTed  for, 
[140]  1551 

WUliams,  Sir  W.  F.,  AnnuUy,  2R.  [143]  066 

Whitsunday  BecesSf 
e,  Qnettion  (Sir  J.  TroUope),  [141]  3<K}3,  2035 


WiCKLOW,  Earl  of 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  Amendment,  2R.  [143] 

1898 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Com.  [143]  912;  Rep. 

951 
Dwellings  fo^  Labouring  Classes  (Ireland),  SR. 

[143]  545,540 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of,  Retirement^ 

3R.  [143]  1096 
Mail  Service,  Irish,  [141]  1592 
P.ri.he..  Formation   of,  Com.   d.  ».   [143]    WaiiAMS.  Mr.  W..  Lambeth 


WiLKiKSOV^  Mr.  W.  A.,  Lamheik 

Bleachinir,  ^,  Works  (No.  2),  [143]  23S 
Crimean  Commilsion  Report.  [140J  1658 
Drafts  on  Bankers,  2R.  [141]  441 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  (IrelandXCom. 

[141]  1792 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  [140] 

1246 
Fire  Insurances,  Com.  moved  Ibr,  [141}  j}34 ; 

2R.  Amend.,  1374,  1945;  Com.  [142]  368; 

el.  2,  396 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the.  Ret.  [140]  600 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  df,  Retirsnent, 

Com.  cL  3,  [143]  1409 
Masters  and  Opentlves,  Com.  moved  for,  [140] 

986 
Maynooth  (College,  Com.  [141]  1070 
Members'  Speeches,  [143]  1226,  1233 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment, 

[141]  473 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Aet  Amendment, 

(No.  2),  Lords*  Amends.   [143]   1418 
Monetary    System,   Com.   moved    for,    [140] 

1505 
Partnership  Amendment,  (No  2),  Com.  [143] 

338 ;  el.  3,  368  ;  3R.  eL  3,  801 
Poor   Law  Amendment   (No.  2),  2R.    [142] 

2043 
Session,  Review  of  the.  Returns  moved  for, 

[143]  H75 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  [143]  1105 


Peace  Preservation  (Ireland),  Com.  [142]  778 

Widows  of  Officers  of  TransporU^ 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Stafford),  [142]  1579 

WiQRAH,  Mr.  L.  T.,  Cambridge  Univer- 
sity 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  Com.  d.  2,  [142]  605 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Com.  [143]  594 
Bands  in  the  Parks  on  Sundays,  [141]  1916 
British  Museum— Sunday  Opening,  [140]  1113 
Cambridge  University,  Leave,  [141]  219  ;  Com. 
[142]  843 ;  el,  4,  844  ;  cl.  20,  Amend.  846  : 
cl.  25,  Amend.  847,  848 ;  el.  27,  Amend.  1 198, 
1207;  c/.  29,  Amend.  1209;   0/.  31,  1212; 
el  40,  1215;   Rep.  add,  el.  1740;  el.  27, 
1748  ;    Amend.  1749 ;  el.  44,  Amend.  1750  ; 
3R.  a<^d.2044 
Cambridge  University  and  Town,  2R.   [140] 

832 
ChariUble  Uses,  3R.  Amend.  [140]  1425 
ChAfities,  Com.  cl.  1,  (143)  1060 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (No.  1),  Leave,  [140] 

256 
Estates,  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled,  Com.  add. 

el.  [143]  1052,  1054 
Judges  and  Chancellors  ;  Leave,  [142]  464 
Laws,  Amendment  of  the.  Res.  [140]  646 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

Com.  cl.  3,  [143J  1383 
Nawab  of   Sunt   Treaty,   Rep.    [142]    1313, 

1658 
Oxford  University,  Address  moved,  [140]  2031 
Suti'ragan  Bishops,  [142]  593 
SuppW — West  Indies  (Uovernors,  Ac.),  [141] 

1005 
Tithe   Commutation   Rent-charge,   2R.   [142] 
164 


Aggravated  Assaults,  Leave,  [141]  28 

Aldenhot.  Review  at,  [143]  864 

Army  Estimates.  [140]  1262, 1286,  1287, 1732. 

1738,  1754,  1756,  1757.  1760,  1707.  2054. 

2050,2057,2061,2064,2077;   [142]    1533, 

1692,  1700,  1715 
Audit  of  Public  Accounts,  [141]  703 
Belffium,  Mission  to,  [143]  1380 
Budget,  The — Financial  Statement,  Rei.  [143] 

357,  380 
Business  of  the  House,  [140]  252 
Chancery,  Courts  of  (Ireland),   Leave,  [140] 

184 
Church  Building  Commission,  3R.  [143]  337 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  [143] 

558  ;  ci.  30,  Amend.  502,  507 ;  dL  30,  «5. 
Corrupt    Practices    Prevention,    Com.    [143'S 

989 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  el.  5, 

[143]  094;  cl.  72(D),  701 
Crown  Lands  and  Church  Extcnsioii,  [143]  267 
Drainage  Advances   Acts  Amendment,   Cobl 

[140]  1016,  1010 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  Leave,  [140] 

182 
Financial  Statement — ^Waya  and  Means,  [140] 

1244 
HospiUls  (Dublin),  Com.  [143]  970 
Income  and  Kxpenditure,  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  225,229 
Income  and  Land  Taxes,  Com.  H.  2,    [143] 

941 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  [141]  055 
London  Corporation,  Leave,  [141]  332- 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment, 

[141]  *70 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act  Amendment 

(No.  2),  Urds' Amends.  [143]  1410.1417 
Militia,  The,  [140]  2053 
Moneys,  Public,  Cora,  moved  for,  [141]  1403 

leotd,  • 
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WIL 


WIL 


WiujAMt,  Mr.  W.— eofifmiMd.  ; 

Munitions  of  War,  Export  of,  [141}  703  I 

Navj   EstimAttfs,  [140]   525,  586,  587,  588 ; 

[142]  1480.  1461  I 

>'ew  Zealand,  Salarj  of  the  Bishop  o^  [143] 

328 
Partnership  Amendment  (No.  2),  Com.  cL  3, 

[143]  387,  370 
Pauper,  Scotch  and  Irish,    Removal,    Leave, 

[141]  312.  2R.  [142]  2157 
Pensions,  Ilereditory,  [141]  1238,  1343 
Perth  and  Melfort*s,  Earl  of.  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1317 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Com.  rl.  10, 
[141]  1939;  eL  II,  1943;  d,  0,  [142]  297: 
add.  el  607 
Superannuations  and  Pensions,  [140]  972 
Supply — 
140]  Civil  8ervioe  Estimates,  854,  856 ;— Cus- 
toms Department,  859,  862  ;  —  Inland  Re- 
venne  Department,  B64; — Post  Office    Ser- 
vicces,869,  1671,1672: 
141]  Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings,  221, 
223,  225; — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds, 
Ae.,  282; — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  240, 
243;— Holyhead  Harbour,  Ac,  248;— Public 
Buildings  (Ireland),  248 ; — Remembrancer, 
of  Exchequer  (Scotland),  258 ; — Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland ; — Public  Works  (Ireland), 
254 :— Audit  of  Public  Accounts,  256,  257, 
200 ;— Education  (Ireland),  525,  527,  541, 
542;— Queen's  University  (Ireland).   500, 
501  ;— British  Museum.  601,  1365;— North 
American  Provinces,    1001,  1002; — India 
Department,  Canada,  ib.i — West  Indies  (Go- 
vernors, Ac.),  Amend.   1003,  1004;  —  Sti- 
pendiary Magistrates,  1009  ; — Emigration, 
1012; — Consular  Esteblishments,   1027;— 
Embassies,  Ac,  1031  ; — Superannuation  Al- 
lowances,  1032,   1033,   1037.  1040;  — In- 
firmaries  (Ireland),  1042  ; — Hospitals  (Ire- 
land),  1043;  — General  Board  of  Health, 
1363,  1373; 

142]  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  856; — Charity 
Commission,  Amend.  857,  861  ;  — Patent 
Law  Amendment,  881  ; — Board  of  Fisheries 
(Scotland),  881,  882,  883,  885 ;— Treaties 
of  Reciprocity,  1028; — Revising  Barristers; 
— Con8tobuku7  Police  at  Aldershot,  1030, 
1032;— Battersea  Park,  1035,  1036;— (3ape 
of  Qood  Hope,  1108  ;  — British  Historical 
Portrait  Gallery,  1116;— Science  and  Art 
Department,  Marlborough  House  Removal, 
1125;— Civil  Contingencies,  1333,  1334;- 
St.  James's  Park,  1417; 
143]  British  Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  270 ; — 
Disembodied  Militia,  294 
Ways  and  Means,  [140]  1768;  [143]  405 
Westminster  Bridge,  [142]  550 

Williams,  Sir  W.  F. 
I,  Message  from  the  (^ueen,  [142]  178 ;  Address 

moved  (Earl  Granville),  238 
e.  Message  from  the  (^ueen,  [142]  215 ;  Address 

moved  (Visct.  Palmerston),   287;   Report, 

399 

Williams,  Sir  W.  F.,  Annuity  Bill, 

c.lR.*  [142]  550; 

2R.  666  ;  3R.»  851 
L  IR*  [142]  899;  2R.»  1471  ; 

3R.  1676 

Royal  Assent,  [14a]  1771 


WiLLOUtfftBT,  Sir  n.  P.,  Evesham 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [140]  87 
Aldershot,  Review  at,  [143]  866 
Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  Res.  [142] 

382 
Charities,  2R.  [143]  967 
Coant-Guard  Service,  3R.  [143]  1030 
Commons,  House  of.  Offices,  2R.  [140]  447 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.  [143] 

558  ;  el.  8,  561  ;  cl.  30,  564 
County  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  [143] 

601 
Estimates,  Appropriation  of  the,  [141]  184 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  [140] 

1242.  1244 
Income  and  Expenditure,  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  228 
Income  and  T^nd  Taxes,  3R.  [143]  1028 
Income  and  Property  Tax.  [141]  657 
London  and  Durham,  Bishops  of.  Retirement, 

Com.  el.  3,  [143]  1408 
Metropolitan  Management,  [140]  2039 
Militia,  Rewards  to  the,  [143]  336 
Moneys,  Public,  Com.  moved  for,  [141]  14,  65 
Navy  Estimates,  [140]  524,  665;  [142]  1459, 

1460 
Nawab  of  Snrat  Treaty,  Rep.  [142]  1650 ;  3R. 

1905 
Peace,  Treaty  of.  [141]  1800 
Perth  and  Melfort*s,  Earl  .o(  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1316 
Police,  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  2R.    [140] 

695  ;  Com.eZ.  6,  Amend.  [142]  298,  302 
Police,  Metropolitan,  2R.  [140]  262 
Public  Works,  Com.  [141]  624  ;  el.  2,  625,626 
Sadleir,  James,  Expulsion  of,  [143]   1406 
St.  James's  Park,  [141]  1187 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  [143]   1104 
Supply,  Rep.  [140]  268,  1313  ;— Civil  Service 

Estimates,  857 ; — 
141]  Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings,  224, 
.     225  ; — Royal  Parks,  Pleasure  Grounds,  Ac. 
.    Amend.   229; — New  Houses  of  Parliament, 
.    239;  — General    Board   of  Health,   1869, 
.    1372;  — 
142]  Charity  Commission,    861; — Statute  I^vr 
.     Commission,  874; — Science  and  Art  Depart- 
.    mens,  Marlborough  House,  Removal,  1132; 
.    — Mr.  Boyle's   Compensation,    1142;— Civil 
.     Contingencies,  1335 
'     Tithe  Commutation  Rent  Charge,  2R.   [142] 

164 
Ways  and  Means,  [143]  404,  406 

!  Wills  and  Administrations  Bill^ 
e.  Leave,  [141]  219 ;  1R.»  220  ; 

(Question  (Mr.  R.  Phillimore),  [141]  1529 ; 
2R.  [142]  1995 ; 

(Question  (Mr.  Malins),  [143]  266; 
Com.  296 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Henley),  299 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.  (Secretarj  to  the  Trea- 

sury,)  Westhury 
'      Army  Estimates,  [140]  2064 

Australia,  Steam  Postal  Communication  with, 

[141]    278,    279,    1179,    1181;    [14a]    662, 

1230.  1496,  1685,  1988,  1990;   [143]   1425, 

1426 
Burlington  House,  [140]  151 
Cape  of  Crood  Hope— Postal  Communication, 

[143]  1220 
Chinese  War,  Expenses  of,  [141]  658 

[cotU. 


WIL 


WIL 
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Wiuov,  Mr.  J. — eonHntted, 

Coast  Guard,  The,   [142]  268 

Commons,  ilouse  of.  Offices,  Leave,  [140]  268 

Commoaioatiou  between  EnglaiMl  and  Ireland, 

[140]  221 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation,  Com.   [143] 

059,661 
County  Court   Judges,  Salaries   of.  Address 

moved  [141]  295 
CouDtj  Courts  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  cl.  72 

(K)  [143]  707,708;  Rep.  eL9,  995  ;  el.  82. 

997;  3R.  cL  10,  1207,  1209 
Crown  Lands,  and  Church  Extension,  [143] 

264 
Custom-House  Bonds — The  Peace,  [141]  564; 

•»  Regulations,  875 
Custom-Uouse  Officers,  Salaries  to,  [140]  2112 
Drafts  on  Bankers,  Leave,    [140]   214;   2R. 

[141]  120 
Brainnge  Advance  Aot  Amendment,  2R.  [140] 

972 ;  Com,  1016 
Dublio,  Postal  Coummnication  with,  [142]  552 
Education  (Ireland),  Papers  moved  for,  [141] 

435 
Episcopal   Chureh   (Seotland)    [143]    740; — 

Biennial  Grant  to,  977 
Estimates,  Appropriation  of  the,  [141]  189 
Finance  Accounts,  Annual  [143]   1220 
Fire  Insurances,  2R.  [141]  1379 
Hospitals  (Dublin),  Com.  [143]  972 
Imperial    Hotel   Company,    2R.    [140]  1700, 

1702 
Income  and  Expenditure,  Returns  moved  for, 

[140]  227 
Joint-Stock  Bonks  (Scotland,)  Com.  [140]  698 
Lands  Improvement,  Commissioners  of^  [143] 

338 
Leaving-    and    Dolly-Shops,    Suppression    of, 

[141]   1702,2031 
Life  Insurance  Companies,  [140]  1952 
Liverpool,  Customs   EstabUshment  at,   [140] 

1951;  [141]  887,888 
Militia,  The,  [140]  2058 
National  Gallery,  150 ;  Com.  d,  1,  [141]  1946 
Pensions,  [143]   1424,  1425 
Pensions,  Hereditary,  [141]  1237,  1343 
Perth  and  Melfort's,  Earl  of,  Compensation, 

Rep.  [142]  1319 
Postage  Labels,  Com.  moved  for,  [142]  1290, 

1296 
Postal    Communication    with    Dublin,     [141 1 

1530 ;  with  Bandon,  2030 
Postal  Service  (Ireland),    [140]    384,   1219; 

[142]  17 
Printing  Expenses — Returns,  [141]  386 
Public  Works,  Com.    [141]   624;  cl,  2,   625, 

626 ;  el.  3,  626 
Shipping,  Local  Charges  on.  Appointment  of 

Com.  [141]  867 
Smith,  Dr.  Southwood,  [142]  595 
Spain,  Postal  Treaty  with,  [140]  2111 
Statute  Law  Consolidation,    Address  moved, 

[141]  1467 
Superannuations  and  Pensions,  [140]  972 
Supply — 
140]  Rep.  263  ;— Civil  Service  Estimates,  856  ;— 
.     Customs    Department,  859,    861; — Coast- 
•     Guard,  862,  863  ;— Inland   Revenue  Depart- 
.     ment,  864 ; — Post-Office  Services,  865,  868, 
.     869,  870,  1671.  1672  ; 

141]  Royal  Palaces  and  Publio  Buildings,  225, 
.  226 ;— Houses  of  Parliament,  240,  241,  244, 
.    246,  250,  251 ;— -Poblio  BuUdings  (Ireland), 

[cant. 


WfLsov,  Mr.  Jw-^^owtftimdrf. 

Supply  eotU. — 
141]  249  :-~Koreign  Office ;  Works  and  Publio 
Buildings,  251  ;  —  Mint,  252  ;  —  Remem- 
brancer of  Exchequer  (Scotland),  253; — Audit 
of  Public  Accounts,  256,  258,  260  .-—Copy- 
hold Indosure,  261 ; — Stationery,  Printing. 
Ao.,  265,  268  ;-> Education  Public,  523,  524  ; 
—  Education  (Ireland),  535  ;  — Theological 
Professors,  ( Belfast),  598,  600  ;~>British  Mu- 
seum, 601  ;— National  Gallery,  612,  617  ;~ 
Consular  Establishments,  1027  : — Embasstet, 
Ac.,  1030  ;  —  Superannuation  Allowances, 
1032,  1033.  L034,  1037,  1038,  1039;  — Tou- 
lonese,  Ac.,  Emigrants,  1040 ; — Polish,  Ac, 
Refugees; — Infirmaries  (Ireland),  1042;  — 
General  Boaid  of  Health,  1369,  1370,  1371, 
1373  ; 
43]  Charity  Commission,  860, 862,  863 ;— Tem- 
porary Commissions,  880  ;  —  Patent  Law 
Amendment,  881 ; — Board  of  Fisheries  (Scot- 
land), t6. 883,  884.  885 ;— Board  of  Manufac- 
tures (Seotland),  1027  -.^Treaties  of  Recipro- 
city  ;-»Inspectors  of  Com  Returns,  1028 ; — 
ConsUbulary  Police  at  Aldershot,  lOJI. 
1032  ;— Inspeotors  of  Burial-Grounds,  1034; 
— Australian  EzpediUon,  1050; — Treasuiy 
Commissariat  Chest  Transactions.  1108; — 

•  Agricultural  Statistics,  JUO; — Soienee  and 
Art  Department,  Marlborough-Uoose  Re- 
moval, 1124.  1128,  1130,  1132  ;— Mr.  Boyle's 
Compensation,  1142; — Civil  Contingencies, 
1329,  1331,  1333,  1336,  1837.  1339,  1341 

Ways  and  Means,  [140]  1768  ;    [143]  380 

West  India  Loans,  3R.  [142]  1389 

W1NCHIL8EA,  Earl  of 
Peerages  for  Life,  [140]  1140 

Windsor  Improvements — Supply^ 
e.  [142]  1038 

Wine  Duties, 

e.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Oliveira),  [143]  903; 
Motion  withdnwn,  93i 

Wise,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Staf<^ 

Hanover,  Diplomatic  Establishment  at,  [142] 

1494 
Harness,  Colonel,  Case  of.  Paper*  moved  for, 

[141]  663 
Offences,  Trial  of,  SR.  [140]  1769 
Police  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  (Tom.  eL  7, 

[141]  1934 
Supply— - 
141]  Royal  PaUoes  and  Public  Buildings.  234, 
.      227  ;— New  Houses  of  Parliament,  246;— 
.    Public  Buildings  (Ireland),    249;— Works 
.    and  Public  Buildings,  251,  252;— Remem- 
brancer   of  Exchequer  (Scotland),   253;  — 
.    ConsuUr  Establishments,   1014,  1028,  Em- 
.    hassles,  Ac.  1030 ;  — 
142]  Inspectors  of  Com  Returns,  1028 ; — 
143]  Embassy    Houses  Abroad,  1039,   272;^ 
.    Civil  Contingencies,   1334  ; — Britisk  Protes- 
.    tant  Cemetery,  Madrid,  276 
Ticket-of- Leave  Men,  [140]  150 
Turkish  Tariff,  The,  [141]  2034 

WoDEHOUSB,  Lord,  (Under  Secrctarj  for 
Foreign  Affure) 
Agricultural  Statistics,  3R.  [141]  631 
Ears,  Fall  of,  [141]  29,  32 


